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The meeting was called to order at 11 o.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The CHAIRMAII: Before we proceed today to the adoption of the agenda,

I should like to make scme remaris on the items contained in the provisional
agenda of the Disarmament Commission as it appears in document A/CN.10/L.7.

Item 4, which is in two parts, is didentical to items & (a) and 4 (b)
of the Commission's agenda at the 1900 session. At that session the Commission
considered that item and made recommendations vhich are contained in
paragraph 20 of its report to the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly
(&4/35/42). The inclusion of the item again in the 1981 session of the Commission
is in pursuance of General Assembly resolution 35/152 T, vhich regquests
the Commission to continue the consideration of the agenda items contained in

resolution 34/83 H related to the same subject.

L
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Ttem 5 is also in tvo parts and is a carryover from the agenda of 1980.
Thile item 5 {a) remains unchanged, item 5 (b) contains in the fi¥th line an
addition emanating from resolution 35/1b2 A, vhich reads as follows:

.. baking into account the provisions of Ceneral Assembly resolutions

34/83 F and 35/142 A and, in particular, to identify and elaborate on

tlie principles which should govern further actions of States in the field

of the freezing and reduction of military expenditures. keeping in mind

the possibility of ewbodying such principles into a suitable document

at an appropriate stage”. (A/CN.10/L.7, para. 5 (b))

Ttem O is entitled '‘Tlaboration of the general approach to the study on

all azpects of the conventional arms race and on disarmament relating to
conventional weapons and armed foreces. as well as its struecture and scope’.
The item is included in the wrovisional apenda in accordance with Ceneral
Assenmbly resolubion 35/150 A which, in paras. 2 and 3 states the Tollowvias:
“Aprees that the Disarmament Commission, at its forthecoming
substantive session, should work out the general approach to the study,
its strueture and scope;
“"Requests the Dissrmament Commission to convey to the Secretary -
General the conclusions of its deliberations, which should constitute

the suidelines for the study”. (General Assembly resclution 35/150,

paras. 2 and 3)

Ttem 7 is entitled ‘Preparation of a report of the Disarmament Commission
on its worlk to the General Assembly at its second speciazal session devolbed to
disarmament . TIn that connexion, I wish to refer to operative paragraph 3
of Ceneral Asseubly resolution 35/152 I, vhich states:

‘Atso requests the Disarmament Commission to continue the
consideration of the agenda items contained in General Assembly
resolution 34/83 I, with emphasis on the preparation of a report to
the Assembly at its second special session devoted to disamaament' .

(General Assembly resolution 35/152 T, para. 3}

Ttem 8 is entitled ‘Letter dated 1l Pebruary 1979 from the Secretary
General addressed o the Chairman of the Disarmament Commission’, transmitting

the elewents contained in peragranh 125 of the Final Document.
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Ttem 9 is entitled 'Letter dated § tiarch 1979 from the Chairman of the
Special Committee against Apartheid addressed to the Secretary-General’ and
relates to military end nuclear collaboration with South Africa.

Ttens 10 and 11 are self-explanatory.

In a meeting of the officers of the Commission vesterday there vas wide
support for the provisional agenda proposed in document A/CN.10/1..T. It was
nevertheless the understanding of the Bureau that, in regard to agenda item T,
“Preparation of a report of the Disarmament Commission ... to the second
special session ...", the Coumission at this session should concentrate its
efforts on the initial discussions and postpone the preparation of a report
to a later session of the Commission.

Furthermore, the officers of the Coumission Aiscussed the organization
of vork and, on the basis of that discussion, the Commission might wish to
decide to begin its work by carrying out a general exchange of views on the
agenda items. In that connexion, it was suggested that delegations, in their
statements during the general exchange of views, might address one, more, oY
all itewms of the agenda. All the delegations which had submitted documents could
take that opportunity to introduce them.

In viewv of the fact that the session this year is shorter than usual,
it was the opinion of the officers of the Commission that it would be necessary
to end the general exchange of views this week and to devote the other two
weeks to dealing with the substance of the items.

T+t was further the feeling of the officers of the Conmission that, when
the general exchange of views was concluded, the Commission might wish %o
consider the establisiment of open-ended working Zroups for such guestions
as agenda items 5 and G, in connexion with vhich the Chairman will conduct
continued consultations, including a meeting of the officers of the Commission
on Friday, with a v1ew to the establishment of those open-ended working
rroups, Once the genexal exchange of vievs is eyhausted and consultations
are completed. it will then be possibie for the Commission to take a decision

on organizational matters, including the establishment of those working groups.
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Having outliined the thinking of the officers of the Commission, may T
take it that the Comaission vishes to adopt the draft agenda contained in
docuwpent A/CH.10/L.T and, at the same time, agrees to the crganization of

yori: wvhich I have just outlined?

lir. SOUZA e SILVA {Brazil): I should like to congratulate you, Sir,

on your election to the chairmanship of cur Commission as vell as the Other
officers ol the Commission, and to pledge the full co-operation of wy
delegation in achieving pood results and in the endeavours of the Commission.

I should like to put forwvard twve suggesticns concerning the agenda of
cur Comission, as you have outlined the prineipal points that concern the
itens included on the agenda.

iy first vroposal deals with item L {a). As members of this Comaission
are aware, the formulation of that item has been carried over [rom previous
meetings of the United ations Disarmament Commission, as the Chairman has
Just stressed,

On 12 September 1900, hovever, the United ilations issued a very
important document entitled 'Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons' undertal:en
by a group of international experts pursuant to resclutioa 33/91 D. The
study, vhich anpeared in document A/35/392, vas considered by the First
Comaitiee of the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session last year.
The General Assembly then adopted resolution 35/155 F, which states, among
other things, that the report constitutes

V... a highly significant statement on present nuclear arsenals, the

trends in their technological development and the effects of their use ..."
as vell as on

. the security implications of the continued guantitative and
gqualitative development of nuclear-weapon systems'. (gggeral Assenhly

regolution 3%/156 T, para. 1)

Resolution 35/150 I further expressed the hope that States would consider
carefully the conclusions of the report and request the Commitiee on
Disarmanent to talke both the report and its conclusions into account in
its efforts tovards general and comnlete disarmament under effective

international control, in partiewlar in the field of nuclear disarmament.
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It seems to my delegation that a study of such magnitude can hardly
be ignered by the Disarmament Compmission in its consideration of

‘various aspects of the arms race, particularly the nuclear arms race

and nuclear disarmement’,

The present vording of item 4 (a) of the provisional apgenda dates,
as I have noted, from previous sessions of the United Hations Disarmament
Commission, vien the study vas still under preparation.

I shouid first like to propose that the words

“baking into account the report of the Group of Zxperts on a

Comprehensive Study on Muclear Weapons and in particular its

conelusicn®
be added to the present formulation of item 4 (a). My delegation is
confident that this proposal will meet with the approval of the Commission,

Iy second proposal on the gpenda for this session of the United
vations Disarmament Commission stems from operative paragraph 5 of
resalution 35/152 T, vhich was adopted by consensus at the last session of
the General Assembly, That paragraph requests the Becretary-General to
transiiit to the Disarmament Commission the report of the Committee on
Disaymament .,

ilv delesation believes that the report of the multilateral negotiating
body should be considered by the deliberative body and that to that effect
an appropriate item should be inserted in our agenda for this session of
the United Hations Disarmament Commission. ©Buch a new itemn could be
formulated as follous: ‘'Consideration of the report of the Committee on
Disarmament’. It could appear as item 7 of the apenda of the United Natlons
Disarmament Commission, the remaining items being renumbered accordingly.

iy delegation would be prateful to the Commission for its consideration

and, I hone, approval of those nroposals.

1fr. PERLZ HOVOA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish):

#r, Chairman, I should like to congratulate you nost sincerely on your
election to the chairmanship of the Disarmament Commission for 1931L. Ve

are certain that under vouwr puidance we shall successfully complete our worlk.
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I should like also to congratulate the Vice~Chairman and the Rapporteur on
their election. We are fully prepared to contribute to the proper conduct of
our work.

We should like to make some comments on the need to wait for the end of
the general debate before we determine the content of the items to be taken up
in the working groups. By that we mean that we should not agree on or define in
advance the membership of the working groups without awaiting the results of the
general debate. The Bureau has said that it would be a good idea to set up two
vorking groups to deal with two items, but really we are not in a position to
decide in accordance with the provisional agenda before us whether there would
be two items or more. We hope that the general debate will make it possible for
us 40 ascertain exactly how many groups will need to be set up and what items will
have to be taken up by then,

That is what we wished to say at this point, when the Commission is discussing

its working methods.

Mr. ESPECHE GIL (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. Chairman,
my delegation had the pleasure and the honour of congratulating you at the last

session of the Commission, in December last. We should like to renew that
expression of congratulation, and we should like also to congratulate the
other members of the Bureau, whom the Commission elected yesterday unanimousty.

Mr. Chairman, we consider that the report that you have just submitied to
us on the work of the Bureau constitutes significant progress in our work. We
think that the Bureau's report and the suggestions it contains are positive,
Perhaps the suggestions should be divided into +wo parts.

The first part concerns about the agenda. My delegation listened with
great interest to the suggestion just made about the possibility of having
item k(a) reworded so that we could include in it the important study finished
last year on nuclear weapons. We support that suggestion, which is timely, and

we certainly hope that the Commission will endorse it.
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As regards the organization of our work, my delegation believes that we shouid
first have a general exchange of views, a kind of general debate, as a result
of which we should be able to determine how to tackle our work next week, that is

by the creation of, for example, one, two or more working groups.

Mr. NAMBIAR (India): Mr. Chairman, at the outset I should like on
behalf of my delegation to extend our felieitations to you and to the other
members of the Bureau and to pledge my delegation's co-operation in the work
that lies hefore us.

You, Sir, have of course explained very clearly the organization of work
as suggested by the Bureau in the course of its meeting yesterday. By and large
we Find that the Bureau's suggestions constitute a good basis for agreement.
We feel that, by and large, the provisional agenda as suggested in document
A/CN.10/%.7 is acceptable, The representative of Brazil has just suggested
an addition to agenda item 4 (a), and my delegation would support that suggestion.
We do not see it as an introduction of any radically different ideas. We think
it fits into the over--all structure of the agenda item as mentioned here, We
also support the suggestion relating to the insertion of an additional item
relating to the consideration of the repert of the Committee on Disarmanment.

As regards the question of the organization of work in terms of timing,
we agree with you, Mr, Chairman, that the first week could be spent on a general
exchange of views on the various substantive items on the agenda, As to the
question of the comstitution of working groups, you yourself, Sir, have said
that it would be the subject of some consultations in the course of the week,and
that the Commission itself would be faced with the problem of actually setting up
working groups on Friday. We agree with that suggestion, We are not
sure how the working groups, if any, should be set up or what
they would specifically consider - whether they would take up
separately one or the other item cr wvhether there would be a mix of agenda items

to be considered by one or another of the working groups, We are
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flexible and we ourselves should like to undertake some consultations with
a view to formulating our ideas. Ve shall have to follow the course of the

debate to see how and if working groups will have to be set up.
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A second point relates to the question of the resources available within
individual delegations in case more than one working group is set up. We have,
of course, in +the past had more than one working group functioning simultaneously.
That has resulted also in a certain amount of inconvenience for delegations.

While we do see the need for working expeditiously in the working groups,
ve hope that this element also will be taken into consideration and that
there will not be too many working groups functioning simultaneously - even
though an outside timeframe, as it were, dis given to all or any of the vorking

grouUps.,

Ur. MARSHALL {United Kingdom): My delepation supports the proposal

from the Bureau that we take the supgested agenda appearing in
document A/CN.10/L.T7 as it stands, subject to the comments that the Chairman
made in introducing it.

I listened carefully to the suggestion from the representative of Brazil
that we might make an amendment out of item 4. I think it is worth recalling
that item L as it now appears was not included at all in the first draft of
the agenda, which came to the orpanizational meeting of the Commission in
December last. I believe that the thinking at the time was that this subject
had already been dealt with quite fully at last year’s session. Indeed, there
are three pages devoted to the discussion of that item in the report from last
vear's Commission sesgion.

Some other delegations, however, felt that these were important subjects
and that, formally speaking, Dbecause of the way the resolutions had been drafted,
this item should be on our agenda again this year. Those of us who might have
felt differently did not challenge this.

My own delegation certainly would be content that, for the reasons given,
item 4 should appear on the agenda as it has been read cut. But I think
that the proposal to erend it or refine it puts a slightly different cast

on the subject.
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I do not disagree with the statement by the representative of Brazil,
and those who have supported him, that the report of the Secretary-General
is obviously an important document that many members will feel should be
before this session of the Commission. But I do not think it would be
helpful to amend our agenda ~ which is simply an indication of what we are
going to talk about, and not necessarily what we are moing to say, if I may
draw that distinction ~ in order to make a specific reference to the report.
I fear somevhat that if we were to consider such an amendment, there would be a
number of other amendments which delegations here might wish to suggest. I
think that that would open up the whole structure of the agenda, and that
would be unfortunate. My delegation would like to get on with the work.

To a lesser extent, that comment would go for the second suggestion that
was made ~ that is, to include a reference to the report of the Comittee on
Disarmament. Again, it is obviously sensible that the Commission should have
before it the report of the Committee on Disarmament. There are many things
in that report that we shall want to bear in mind, that delegations will want
to refer to in their statements. But, again, I do not think that this makes
it necessary to have a separate item.

8o I should like, through you, Mr. Chairman, to suggest gently to those
who favour amending this agenda that this might start a process that would be
better avoided. I should like to recommend that we adopt the agenda as

the Bureau has suggested it to us.
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Hr. SHUSTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics){interpretation
from Russian): On behalf of our delegation I should like tc join in the
congratulations to you, Mr. Chairman, and the cother members of the Bureau on
your election to your respective posts. I wish you every success in yowr
work, Our delegation pledges you its full co-operation towards the achievement
of constructive results.

We believe that the Bureau has prepared a draft provisional agenda thet
should be acceptable to the Commission. The representative of Brazil has
made two proposals by way of additions to the agenda. I should iike to make
some comments on those proposals.

As a whole, the proposals give rise to no objection of principle on our
part. We do, however, have rather serious doubts about the desirability of
including the items in question in the agenda.

In the first place, in regard to item 4{(a), the report on nuclear weapons
that was mentioned by the representative of Brazil was already considered by
the General Assembly at its last session. As we lmow, delegations
had an opportunity then to express their various views on the report. Hence ,to have
a reference to this report in our agenda might very well complicate the work
of this {ommission and of some delegations. In the circumstances, I do not
believe it is indispensable or even necessary to accept that proposal. But it
goes without saying that during the discussion of item L delegations that
agree with the conciusions of the report and wish to support it will be able
to say so they can be guided by the report to the extent they deem that
necessary. Of course, other delegations will also be able to express their
opinion.

Moreover, on the subject of the nuclear arms race, we know that a whole
series of other important documents have been adopted by the General Assembly
and by the special session devoted to disarmement .- in particular, the Final

Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament.
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How, in that document there are many paragraphs which have a bearing on
the limitation of the arms race, and if we mention one particular document in
this area, we might as well mention others, which could overload the agenda item,
so to speak, We ought to give some thought to this,

I would say that within the general framework of the agenda presented to
us by the Bureau all delegations can mention an¥ documentg of the United Nations
on the nurlezr arms race and on nuclear disarmament. The present
text would not prevent anyone from mentioning any document on the question of
nuclear disarmement, including the report referred to by Brazil.

As regards the proposal by the representative of Brazil having to do with
the report of the United Nations Committee on Disarmament, we have this question:
If this item is put on our agenda, are we going to discuss the report of the
Disarmament Committee? As you know, this report has already been thoroughly
considered by the thirty-fifth session, and various delegations have already
had an opportunity to comment at considerable length and to present draft resolutions
on it and so on. The draft agenda before us contains various important items which
the Commission must discuss, and, given the limited time available, as you said,
Mr, Chairman, I wonder whether it is really desirable to consider matters
that were discussed at the thirty.-fifth session, such as the report of the
Disarmament Committee,

I do not think it desirable, in the circumstances, as I have said, to add
an agenda item on this subject, As we are well aware, the report of the
Disarmament Committee is known and familiar to all delegations, and all delegations
will clearly use it and be guided by it as they discuss one agenda item or another
at the present session of the Commission. So even if this item is not officislly
on the agenda, in no way does that mean we will be disregarding the report of the
Disarmament Committee, Indeed, every delegation will be guided by it, and we

attribute considerable importance to it,
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Mr, RODRIGO (Sri Lanka): At the outset, Mr, Chairman, allovw me, on
behalf of my delegation, to offer you my warmest felicitations and wish you all
success in the work before us. I would also like to thank you for bringing to
the attention of this Commission the substance of the discussions that took place
within the Bureau, particularly on the matters of the agenda and the geperal
organization of work, As far as my delegation is concerned, basically we have no
problem with the feelings of the Bureau as explained by you a while ago, Sir,

[lith regard to the agenda, there has been a proposal by the representative
of Brazil for two amendments to the agenda as it stands now. My delegation has
no difficulties with either of those proposed amendments, but has also listened
to the views expressed by the represenatives of the Soviet Union and by the
representative of the United Kingdom about the need to keep the agenda as it is.

With regard to the organization of work, it was not really guite clear to me
about the timing of the setting up of the working groups. If your suggestion,
Sir, was that we continue our consultations informally on this question all this
week with a view to taking & decision cn these working greups on Thursday and
Friday, that would certainly pose no difficulties for us, For the time being,
we would, however, prefer to keep this whole issue a bit open - not only the
composition of the groups, their leadership and the number of groups that
would be formed, but alsc the items which would be considered in those groups.

To a small delegation like mine, this is of some practical importance, as we have
very limited manpower, and the servicing ¢f more than one meeting or

working group at the same time would cause us some difficultien. However, we
are certainly quite agreeable to having some informal discussions, or even
discussions within the Commission, on this issue, with a view to taking a final

decision on them on Thursday or Friday.
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Mr, MARINESCU (Romania) (interpretation from French): Allow me,

Sir, to extend the congratulations of the Romanian delegation to you on your
election as Chairman of our Commission this year, when it has some particularly
important tasks before it.

I wish now to make a few brief comments on the organization of our work.

The way in which the Buresu has suggested that we organize our work seems
suitable to us and should fit in nicely with the tasks before us at this sessgion.
However, we feel that more concrete thought should be given here and now o
questions having to do with the organization of our work. This is necessary,
we believe, considering the general scope of the agenda and the amount of
time available to us, which is less than we had last year.

Both of these circumstances require that we organize our work very well,
and we believe that a decision of the Commission in this respect should be
adopted without delay. We would suggest that a timetable be set for the
exchange of views which has been provided for, In the opinion of my delegation,
that exchange could easily be concluded by the end of this weel, by which
time all delegations would have had an opportunity to express their views on all
agenda items,

At the same time, we feel that during the course of the consultations
you expect to conduet this week ,Sir, we should profit by this Commission's v
experienceis d am thdnking im particular ofhour experience dasts iesrs vherzdre were
faced withepan;agenda comparable im-ﬁco?&iiOﬁﬁhis oneznyet the:Commissionwas able
to organize its work in such & wey as to conclude it successfally and to
prepare its report and recommendations for submission to the General Assembly,
I recall that last year, after the general debate was over, we worked in the
plenary Commission and two working groups. I mention that because T consider
it useful and desirable for delegations members of the Commission +o participate
in all the activities of the two working groups. By the same token, it is perfectly
possible for us to pursue activities in the plenary Commission nng that, we are
convinced, would allow us to dispose of all the tasks before the Disarmement

Commission by the closing date of this session,
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Mr. RAHMAN (Bangladesh): Mr.Chairman, it is a pleasure for my
delegation to see you as Chairman of the Disarmament Commission. 1 should
therefore like to express the felicitations of my delegation to you and to
the other members of the Bureau vwho were elected vesterday.

I should also like to express to you my delegation's appreciation for
presenting the main substance of the Bureau's discussion on the organization
of work and, in particular, on the agenda for this session of the Disarmament
Commission.

My delegation agrees by and large with the substance of the report
dealing with the organization of work. We have also noted the guestion
regarding the possibility of having two cpen-ended working groups, particularly
on items 5 and 6. Ve certainly would like to be associated with the substance
of the exchange of views on those two very important items, but my delepation
would like to remind you, Mr. Chairman, that, as has been very aptly stated
by some of the previous speakers, the small size of most of the delegations
on the Commission should be taken into consideration when fixing a meeting
or two meetings for the next two weeks. My delegation would very much
like to be present and to make an effective contribution to the exchange of
views and the debates in the working group or groups, as the case may be.

But if two meebings or more are taking place concurrently, it may be
difficult and may pose some problem for smaller delegations like mine.

The provisional agenda presented to us does not pose any problem for us.
As a matter of fact, we agree with it and we feel thati it could very well be
the basis for conducting our exchange of views and debates on matters of
substance during the next two weeks. DBut we have also taken note of the
two amendments presented by the representative of Brazil. My delegation does
not have any particular difficulty with regard to them. We have also noted
the views expressed by the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United
Kingdom.

The Chairman referred very rightly to the constraint of the time factor.
/e are not going to have as many weeks as we had last year. Therefore, while
having the general exchange of views which the Chairman suggested for this

week and then going into negotiations the next two weeks, we should bear
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in mind the time factor. Aside from this, as I said at the beginning, we
look forward to having a very fruitful session of the Disarmament Commission.

My delegation will co-operate with you fully, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. NORBERG (Sweden): WMr. Chairman, I wish to congratulate you
most sincerely on your election as Chairman of the Disarmament Commission this
year. We wish you all success in your work. We wish also to congratulate the
Vice~Chairman and Rapporteur.

Vith respect to the agenda, we have listened with great attention to the
two proposals made by the delegation of Brazil to amend item 4 and to add
another item. We have no objection in pPrinciple to those proposals. However,
as you, Mr. Chairman, have stressed, we are concerned about the limited time
available to the Commission this year. We think it would be very unfortunate
if our work were to be delayed by lengthy discussions on the agenda. Ve are
therefore inclined to support your proposal, after consultation with the

Bureau, to adopt the agenda which you have presented to us.

Mr. ANDRESEN (Portugel): Mr. Chairman, I should like at the otuset

to congratulate you on your assumption of the important post of Chairman of
the Commission.

I think that for some of the smaller delegations, a subJect which has been
referred to by others, it would be very important to know at the outset - today, if
possible - the matters on which the working groups would be working next
week. The decision to leave that open until after the general debate has
ended would meke it much more difficult than to make that decision now.

It is my understanding that when we speak of two working groups they would
not be meeting at the same time, in other words as you proposed, Mr. Chairman,
if we have two different working groups working on agenda items 5 and 6, one
could meet in the morning and one in the afternoon, or some other arrangement
of that type. Vhile working during the same week, they would not be meeting
at the same time. I think it is important to realize that and to make a
decision on it as soon as possible.

Vith regard to the Chairmen of those groups, I think that can be decided only
towards the end of this week, on Friday, as the Chairman prroposed. But I think it
would be useful to take the decision regarding the constitution of the groups as

goon as possible.
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HMr. SHELDOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republie)(interpretation
from Russian): First of all, I should like to join in the expressions of
congratulation addressed to you, lir. Chairman, and the other members of the
Bureau and to wish you every success in this responsible task so that our
work will yield positive results. liy delegation intends to co-operate with
vou to achieve that.

Ve listened with some interest to the information that you provided
at the beginning of today's meeting about the meeting of the Bureau that
has talen place and the points made there on matters on the agenda, Cur
delegation has no difficulty with anything thet was said, but we
should like to say something about the proposals mede by the representative
of Brazil during today's meeting.

\lith reference to the substance, it must be admitted that those proposals
do not give us cause for negative feelings: but, as has been stated by a
number of delegations which have spoken before us, those proposals give
rise to some doubts. First, as has guite aptly been pointed out, those
of us who participated in the work of the thirty-fifth session of the
General Assembly, and especially those who were present in the Tirst
Committee, will undoubtedly recall that the relevant report on questions
of the nuclear arms race and the report of the Committee on Disarmement
were not only before delegations during the work of the First Committee at
the thirty.fifth session but were also considered in some detail at that
time.

As regards the time factor to which practically all delegations
referred this morning, is there such a pressing need? Tirst, there
would be no difficulty in utilizing those documents like other United
Nations documentation on this range of issues in the general exchange
which ve intend to hold at the initial stage of the Commission's work
during its present session. On the other hand, to overburden the
agenda with an additional item and to expand the contents of item b

may be less desirable.
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In view of that, we agree with the points that have been made by a number
of previous speakers that obviously this should not be done.

Secondly, in view of the tasks that must be performed by the present
session of the Commission, the constructive spirit in which this work
should be tackled and efforts to achieve the most positive and fruitful
results, obviously we should not from the very outset of our work create any
additional - I would not say difficulties but inconveniences - as has been
suggested by a number of other delegations, in the light of the proposals

which have been put forward.

i, SILOVIC (Yugoslavia): First, I should like to join in the
expressions addressed to you by previous speakers, Sir, on your election
as Chairman of the Commission and to the other members of the Bureau.

We will, like others, do ouwr utmost to help you in the proceedings of this
Commission,

I turn now to the first thing discussed here, the Commission’s agenda.
Ve have listened carefully to all the views expressed and, in our opinion,
the first amendment suggested by the representative of Brazil would be a
welcome one. As has been pointed out, item 4 (a) has been carried over from
previous sessions of the Commission because it has been felt that
discussions on it have not been conclusive and that there is a need
for the Commission to study this matter further in this range and we
think that the inclusion of this particularly important study would help
the members of the Commission in streamlining their discussions.

Ve would also welcome the inclusion of a separate item dealing with
the report of the Committee on Disarmament, and we Ffeel that the Commission,
as a deliberative body and a subsidiary organ of the General Assenbly,
should be seized of this report, although it has already been discussed in
the General Assembly. As was pointed out, we think that there should be

some latitude in the Commission also for discussing that report.
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As far as the working groups are concerned, we could go along with the
suggestion,made by the Chairman and widely supported here, that we approach
this problem towards the end of the general exchange of views. But we
would like to do so on the understanding that the composition of the
working proups and the subjects with which they will deal are also matters
for discussion and that ve should not at this stage prejudge the work of
the working groups but rather wait for the results of the general exchange

and then approach this matter at a later stage.

—
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Mr. PFEITFER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, I should

like to begin by congratulating you on your assumption of your high office.
We wish y~u every success in your difficult task and I pledge the full support
of my delegation as you conduct the affairs of this
Commission during the coming weeks. At the same time, I should like to
extend congratulations to the Vice-Chairmen and to the Rapporteur. Ve are
confident, Sir, that under your guidance and that of your collesgues we
shall manage to make the next three weeks eltogether successful

In our present discussion of the agenda we should not overlook the fach
that we have at our disposal only three weeks. It may be a temptation now
to proceed to add this or that item to the agenda, which, taking into account
the three-week period we have, is already somevhat overloaded. I was tempted
to introduce a proposal that the agenda be reduced ,because I felt that an
agenda just gives structure to a debate, not its results. Ve are nrw trying
to add to the agenda formulations which could indicate the way that the
debate should proceed and I think that we are somewhat burdening the agenda
with tasks that it has just not had before,

But to return to vhat I was going to propose initially, I should just
like to appeal to my colleagues that, after having listened +o
statements and good arguments for making a change
here and adding an item there, they should seriously consider refraining
from changing the agenda as you had proposed to us this morning. We share
the view expressed by the representative of Sweden. Ve think that ~he agenda
is a carefully prepared one that has been proposed by the officers of the
Commission, and I suggest that we work with it unchanged. Any delegation
has, of course, the right to stress particular points in wvhieh it is
interested, tut T think this is always possible, and the agenda of course

makes allowance for it.

Mr. MENZIES (Canada): Sir, I should like to begin by
expressing the satisfaction of the Canadian delegation on your election as
Chairman of this relatively brief session and alsoc to express our satisfacticn

with the composition of the Bureau that will be supporting you in your work.
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I should liike to say that wve support the provisional agenda as it is,
without further embellishments, but taking into account that delegations
are quite at liberty to refer to the important matters that have been
raised by a number of speakers here.

I should also like to refer to item 7 of the agenda and to state that
from the point of view of the Canadian delegation there may be some pressures
next year which will impose time restraints on the holding of a further
meeting of the Disarmament Commission before the special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and we would therefore favour

preparation of the report at this session of the Commission.

Mr. ZAKI (Bgypt): Mr. Chairman, I should like at the outset to
express our pleasure at seeing you presiding over this Committee and
also to congratulate the other officers on their election.

1y delegation sees no difficulty in the proposed.plan for our work
during the meetings of this Committee. We also agree with your proposal to
defer the taking of any decision on the guestion of setting up working groups
so long as we have not gotten down to the substance of our work., Therefore, we
believe that such a decision could be taken by the end of this week at which
time we would be in a better position to form an opinion as to whether the
creation of working groups would be required.

As for the items of the provisional agenda, we have no difficulty with
the proposal put forward by the representative of Brazil, However, we also
take note of the comments made by the representatives of the United Kingdom
and the USSR.

Mr. LEHNE (Austria): Like the preceding speakers, I should first
of all like to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on your assumption of your office
and, through you, to congratulate the other officers of the Committee.
With regard to the agenda, I wish to associate myself with those speakers
who have said that while there are a lot of things to be said in favour of
the substantive amendments suggested by the representative of Brazil, on

the basis of the discussion we have had so far it seems that it might be easier
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to reach an understanding on the agenda as it stands .so as to avoid opening
the vwhole question to a lot of other suggestions,

With regard to the organization of wvorlk, I should only like to point out
that we agree with your suggestion that we defer the finatl decision on
setting up working groups until the end of this week:; but I should like to
associate myself with those speakers who have mentioned that there are many
countries with small delegations and that we should proceeld on the
understanding that we avoid many simultaneous meetings of different working

groups.

Mr. OKAVA (Japan): IMr. Chairman, my delegation also would like +o
congratulate you and the other officers of the Commission on your assumption
of your respective duties.

Hy delegation would favour the adoption of the provisional agenda
as proposed by the officers of the Commission. We would also favour the early
creation, if possible, of two working groups, to enable us in the limited
time that is available to us at this session to concentrate on the items

on military budgets and the elaboration of the study on conventional weapons.
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tr. TLOUERELE (United States of America): Hr, Chairmen, it is

indeed a pleasure to see you presiding over our meetings. My delegation
looks forward to working under your leadership and it will give its full
co-operation to you and the other officers of the Commission during the
coming weeks,

After listening to this debate, I think that it is pertinent to male
two remarks. TFirst, no one has spoken against the agenda that was presented
by the Bureau and, secondly, no one has denied that the important subject-matter
that was suggested by the representative of Brazil can be addressed in our
ceneral debate or other discussions during the coming weeks.

e therefore suggest that, on that basis, the Commission adopt the
agenda that has been proposed by the Bureau. In this connexion a point which
we should all bear in mind is that, vhen the Disarmament Commission was
established, it was the original idea to make it a body vhere subjects could
be debated and conclusions dravn under circumstances different from those that
prevail in the First Committee, where there are a8 many as 40 or more draft
resolutions in play at a particular time. IHence, we should focus our work
in this meeting, and I think that we have an agenda which does focus that work.

T trust that we shall adopt it.

The CHATRMAN: T have naturally listened with great interest to

the statements concerning the proposed agenfla and, for my part, I can say

that I understand the proposal put forward by the representative of Brazil

and the suggestions to elaborate on agenda item 4 by referring to the comprehensive

study that has been made. T also understand that this proposal is based on the
view that this study is of great importance in connexion with the question under
this apenda item,

However, having heard the statements of revresentatives underlining that
the agenda as it stands is a big one and that this year we have less time than
has normally been the case, and as 1 understand that subjecis contalined in the
comprehensive study, for instance, and those contained in the report of the
Committee on Disarmament could be debated and brought into the discussion without

their being specifically mentioned in the agenda, I should like to propose
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that the Commission should adopt the provisional agenda, which received the
full support of the Commission's Bureau at its first meeting yesterday.
Hay I take it that the Commission wishes to adopt the provisional agenda?

The agenda is adopted.

lir. SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): I am sorry, Sir, but I did not think
that you would go so fast, since the subject has been so controversizl in this
Commnission., Thers were many representatives vho spoke apainst Ay proposal -
but there were also a great many who spoke in favour of ig,

I should like to say that the intention of my delegation was by no means
to delay the Commission's deliberations. The United Hations has sometimes
been accused of being a very monotonous institution vhere discussions are
repeated over and over again and nothing happens and nothing new comes up.
But sometimes we see that that is different; and I have been surprised by
the objections that were raised to the proposal put forward by my delegation.

I never thought that with regard to the nuclear arms race there would
be objections to mentioning a report that has been considered cne of the most
important documents prepared by the United Wations on the subject., Ve have
heard objections especially from the representatives of the United Kingdom
and the Soviet Union. The representative of the United Kingdom insisted especially
that this provisional agenda had been prepared by our organizational meetings
last December, I thinl that ve are entering upon our fourth year of the
United Uations Disarmament Commission, and we all hope that progress can be
made year after year, It would ~nly be netural for the agenda of
the Commissicn to follicw and refleet the progress that has been
magde,

The document of the Secretary-General - the comprehensive study on the
nuclear arms race - was prepared at the end of last year and this Commission
has had no opportunity to discuss it, I do not suppose that my proposal was
talken to mean that we should have a special discussion of that report- it is
Just to complement the item on our agenda dealing with the arms race which
ve consider a very important priority item, That is why no argument
that has been put forth against our proposal has convinced my delegation that

a reference should not be made to that document .
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Secondly, we heard the argument that the document was controversial.
iy delegation is quite aware that it is a controversial dccument, because
we have had it discussed already in two forums, The first was the Iirst
Committee last year and the other was the spring session of the Committee
on Disarmament in Geneva. Different views were expressed on the document
and that, I think, makes it all the more important to have it referred to
expiicitly in this provisional agenda and in our final agenda in order to know
vhy there are different views on it and, if there is anything wrong in it,
T believe that that could be corrected during the debate on the document
that might ensue.

With regard to my second proposal about the submission of the report
of the Committee on Disarmament to this Disarmament Commission, the representative
of the Soviet Union put the gquestion as to vhy that should be ineluded here,
as every delegation could refer to it. 1 think that that question also has
already been answered by the General Assembly itself, because, if the General
Assembly has decided by consensus and, naturally, with the concurrence of the
Soviet Union that the Secretary-General should submit that report to the
Commission, then my impression is that it should already have come before the
Commission in its provisional agenda, that the matter was simply overlocked
in the preparation of the provisicnal agenda and that not to have that report
mentioned expliecitly in our provisional agenda could only be considered as

disregarding that decision of the General Assembly.
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Finally, we have heard several arguilents to the effect that vhat can
be referred to need not necessarily be included in the agenda. I think that that
French saying, "ce qui va sans dire va mieux si on le dit", has been interpreted in
the opposite way - "ce qui va sans dire va mieux si on ne le dit" - and if we
follow that reasoning, I wonder whether we should have an agenda abt all because
if we have an agenda it is to know what are the main subjects that are to he
discussed in our deliberations.

Those are the reasons for my surprise at the objections raised to
By tvo proposals. I think that proposals that have the support of a larpge
number of delegations should not be overlooked and that further consideration

should be given to them.

lirs, CASTRO de BARISH (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish):

After congratulating you, Sir, very warmly on your election as Chairman of
this Commission and pledging the co-operation of my delegation, I should
like to state that, although I was not present when the
representative of Drazil made his statement, it is my impression that if I
had heard his statement I should have supported his proposals most
enthusiastically because,if there is no mention in the agenda of the
document to vhich reference vwas just made and which is of such importance,
delejations might then not have access to it if they wanted to consult or
refer to it.

For that reason, it appears to me that the reference in the agenda to
the document is gquite important, in the event of semeone's wanting to refer to it
or to obtain it immediately from the documents officer.

Uith regard to his remark about the report of the Committee on Disarmament,
I think his proposal is very timely and I have aifficulty in conceiving of
a difficulty in referring to it since no one is obliged to refer to the document if

he does not wish to do so,while those who wish to speak about it izay do so.
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The CHAIRIAN: Tt is wy understanding that the Commission has now
accepted the adoption of the agenda, as proposed by the officers of the
Commission, with the understanding that all delegations are completely free
to raise any question they wight wish in regard to disarmament.

Furtherisore, I am convinced from the many positive interventions I have
Leard that many delegations intend to give the fullest attention in the course of
the debate to the questicns raised by the representative of Brazil,

On that understanding, I wish to continue with the reference I
made this morning to the organization of work,

T wish to refer to the question of documentation and bring to the attention
of the Coumission the fact that we have the following documents available in the
documents room:

. AJCN.10/23, being a report by the Secretary-General prepared in pursuance
of Ceneral Assembly resolution 35/142 A, inviting views and suggestions
fron flember States on the principles which should govern their actions in the
Field of the freezing and reduction of military expenditures. Up to 1k day,

21 replies had been received and they have been issued in addenda to that
docunent.

_ A/CN.10/2L, which is a bachground paper prepared by the Secretariat
listing all proposals made by ilember States, resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly and studies undertalien within the United ilations framevork
concerning the question of military budgets. This background paper was
nrepared at the request of the Disarmament Comaission in its recommendations
contained in paragraph 21 of its report, document Af35 /42,

- A/CH.10/25, which is a vorking paper from Demmark on agenda item G.

 A/CW.10/26, a vorking paper from Romania and Sweden on agenda item 5.
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I vish alsc to raise the question of the participation of non-governwental
orpganizations. At previous sessions non-govermmental organizations have
been permitted to participate in the work of the Disarmement Commission. Tt
kas been agreed that certain facilities could be extended to the non.
governmental organizations, including their attending the plenary meetings of
the Commission: their having access to official documents: the submission of
raterial related to disarmament or the agenda items: the publishing of an
information document listing the non-govermmental organizations?’ contributions:
and, finally, making their contributions available to members ol the
Comuizsion.

Sucl: arrangements are similar to those extended to the non-governmental
orpanizations in the past. I believe the Commission might at this session
vish to follow the same practice.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRIIANI: Concerning the conference Tacilities, the Secretariat
has informed me that there will be full conference facilities for two meetings
a day. That means that there will be verbatim records of the meetings, and
that there will be interpretation. If the Commission decides to establish
two working groups which will work simultanecusly, that will mean that full
conference Tlacilities, and in particular interpretation, will be availahle
for one meeting in the morning and another in the afterncon. Those
conference facilities might be used for either plenary meetings or one working
group. Iurtkermore, meetings could not ko Deyond 1 p.m. Tor a morning
meeting and 6 p.m. for an afternoon meeting,

I should like to mention tlhe tentative time--table for the Commission's
vork., As I have already said, the session's duration is from 18 lay to 5 June.
Monday, 25 llay, is a holiday, and conference services will not be available.
The general debate, or the exchange of views on general questions, is expected
to last from today thrcugh Friday, 22 May. The following week, beginning
26 llay, the working groups - if the Commission decides to set them up - will
meet until cowpletion of their worlk. The last veek, 1 to 5 June, should
be reserved for plenary meetings and the discussicn and adoption of the

reports of the working groups that are established as well as the adovtion or
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the report of the Commission to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth
session.

Finally, the Secretariat has asked me to remind the members of the
Commission to submit the lists of their delegations o this session as
scon as possible to allow the Secretariat to publisgh them.

There are no speakers listed for this meeting, and none are listed
for this afterncon, which means that we shall have to cancel the meeting
scheduled for this afternoon.

The first speakers have inscribed their names for tomorrow's meetings.
T should like to urgethe members of the Commission to visit the Secretary
to heve their names inscribed so that the Commission can have enough
gpeakers not to have to cancel further meetings, taking into consideration
the spare Lime that we have at our disposal.

Before I adjourn the meeting I must say that T have listened with
interest to the comments on the outline I gave of the organization of
the Commissionis worl and that I will bear them in mind. I would confirm
that on Friday next, after the meeting of the Bureau, I hope to be ?ble to
give a more precise outline of questions concerning the organization of our

vorlkk for the coming weels,

ir. SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): I am sorry to speak again, but it

is not clear in my mind how the Commission has disposed of the question
of the agenda, in view of my formal proposal, which I have nnt

withdrawm,

The CHATRIAN: I am sorry but after the discussion, when there

were no further speakers, I proposed that, having heard the statements

in favour of the sugrestions and the proposals made by the representative

of Brazil, and the arguments from other sides, the Commission should adopt the
agenda put forward by the Bureau. I did not realize that there were

ohjections, and 1 said that the matter had been decided by the Commission.
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Iir, SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): I am sorry, but that was not my

understanding, Sir. I made a formal proposal. Vhen you made your proposal
I did not withdraw mine. I must say that it is my understanding that this
Commission works by consensus, and my delegation cannot concur

in the consensus on your proposal. So the matter remains to be discussed.

The CHAIRNAY: Does any delepation wish +o conment on the guestion

tirat hes just been raised?

Ifr, ECONOMIDES (Italy): Mr. Chairman, I must say that I fully

support the conclusions you reached in summing up the discussions we have

kad on this question of the agenda. It seens to me that, thoush reasonable

in some respects, the proposal of the representative of Brazil raised some

objections from some delegations, and I must say that my delegation also has had

some problems with it. I am taking into account also the fact that the draft

agenda had been approved and, if I understood correctly, endorsed by the

Bureau. Again, taking into account the discussion we have had here, I would

appeal to the representative of Drazil not to insist on this question. Tt

does not seem to me that there is agreement, but we should conclude our consideration
of agenda item 2, “Adoption of the agenda’ - it was my understanding that it

had already been adopted - sO as. to permit us to go on:with our work .
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T should like to take this oppertunity to express to you, Sir, my
delepation's congratulations on your election as Chairman of the Disarmamen®

Commission. You can be certain of my delegation's full co.operation,

Mr, NAMPIAR (India): I wish to make only one comment at this stage.
Tt is not for the Bureau to take a final decision on the agenda; that
was referred to by the representative of Italy as a point in favour of the
agenda's having been adopted, We feel that it should be left to the Commission
to decide. If there are delegations that have these cbjeections to the agenda,

that should be given fuller consideration,

The CHATRMAN: Naturally, the Bureau does not have the final word

in the adoption of the agenda, The Commission will have to adopt its agenda,
Since the Commission works under the rule of consensus, it is for the Commission
to find & solution in regard to the differing views expressed on the proposed
agendsa,

Tt is my view that the Commission has adopted this agenda that is
set forth in document A/CN,10/L.7. I am aware that the representative of Brazil

has stated his reservations in that regard.

The meeting rose at 12,45 p.m.




