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The meeting was called to order at 10.55 a.m. 

AGENDA ITENB 31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 

120, 122 and 126 (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will continue its consideration of the 

draft resolutions relating to the question of disarmament. I call on the 

representative of Nigeria to introduce the draft resolution in document 

A jc .l /L • 731 • 

Mr. CLARK (Nigeria): It is a great honour and privilege for me to 

introduce on behalf of the co-sponsors -- namely, Argentina, Brazil, Dahomey, 

India, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, S1;eden, Yngoslavia end 

Zaire -- the draft resolution in document A/C .1/L.T'>l of 25 November 1975, 

pertaining to item 42 on our agenda, on the mid-term review of the 

Disarmament Decade. It is a non-controversial draft resolution which seeks 

to plot further the grP..ph of cur consideration of disarrc.~=~.nent issues. Whether 

the graph goes upwards or downwards will depend on our critical appreciation 

of general and complete disarmament as a legitimate goal of the United Nations. 

Waen the late Secretary-General of the United Nations, U Thant of 

blessed rr.emory, proposed in the introduction to his annual report on the 

work of the United Nations for 1968 to 1969 that the Members of the United 

Nations should decide to dedicate the decade of the 1970s as a disarmament 

decade, he did not have to resort to hyperbole and frightening language to 

scare us into accepting his proposal. The situation was already too serious, 

too grote:::q_ue to dramatize even in Mephistophilean terms. The choice 

U Thant put before us was clear and specific. 
11The world, 11 he said, 11now stands at a most critical crossroads. 

It can pursue the arms race at a terrible price to the security and 

progress of the peoples of the world, or it can move ahead towards 

the goal of general and complete disarmament,.a gcal that was set 

in 1959 by a unanimous decision of the General Assembly on the eve 
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of the decade of the 1960s. If it should choose the latter road, the 

security, the economic well-being and the progress not only of the 

developing countries, but also of the developed countries and of the 

entire world, would be tremendously enhanced. 11 (A/7601/Add.l, para. 41) 

Because of U Thant 1s persuasive words and the acute awareness on the 

part of the Member States of the United Nations that the question of general 

and complete disarmament was the most important one facing the world, the 

General Assembly adopted resolution 26o2 E (XXIV) of 16 December 1969, which 

declared the decade of the 1970s as a disarmament decade. 

Already at the back of our minds lay the preparations for the adoption 

of an international development strategy for the Second United Nations Development 

Decade. Hhen, therefore, on 24 October 1970 the General Assembly adopted 

resolution 2626 (XXV), which proclaimed the United Nations Development Decade 

starting from l January 1971 to create conditions of stability and well-1Jeing 

consistent vlith the fundamental objectives enshrined in the Charter of the 

United Nations, it was logical that E..n organic link be forged between the 

Second United Nations Development Decade and the Disarmament Decade. Hence 

resolution 2685 (XXV). 
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Besides the unspeakable danger posed to mankind by weapons of' 

mass destruction, the resolution on the Disarmament Decade and the Second 

United Nations Development Decade clearly focused our attention on two 

issues. 'I'he first was the immense risks for man and his civilization, for 

international peace and co-operation, involved in the continuing development 

and stockpiling as well as in the possibility of use or threat of use of 

weapons of' mass destruction -- nuclear, chemical and bacteriological. 'Ihe 

second issue was the heavy economic and financial burdens which each and 

every nation are bearing as a result of the arms race, both nuclear and 

conventional, particularly the nuclear arms race. We also had to consider 

in the developing countries are still undernourished, uneducated, unemployed 

and totally deprived of essential r:nen::.ties of life, while on the other hand, 

thousands of people in the developed world, though not begging for bread, are 

still unfulfilled and ~rustrated because of soaring inflation and unseemly 

diversion of resources, which ought to be used to improve the quality of 

their lives and cities, into the production and technology of weapons that 

af'ford them no security beyond what they had before. 

In implementation of resolution 2685 (XXV), which I referred to above, 

the Secretary-General appointed a Group of Experts on the Economic and Social 

Consequences of Disarmament under the able leadership and chairmanship of 

Mrs. Alva Myrdal of Sweden. That Group of eminent and select experts was 

given the following terms of reference: 

n(a) To formulate suggestions for the guidance of Member States, 

the specialized agencies and the International Atomic Energy Agency, 

as well as other organizations of the United Nations system, with a 

view to establishing the link between the Disarmament Decade' and the 

Second United Nations Development Decade so that an appropriate portion 

of' the resources that are released as a consequence of progress towards 

general and complete disarmament would be used to increase assistance 

for the economic and social development of' developing countries; 
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11 (b) To propose measures for the mobilization of 'WOrld public 

opinion in support of the link bet"Ween disarmament and development and 

thus encourage intensified negotiations aimed -at progress to"Wards 

general and complete disarmament under effective international 

control. 11 (Resolution 2685 (XXV)) 

'I'he experts' report on the link bet"Ween disarmament and development 

'Which 'Was later issued as document ST/ECA/174 in August ·1972, 'Was most 

informative and instructive. 'I'he report 'Was unanimous and it endorsed 

related conclusions reached in 1971 by another panel of experts 'Who reported 

on the economic and .social consequences of the arms race and of .1\lli tary 

expenditures. 

I shall read or: 1 y ·1;\o p :w :. c:1·a :;JhR f' ro;.l tte t >w reports, or-e from 

ee.ch. Paragraph 120 of t t e Secretary-Ger.eral' s report entitled "Economic 

and Social Ccnseq_uences of the Ar ms Race and of Military Expenditures" in 

docu;.~ent A/8469 ree.d 2.s follows: 
11A halt in the arms race and a significant reduction in military 

expenditures 'WOuld help the social and economic development of all 

countries and 'Would increase the possibilities of providing additional 

aid to developing countries." (A/8469, para. 120) 

Paragraph 22 of the Alva Myrdal report read as follows: 

"Disarmament would contribute to economic and social development 

through the promotion of peace and relaxation of international tensions 

as well as through the release of resources for peaceful uses. 11 

(ST/ECA/174, para. 22) 

It is paradoxical and absurd that five years after the adoption of the 

Disarmament Decade and the Second United Nations Development Decade, at a 

time 'When 'We speak lyrically of detente, of the lessening of international 

tensions, the resources being used in each country, particularly in the 

nuclear-weapon States, for military instead of peaceful purposes have 

continued to increase. At a time 'When man's achievements in science and 

technology are so spectacular and sufficient to master his needs, 'We live 

in unparallelled and unprecedented fear -- fear of want, fear of security. 
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World military expenditures in 1970 were roughly $200 billion. Today, 

the expenditures on :o.r ;.:o.r,:ents are approaching $300 bi 2.. lion a year . They 

are increasingly absorbing the human and intellectual resources so 

desperately needed to enhance the economic and social life of all States 

and which, if employed for peaceful purposes, could have a tremendously 

positive impact, especially on the developing countries, where the need 

for trained manpower and the lack of material and financial resources are 

most keenly felt. 

Apropos our consideration of the link between the Disarmament Decade 

and the Second United Nations Development Decade is the reference to the 

work of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD). The General 

Assembly, in adopting resolution 2602 E (XXIV), declaring the Disarmament 

Decade, requested the CCD to resume its work with a sense of urgency. 

Bes i des drawing the attention of the CCD to all relevant proposals and 

suggestions before the First Committee relative to the debates on 

disarmament, the General Assembly pointedly requested the CCD to work out 

a comprehensive programme of disarmament under effective international 

control. 
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Earlier on,the CCD h0d adopted its agreed principles for disarmament 

negotiations in September 1961 and subsequently, as a price for the General 

Assembly's endorsement of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the CCD on 

15 August 1968 adopted the following provisional agenda for its work: 

"1. Further effective measures relating to the cessation of the 

nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament. 

Under this heading members may wish to discuss measures dealing 

with the cessation of testing, tl::e non-use of nuclear weapons, the 

cessation of production of fissionable materials for vJeapons use, the 

cessation of manufacture of ,;;~eapons, and reduction an:d .subsequent 

elimination of nuclear stockpiles, nuclear-free zonee.etc. 

"2. Non-nuclear measures. 

Under this heading members may v1ish to discuss c.hemical and 

bacteriological warfare, regional .arms limitation etc. 

"3. Other collateral measures. 

Under this heading mem'b.ers may wish to discuss prevention of an 

arms r~ce on the sea-'bed etc. 

"4. General and complete disarmament ur:cler strict and effective 

international control." (!;,/7~89_-_Drj_23l,__:gara. 17) 

In recounting the aforementioned facts and resolutions, the co-sponsors 

of the draft resolution I am introducing do not have only negative criticism 

in mind; they .fully appreciate the serious political and security implications 

of disarmament. Our main point is that it is high time that concrete measures 

leading towards the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament, 

particularly nuclear disarmament, 'be formulated in detail and a plan of 

action to execute those measures agreed upon without further delay. 

We believe that the achievements of the Disarmament Decade, as the 

reports of the Secretary-General on the mid-term review of the Disarmament 

Decade in docun:ents A/10125 and A/10294 have shovm, are too paltry to leave 

things as they are. The second half of the :Cecade has to ce drastically 

different. Only thus, we 'believe, can v1e achieve some progress in the field 

of disarmament; only thus can international peace and co-operation 'be 

fostered; and only thus can economic and social justice 'be attained in our 

individual countries and in the ·world. 
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With the Committee's permission, I now commend the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/L.731 for its unanimous approval. Its seven preamoular 

paragraphs flow from the review and appraisal of various General Assembly 

resolutions and the relevant experts' reports to which I have referred. 

Similarly, its seven operative paragraphs merely reaffirm the commitments 

and obligations that we have already assumed to promote substantive 

disarmament negotiations. 

Operative paragraph l is familiar to us, as kitchen utensils are to 

a diligent housewife. It is the anchor-sheet of the Charter; otherwise 

we cannot speak of uniting our strength to maintain international peace and 

sec.uri ty in conformity with the principles of justice and international 

law. 

Operativ~ paragraph 2 is a truism; it needs no elaboration or 

clarification. 

Operative paragraph 3 is not a value judgement; it is a statement of 

fact. Both nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon State.s have said 

the same thing so often in oetter and more persuasive language. Both the 

rich, industrialized countries and the poor, developing countries say so. 

The Secretary-General of the United Nations and all the panels of experts 

which have b~en seized with the subjects of disarmament and development 

have said so. All States stand to benefit economically and socially from 

disarmament -- and, if this means availability of resources to close the 

ever-widening gap betweep tre rich and the poor nations of the world, all 

the better for our world. 

Operative paragraph 4 imposes no extraordinary obligations upon Memoer 

States and the Secretary-General. The Member States and the Secretary-General 

are merely oeing requested to continue to do -- and do more efficiently and 

for good reason -- what they have already undertaken to do years ago. 

Operative paragraph 5 carries the same import as the preceding paragraph. 

Paragraph 1~8 of the Alva Myrdal report on the economic and social 

consequences of disarmament spoke of the purpose of mooilizing public 

opinion in support of the goals vf disarmament and development. The idea 
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~~as for Member States and the Secretary-General to spotlight the blatant 

contrast beh1een the waste of resources on armament and the great 

unfulfilled needs of social and economic development. He would like 

the Secretary-General to give the objectives and purposes of the h10 

Decades -- that is, the Disarmament Decade and the Second Development 

Decade -- a more aggressive visibility and prominence in his report so 

that world public opinion may be more aware of them. There may be also 

other appropria~e demands on his time and resources by Member States 

anxious to realize the purposes and objectives of the Decade. The 

co-sponsors of the draft resolution \-JOuld like the Secretary-General 

to be of assistance to such States, if so requested. 

Operative paragraph 6 is an invitation to the CCD to reflect the 

uishes of the United. Nations for disarmament and detente more accurately 

in its deliberations. The principles v1hich form the basis of its negotiation 

are not a mere form of words. Its agreed agenda is relevant and 1wrkable. 

Collateral measures are not substitutes for substantive disarmament. If 

there are difficulties other than political considerations, let them be tackled 

realistically, purposefully and v1i th deliberation. That is v1hy we believe 

that a review and appraisal of ~ts principles and method of work by the CCD 

itself may enable it to return to its true track, to decide upon a working 

programme of concrete negotiations based on concern and priorities. 

The last operative paragraph -- operative paragraph 7 -- will enable 

us to consider the subject-matter next year. 

In conclusion, I should like to announce that Liberia has joined 

the sponsors of this draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMi-lN: I thank the representat.ive of Nigeria for 

introducing the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.73l. 
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Mr. DOMOKOS (Hungary): Our Committee has before it for a decision 

the draft resolution in docurr.ent A/C.l/L-725. Last FridayJ the 

represe:1tative of Poland gave us a detailed and convincing explanation 

of the underlying motives that guided the sponsors of the draft 

in proposing its adoption by the Cornmi ttee ·with a view to facilitating 

the prohibition of chemical ·weapons. In his introductory statement 

Ambassador Wyzner dealt extensively with both the preambular and the 

most important operative paragraphs, setting forth considerations' of 

expediency and necessity for supporting the draft. For my partJ I wish to 

make a few points only. 

The first paragraph of the preamble reaffirms General Assembly 

resolutions calling for the prohibition of chemical weapons. The first 

of those resolutions adopted in December 1968 has been followed by others 

each year. Today we can say once more that the draft resolution now before 

us is not out of place at all but is of great topical interest. 
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Almost all speakers in the First Committee have felt it necessary 

to point with regret to the lack of any notable progress in this field 

over the past years. A number of General Assembly resolutions and 

insistent appeals by delegations have brought no tangible result to date. 

In 1975 the CCT has been presented with several new documents, but it l:w. s not 

documents with a view to reaching an international agreement. 

Given the fact that so many resolutions have not been implemented, 

there might well be a ~ L:.2-':.~:r:·.r- .1:l2 c , ·nc": :·.·:1 ~: "t out tl:.e ]: !'P. se n-t d. rroft resolution 

sharing a similar fate. I think we have ~ore chance this time, and 

1976 may well signalize a turning point in contrast to previous years. 

Hhat can we invoke ·, 1 tn·vl'cl·t nf t h:' s hoic'i First: the m;.n:e rous 

proposals, working documents and draft conventions submitted to the CCD 

provide an appropriate basis for identifying the positions of the different 

countries and groups of countries, as well as the meeting points which might 

give substance, on the basis of consensus, to the provisions of a draft 

convention. 

Second, the accession of the United States of America to the 

Geneva Protocol of 1925 may encourage further positive steps towards an 

early conclusion of a convention as the instrurn.ent of a 1:.core ccr:'.pre:tensive 

regulation. 

Third, the B Convention, which entered into force early this year, 

may also provide an impulse towards another international arrangement on 

related aspects. 

An added element is the pressure of international public opinion, 

which may similarly spur on States still maintaining an attitude of reserve 

to develop a political willingness to s~ttle this <i_t:esticn. 

This is indeed necessary in view of the iirupense threat posed to mankind 

by chemical weapons. 

One may reasonably suppose that +;r<"' rr e: ncl.o1J.s r:_ate :·inl r;ud h1.:n:.t:::.n rc::sl"l.:.:r~f::s 

are wasted on research into, and experiments with, chemical agents that may 

easily be put into weapons and utilized for development of new systems of 
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chemical weapons. Such weapons are being produced even today in peacetime. 

The delay in reaching agreement on their prohibition makes it more likely 

tb1t Ln :. nc:~<o; as:Irc~ hu:cter cf nev -.:ec.r:cns lE-<::e bir.ary :cerre g2.ses ·vrill 1:e added 

to the arsenal of these extremely perilous and highly destructive methods of 

warfare, with the resultant build-up of such systems of weapons as are 

deemed to have even more terrible and largely indiscriminate effects upon 

human life,and to pose a serious threat to the security of States. Delay 

on an agreed international regulation may also facilitate proliferation of 

these dangerous types of weapons. 

Such danger may be further increased by the fact that certain chemical 

agents can be used in a relatively short time-lag after discovery and 

experimentation. Consequently, an effective and strict prohibition would 

make a substantial contribution to general and complete disarmament, to the 

reduction of arms expenditures and to the release of funds and human energy 

for nobler purposes and projects of greater utility to mankind, with stronger 

peace and security ensuing in their wake. 

The bacteriological Ccnventicn has fortunately come into force, but the 

problem remains that relatively few States have signed it and many signatories 

F.~.'P. c.elllyir::~ ~~atL:::_cat:Lcr:. 'Ihis irlly 1:2-:rranta tte r:'Ced f er 

operative paragraph 4 of document A/C.l/L.725, inviting all States that have 

not yet done so to accede to the Convention on the Prohibition of the 

Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) 

and Toxin vleapons and on ':lw:.r Destruction. 

In like manner, any accession to the Geneva Protocol, which is thus 

fnr the most important international arrangement in this field, will 

strengthen hopes cf redur:: ::.r:3 thf: l,u~o;er of ~Lese tyres cf >;t:c.pcns 1J""ir:g nsed 

:'.n •mr, e.:r..d incrense the probability of reaching, with less effort, t..n 

agreement on e.s ccmprehensive as _ross ible a p~chibit icn, eEd al so o:., 

securing -:;L:~ c.ccesnicn of a grectc;r r:.t<r:iter of States . Accordingly 1 

operative paragraph 5 cannot be considered superfluous E; ~.tt.er, en thE:: ccntrary, 

it is most important and may have a direct influence en the p·er:a:~at icn of 

a draft convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
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I believe that these observations entitle me to express my hope that 

our Committee will adopt this useful draft resolution by consensus, since 

it was carefully co-ordinated in the course of its preparation. 

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the representative of Mexico to 

introduce the amendments in document A/C.l/1.729. 

Mr. GARCIA RQBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): In this 

statement I shall explain, as briefly as I can, the purpose, meaning and scope 

of the 15 arr.endments v1hich the delegations of Nigeria, Peru and Mexico have 

submitted to the First Committee in document A/C.l/1.729. So that the 

representatives who are present may derive the utmost benefit from my 

statement, I would urge them that 1vhen they listen to rr.e, they have before 

them two documents: document A/C.l/1.721, which is the draft resolution to 

which the amendments apply; and, of course, the document that contains the 

amendments, document A/C.l/1.729. 
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In its resolution 3261 D (XXIX) of 9 December 1974, the General Assembly 

appealed to all States, in particular nuclear-weapon States, to exert concerted 

efforts in all the appropriate international forums with a view to ·working out 

promptly -- I repeat the 1mrd "promptly" -- effective measures for the 

ce;;sation of the nuclear arms race and for the prevention of the further 

proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

In one v1ay and another the same resolution requested studies on peaceful 

nuclear explosions from five different sources. First of all, the International 

Atomic Energy Agency vias requested to continue its studies on the peaceful 

applications of nuclear explosions, their utility and feasibility, including 

legal, health and safety aspects. 

Secondly, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmanlent (CCD) was urged 

in submitting its report to the General Assembly on the elaboration of a treaty 

designed to achieve a comprehensive test ban, to include a section on its 

consideration of the arms control implications of peaceful nuclear explosions. 

Thirdly, the hope >vas expressed that the Review Conference of the Parties 

to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 1vould also give 

consideration to the role of peaceful nuclear explosions as provided for in that 

Treaty. 

Fourthly, the two nuclear Powers were, in connexion with the above, invited 

to provide the Review Conference vJi th information concerning such steps as they 

had taken since the entry into force cf the Treaty, or intended to take, for 

conclusion of the special basic international agreement on nuclear explosions 

for peaceful purposes envisaged in artie le V of the Treaty. 

Finally, the Secretary-General was invited, if he deen:ed it appropriate, 

to submit further comments on this matter. 

'I'hat resolution, 3261 D (XXIX), containing the provisions I have just 

recalled, had as its source the draft resolution in document A/C .l/1.690: 

sponsored by ll delegations, to 1·1hich five others were added later, submitted 

to the F'irst Committee last year. In introducing the draft resolution at our 

2018th ;neeting, on 13 November 1971+, the representative of the Netherlands 

emphasized that: 

"The subject of the draft resolution is the problem of horizontal and 

verti.cal proliferation and the interrelationship of peaceful nucles_r 

explosions with such proliferation. 11 (2018th rr.eeting, p. ll) 
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Thus the draft resolution dealt -with -- and here again I am q110ting the 

representative of the Netherlands in his statement of a year ago: 
11 

••• two closely interrelated subjects. First of all, it addresses 

itself to the problem of horizontal and vertical proliferation in general. 

Secondly, it highlights the steps to be taken on the different 

aspects of peaceful nuclear explosions so as to c.ounter the possible risks 

vlhich such explosions can pose for the achievement of an effective 

system of control of nuclear -weapons. rr (Ibid., p. 12) 

A fevl days later, on 18 November 1974, when some amendments -were submitted 

to the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690, to which I have just referred, 

and those amendrr.ents were incorporated in the draft resolution (A/C.l/L.693/Rev.l), 

and then becarr.e General Assembly resolution 3261 D (XXIX), in introducing the 

arr.endments in document A/C.l/L.693/Rev.l, we indicated that we shared the ba::lic 

reasoning that had led the sponsors to submit the draft to the Committee, and 

-we suggested that, in addition to the four bodies of which the draft in document 

A/C.l/L.690 requested studies, reports and documents, there were other sources, 

and perhaps the most important ones: the two nuclear super-Powers which were the 

authors of the draft revised text on non-proliferation, which became the 

Treaty itself. The representatives of those super-Powers on 31 May 1968 

made separate statements regarding the provisions of article V of the future 

treaty. Those statements are reproduced in document A/C.l/1052, which my 

delegation submitted last year. We would venture to hope it is still in 

existence. If it is, 1;1e recommended that all representatives read it.' 
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From what I have said it is clear why the delegations of Nigeria, Peru and 

~exico -- and now Grenada has been added to th~m -- felt ccmpelleo to submit, 

in document A/C.l/L.(29, a series of amendments to the draft resolution contained 

in document A/C.l/L.(2l, which was ir:troduced on 13 November by the delegation 

of the Netherlands on behalf of its co-sponsors. The purpose of our amendments 

is twofold: first, to restore the balance that exists in resolution 3261 D (XXIX) 

between the problem of the vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons and the 

question of the horizontal proliferation of these weapons; and, secondly, to 

complete the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/L.(21, which, apart 

from overlooking the problem of vertical proliferation, seems intentionally to 

forget the invitation a ddressed by the General Assembly last year in operative 

paragraph 5 of resolution 3i-'6 1 D (XXIX) to the United states and the Soviet Union: 

"to provide the Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the 

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Heapons with information concerning such steps 

as they have taken since the entry into force of the Treaty, or intend to take, 

for the conclusion of the special basic international agreement on nuclear 

explosions for peaceful purposes which is envisaged in article V of the 

Treaty". 

The first amendment proposed in document A/C.l/L.729 reproduces almost word 

for word the fourth preambular paragraph of resolution 3261 D (XXIX). vJe believe 

that the co-sponsors of the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/L.72l 

could not object to this, since the origin was their own text, decurrent 

A/C.l/L.690 of last year. ~or the same reason, we believe that the second 

amendment -- which is intended to go back to the text of the sixth preambular 

paragraph of last year's resolution-- cannot be objected to either. The third 

amendment is to delete the fifth preP.rr:bular paragraph of the draft resolution 

in docun:ent ·A/C.l/L.72l, since, -while vie agree with the idea expressed therein, 

v1e c:onsider that the present wording might j_nduce some Governments to have mistaken 

interpretations regarding international co-operation in the field of nuclear 

technology -- a co-operation -which is specifically recommended in article IV of 

the Non-Proliferation treaty. 
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The next two amendments, namely., the fou:rth and the fifth, a:re intended to 

make the si.x-;:h ac3 :::ew:nth preambular paragraphs accord vlith article V of the 

r:::'reaty on t r.e Non--Proliferatico of Nuclear \Teapons. Th~::t is also the puq:ort 

of the seventh amendment. 

The new preambular paragraph proposed in our sixth amendment is almost 

i oenUca l to tbe amendment the delegation of ~exico submitted a year ago. I 

say 11almost identical 11 because at this time it is necessary to add, after the 

word "recalling 11 the words "once again", so that_, as may be seen at the top of 

pa.ge 2, the amendment will read: 

"Recalling once again the statements made at the l577th meeting of the 

First Committee, held on 31 May 1968, by the representatives of the Union 

of Soviet Socialist Fepublics and the United States of America concerning the 

provisions of article V of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Heapons which relate to the conclusion of a special international agreement 

on nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes (A/C.l/1052)" (A/C.l/L.729, p. 2). 

I shall now go on to the operative part of the draft resolution in document 

A/C.l/L.(2l. In this oonnexion, in our eighth amendment we propose that a new 

paragraph be added at the beginning of the operative part, the text of v1hich is 

the same as that of paragrc~h l of resolution 3261 D (XXIX) of last year. The 

ninth, tenth and eleventh amendments are linked to ~ce ~resent operative 

paragraph 1, a nd a new paragrarh would be inserte6 ~hich, if our eiGhth amen~ment 

if' ac·~ P. pte L1) woc.ld becon:e operative paragraph 2. The amendments we suggest are 

intended, apart from slightly altering the wording of subparagraphs (b) and (c), 

to cban i-}" the: order of t he par<H~ ror;h:3 so as to follo1r1 the Eame ord er as operative 

pn.rasraphs l to 6 of the resolution adopted last year. 

The :r·easons vJhich have impe l lcn us to suggest the deletion of. the present 

ope rn.tivc parasraph 2 appearing in uocument 11. /C . l/L ./21, as we propose in 

our ti·Jelfth amendme nt, must be obvious to all those delegations ~~ho se countries 

vJere represented at the Rev iew Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the 

Ncn-Frolifero.tion of Nuctear Heapons, which 1vas held in Geneva last l'{ay. 

Neve rtheless, since the vast majority of tv::embers of the United Nations were not 

present at that Conference, perhaps it would be fitting to recall here that the 

r lr'A l n:) r::Trr;ent of the Conference 1vas the subject of many statements of 

inte1·pretation and even some reservations, which are reproduced in annex II of 

d or:ument A/C .l/1068 . 
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The first of these staterr£nts of interpretation \•Jas ~;he one I had the honour to 

make on behalf of the delegations of the States members of the Group of 77 

parties to the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that participated 

in that Conference. Hith that statement we placed on record our view that 

the relevant provisions of the Final Declaration were to be interpreted, 

in respect of the position of those delegations with regard to them, in the 

light of the contents of the working documents mentioned therein and the draft 

resolutions there included. Among those documents and draft resolutions 

there appears the draft resolution, reproduced as document NPT/CONF/C .II/L .1, which 

v1as presented by eight delegaticns -- Ghana, ~exico, Nigeria, Peru, Philippines, 

Romania; Syris.n Arab Republic and Yugosle_via in ccnnexion with the corsideration 

of article V of the Treaty. ~'he operative part of that draft reads as follows: 

"Urges the Depositary Governments of the '~'re on the Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear Weapons to initiate imrrediate consultations with all of the 

other States Parties to the Treaty in order to reach agreement on the 

rr.ost appropriate place and date for holding a meeting of the Parties 

in order to conclude the bJsic special international agreement 

contemplated in artie le V of that Treaty. 11 

In the light of the foregoing, it is not difficult to unc1crstant1 tre 

reason why, in our twelfth arr.endment, we have called for the deletion of 

operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C .ljL.72l. Likewise, it is 

easy to realize what reasons have led uu to propose instead the inclusion 

of the following: 

"Deplores, in this connexion, that the Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics and the United States of America have ignored the invitation 

addressed to them in resolution 3261 D (XXIX) to provide the review 

conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 

with information concerning such steps as they have taken since the 

entry into force of the Treaty, or intend to tal\:e, for the conclusion of 

the special basic international agreement on nt"elear explosicr::s for peaceful 

purposes which is envisaged in artie le V of the Tree.,ty; 11 
• (A/C .1/L. 729, 

para. 12) 
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The next tvlO amendments, the thirteenth and fourteenth, are a logical 

consequence of the preceding one. Hence, in the first of them, the two 

States possessing nuclear weapons are once again invited to submit such 

information, this time to the General Assembly at its next session, through 

the Secretary-General. For this reason also, the second of these amendments, 

the fourteenth that we propose in docuFe:nt 1\.jC .l/L.729, calls for the deletion 

of operative paragraph 5 of the draft in document A/C.l/L-721, which, in some 

manner, might prejudge the information requested of the Soviet Union and the 

United States • 

The last amendment appearing in document A/C.l/L-729 is the one that is 

customary in these cases, since, if the Committee adopts our arrendments, it 

will be necessary to alter the numbering of the operative paragraphs of the 

draft in question. 

The delegations that co-sponsor these amendments hope not only that they 

·will be accepted by the co-sponsors of draft resolution A/C .l/L-721, but also 

that they will receive the support of all other members of the Committee. If 

this should be the case, the General Assembly would have before it a balanced 

draft resolution reflecting both the purpose and the content of resolution 

3261 D (XXIX) and one faithfully answering to both the spirit and the letter 

of that resolution which we adopted nearly a year ago, on 9 December 1974. 

'Ihe CH!\.IRMI\N: I thank the representative of Mexico for prEsenting 

the an:end1rents contained in document A/C .1/L .729. It is the hope, I thiek, 

of everyone here that the co-sponsors of the draft resolution in document 

A/C .1/L. 721 and the proponents of the amendments in docurrent A/C .1/L. 729 

~~ill be able to consult appropriately, and I wish them success, in the hope 

that we vlill not have to come bacl<: to this lnatter next lveck. 

Mr. NISHIEORI (Japan): I shall address my self briefly to some of 

the draft resolutions that are before the CoiTllni ttee • 
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The first is the draft resolution in document A/C .1/L-721, concerning 

pe ac e:f' :.J ~- nuclear explosicLs , of which my delegation is a co-sponsor. 

During the general debate on disarmament in this Committee, I stated that 

nuclear disarmament had three aspects which are inseparable from each other; 

they are: first, a nuclear-weapons test ban; second, a reduction in the number 

of nuclear >veapons, and ultimately the destruction thereof; and third, the 

non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. Each of these three aspects complements 

the others, and in our efforts to achieve the goal of nuclear disarmament 

we cannot ignore any of them. Because of my delegation's underst s.nding of 

these aspects, we have a strong interest in the question of peaceful nuclear 

explosions and v7e are trying to solve this question through international 

co-operation. 
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v:e b<:lieve tho.t the question of pea:;efv,~- rmclea:r explosions is also o:c.e which 

must be solved by all available means as we seek to ensure non-proliferation 

and achieve a c:ornrrehe:nsive test ban; and in this sense we consider that an 

agreement on peaceful nuclear explosions would be an important step to-wards 

nuclear disarmament. That reasoning does not require any new exp lanation. 

For it is p lain common sense that) since all nuclear explosions intended 

subjectively for peaceful purposes are, when viewed objectively, simply 

explosions of nuclear devices "'ivhich could be used as weapons> it is 

impossib le to achieve either nuclear non-proliferation or a comprehensive 

test ban if we leave the problem of peaceful nuclear explosions as it now 

stands. 'rhat is well k:c.own and understood by ~Yell-informed public opinion 

in the world. However, I must concede that some delegations criticize our 

discussions of pea.ceful nuclear explosions on the g r ound t hat they hinder 

progress on the road towa rds a comprehensive t est ban. But I will ask these 

critics the following question: hmv can we plug the loop-holes in a 

comprehensive test ban; how can vie block the development C"Jf nuclear weapons 

by the back door, if we i gnor·e the question of peaceful nuclear exp losions? 

A solution to the proble m of peaceful nuc lea r expl os ions would be anything 

but a diversion from our efforts t o achieve nuc lear d isarmament. I submit 

vlith a ll emphasis that, on the c ontrary , this re gulation of peaceful nuclear 

explos ions is an indis pensab le step towards nuclear disarmament. 

}\~n.rs have been expressed in this Committee that the discussion of 

peacefu l nuclear explosions may help prevent non-nuclear-weapon States from 

sha.1·in~; i u the he1:cf'H r-: of peaceful nucleA.r explosions, may deny them the 

fundame::1tal right of developinG nuclear technology, and may even perpetuate 

the s uve riority of nuclear -~Veapon States. Such anxiet i e s derive f:rom a s imple 

misunde rsta nding and must be removed ow:e and for all. My de l egation wishes 

to empl1as ize that fr cm the beginn:Lng our rca in objective has been to ensure 

the rights of non-nuclear-weapon States. In this case, in order that the 

l~on -nuclear->:eapon States may enjoy tl1e b er..efi t R deriving f1·om peaceful 

nuc!lea r eXfJlosions, vie have to make certain that the arms control implications 

of reaceful nuclear explosions -- which a r e undeniable -- are not used as a 
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pretext to deny the right of the non-nuclear-weapon States to enjoy those 

benefits. Accordingly, we believe that necessary and proper measures with 

regard to the arms control implications of peaceful nuclear explosions 

constitute an essential pre-condition for the protection of the rights of 

non-nuclear-weapon States. 

In the light of this explanation of my de legation 1 s position) I wish 

to express the hope that the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/IJ.72l 

concerning peaceful nuclear explosions will obtain the support of an 

overwhelming majority, just as a similar resolution did last year. 

A few minutes ago we heard the representative of Mexico, 

Mr. GP.rc:ia I\ctles, i ntroduce sc)rre arr:enc.rrents to our draft resolution. 

The proposed amendments deserve careful consideration, as i.s always the 

cRse vlith any proposal made by Ivir. G::;_r::!ia ~ob::;_es. l·Jy dele_gation 

will try to clarify its position on them later. 

In drafting the present resolution -v;e have tried to ir:R.ke it as 

for-vm.rd-looking as possible rather than dredging up past history. From this 

vievlpoint my delegation wishes to make decailed comments on the proposed 

amendments after careful study and at an appropriate stage. I would hope, 

any·way) that the constructive and positive position of the sponsors of the 

draft resolution wi.ll obtain understanding and support. 

Next I shalJ_ d.Lsr:uss tte drrSt reso1uticn c:ontc-dEed in doc:ument 

A/C .1/L. 725 concerning the chemi c:B-l weapons ban, of which my country 

is also a co-sponsor. 

In order to expedite the discussion of R. bF.n on chemical weapons, 

Japan has left no stone unturned. In April 1974 we submitted a draft 

convention on banning t~1em to the CCD. He participated actively 1n the 

discussions at the 1nformal nK:e Ling of experts held at the CCD :ast year, 

:clong with other concerned States. Furth~rmoreJ vie submitted a working 

paper to the CCD this .summer, as cHrl sorc.e other States. It is entitled, 

"vlorldng Paper concerning the scope of chemical agents that have justificatir~n 

for peaceful purposes and an example of the national verification system". 
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For my country it is a matter of no small concern that no significant progress 

has been made in the deliberations on this ~uestion. That is the background 

to our decision to join in sponsoring this draft resolutio~which is aimed 

at expediting the discussions on banning chemical weapons. 

I n operative paragraph 2 the draft resolution urges all States 
11 

••• to make every effort to facilitate early agreement on the 

effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 

of ' all chemical weapons and on their destructionj 11
• 

Ope rative paragraph 3 re~uests the CCD 
II to continue negotiations as a matter of high priority, taking into 

account the existing proposals, with a view to reaching early agreement 

on effective measure s for the prohi~ition of the development, production 

and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and for their destruction; 17
• 

I believe that this draft resolution embodies the desire of the 

inte rnational community to ban these dreadful weapcns) and I appeal for its 

unanimous adoption. 
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I should like now to address myself to the draft resolution on the 

complete and general r;rohibition of nuclear-weapon tests in document 

A/C.l/L.707, which the delegation of the Soviet Union submitted to this 

Committee. It has been the establjslJed :;:cJicy of the Jaranese 

Government to oppose any nuclear test by any country, and it has made every 

effort to achieve a comprehensive test ban as the first step towards nuclear 

disarmament. At the same time, however, my Government has taken the view 

that all disarmament measures, including those to be adopted for banning 

nuclear tests, should be effective, with adequate verification procedures. 

:The Soviet draft treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear 

weapon tests, which is annexed to the draft resolution, fails to provide 

adequate verification measures agatnst possible underground nuclear weapon 

testing. Moreover, it does not apply to any nuclear explosion conducted 

under the name of peaceful nuclear explosions and, in my opinion, this 

could provide the means of evading the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. 

These are the points which have already been expounded in this Committee 

by many delegRtions: including the United States representative,who spoke 

on 30 October. At any time in the future when the question of the complete 

and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests is considered, I would urge 

the countries concerned to examine other proposals, such as the draft treaty 

proposed by the Swedish delegation to -the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament on 2 September 1971, together wj_ th the points I have just made. 

The Committee has before it another Soviet llroposal, the draft 

resolution in AjC.lji,. 711 on the prohibition of the development and 

manufacture of neh' types of weapons of mass destruction, to which a draft 

agreement is annexed. I agree tLat even at this stage, before they come 

into use, it is necessary as a preventive measure to ban the development 

and manufacture of ne;-1 types of l'ieaponG of mass destruction and of new systems 

of such >;eapons. According to the draft resolution, the draft agreement 

will be referred to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. As 

article I of the draft agreement indicates, v1hat is to be prohibited in 

the agreement is "to be specified through negotiations on the sull;;eet." 
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I suggest that the specific weapons to be prohibited should first be made 

clear. However, as the representative of the United Kingdom stated in 

his intervention in this Committee on 13 November, 
11 

••• such preventive measures, dealing with possible future weapons, 

should not divert our attention from the need to deal with the vast 

quantity of armaments held now by many nations. 11 (2086th meeting, p. 58-60) 

Here I should like to stress that the control, reduction and 

destruction of nuclear weapons, which are the most destructive weapons 

known to us, should be given the highest priority in the Conference of 

tJJP CC'tt,rdttee on Disarmament, and that the importance of nuclear 

disarmament should in no way be neglected. 

As for the question of nuclear--v1eapon-free zones, we have before us 

the draft resolutions in documents A/C.l/1.724 and A/C.l/1.734. 

As is clear from theiT special report, t'be Ad Hoc Group of 

Qualified Governmental Experts agreed that, in the regions when~ 

appropriate conditions for a nuclear-weapon-free zone exist, the 

establishment of such a zone would contribute to achieving the non-proliferation 

of nuclear weapons, to halting the nuclear arms race, and to strengthening 

international security, and they also Ag:r·eed that the creation of such 

a zone should be effected in accordance with international law, the principles 

of the United Nations Charter and the fundamental principles guiding the 

mutual relations of States. On the other hand, agreement w~s not reached 

on such important questions as the scope of a nuclear-weapon-free zone, 

what is to be banned, atcd the rights and obligations of zonal and nuclear­

weapon States. This attests to the fact that the question of nuclear­

weapon-free zones involves extremely complicated and difficult factors 

which require further in-depth study and consideration. Under the 

circumstances, the draft resolution in document A/C.l/1.734 submitted by 

Finland would best serve our interests. My delegation, therefore, intends 

to give its full support to the proposal. 

But my delegation finds it difficult to associate itself with the idea 

of defining the concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones and the principal 

obligations of nuclear-weapon States by a General Assembly resolution. 
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Accordingly, the attitude of my delegation towards the draft resolution 

will be guided by the considerations which I have just explained. 

Concerning the draft resolution on the implementation of the 

Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, my delegation welcomes 

its unanimous endorsement by the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean for 

approval by the General Assembly. As a member of the Ad Hoc Committee, 

my delegation continues to support the efforts made in that Committee for 

the establishment of a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean,which we believe 

would be a useful step tovlards the relaxation of tension and promotion of 

disarmament in this vital area. The consultations carried out this year, 

as is shown by operative paragraph 2 of the draft r esolution, have yielded 

some tangible results on the question of convening a conference on the 

Indian Ocean. My delegation hopes that the further consultations of the 

littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean will lead to positive 

results on the agenda and other arrangements for the proposed conference, 

which would open avenues for meaningful and constructive dialogue with the 

great Powers and the major maritime users of the Indian Ocean, whose 

co-operation is essential for the realization of the Indian Ocean as a 

zone of peace. 

Mr. UPADHYAY (Nepal): The purpose of my intervention this time 

is to express our full support of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on 

the Indian Ocean as contained in document A/10029, which was submitted to 

this Committee for consideration by its Chairman and our distinguished 

colleague, Mr . Ameras i nghe of Sri Ianl\a. I stould like a l so to 

express my appreciation of the efforts that were made by N"r . Amerasinghe 

in trying to reach a consensus through consultations between the littoral 

and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean, the big Powers and the major 

maritime users of the Indian Ocean on this question. 

1he maintenance of peace and security in that area is a matter of vital 

:i mpor-':;ance to my country, as one of the littoyal and hinterland States of the 

I 1dian Oceu.n. \ve are, therefore, taking gr eat inter es t in all endeRvours 

towards the implementation of the I'eclaration of the Indian Oce~m as a Zone 

of Peace. 
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Nepal's desire for peace is genuine and total. My country has always 

supported all moves, however small, which advance the cause of peace at all 

levels, lvhether national, regional or international. Our unreserved support 

of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, vlhether in Latin America, 

in south Asia, in the Middle East, in Africa or in the south Pacific, is 

motivated by the one and only desire of my country to see the atmosphere of 

peace and security restored in all such areas and ultimately in the world as 

a whole. The establishment of r;eace zones, though it does not directly constitute 

a disarmament item, greatly contributes to the restoration of international 

peace and security, 1vhich is the main purpose of all nuclear--v1eapon-free zones 

and the ultimate goal of all disarmament moves. We are, therefore, of the 

opinion that any move or initiative by any country or group of countries 

towards the creation of such peace zones Hhich stems from their genuine desire 

and aspiration to live in peace, free from tension, should receive the serious 

consideration of the international community. 

For the Indian Ocean to be a zone of peace it is imperative that further 

escalation and expansion of the military presence of the big Powers in the 

Indian Ocean be halted; that all the bases, military or naval, the disposition 

of nuclear weapons and all other manifestations of great Power military presence, 

whether 11 imperialistic 11 or "non-imperialistic", in the 1vords of the representative 

of Sri Lanka, be eliminated. ::!:very one of us is convinced that the greater 

responsibilities lie with the big Pm,'e r.s chemrelves, whose support and 

Hillingness are of essential importance in aehiev)n£~ those objectives and in 

the meaningful creation of, and respect f'r..r, such peace zones. 

It is, however, regrettable that the big PoHers and other major maritime 

users of the Indian Ocean have refu~;~d to erc_ter into consultation with littoral 

and hinterland States on this question, and have not been giving the necessary 

support and co-operation to the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean in the 

discharge of its functions. It -'_s, therefore, highly essential that tl1e great 

Pmv<:rs enter into ccu:ultP.tion 11ith the littorRl arcd hinterland StRtes without 

further delay as called fa:' in the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone 

of Peace, which 1vas adopted at the tl,'enty-sixth session of the General Assembly. 
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As a clear consensus on the demilitarization and denuclearization of the Indian 

Ocean exists among the littoral and hinterland States, the forthcoming conference 

could appropriately address itself to this issue. 

We also appreciate the concern expressed by some littoral and hinterland 

States of the Indian Ocean on the question of guaranteeing the security of 

States within the zone. We very much hope that the matter will receive careful 

consideration during the deliberations at the proposed conference so that 

acceptable arrangements may be devised to ensure valid conditions for the 

security of countries within the zone. 

It is our considered opinion that a conference on the Indian Ocean should 

be convened at the earliest possible tirr:e, with prior consultations beh;een the 

littoral and hinterland States, the big Powers and all major maritime users of 

the Indian Ocean and with adequate arrangements so that the question of the 

creation of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace may be examined in all its 

aspects to the satisfaction of all the parties concerned, and practical ways 

and means leading to the implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean 

as a Zone of Peace may be devised. We strongly support the extension of the 

mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean so that it may continue 

consultations with all the parties concerned and submit its report, including 

the results of the consultations, to the thirty-first session of the General 

Assembly, and also recommend the time and venue of a conference on the Indian 

Ocean. 

As a small peace-loving and non-aligned country, Nepal will always 

endeavour, as it has in the past, to contribute to its maximum possible 

capacity towards the maintenance of peace in the region in particular, and 

of world peace in general. The genuine and ardent desire of Nepal for peace 

is well known and was further emphasized by my august sovereign His Majesty 

the King of Nepal in his farewell address to his coronation guests. He said: 
11We need peace for our security, we need peace for our independence 

and we need peace for our development . 11 
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It is v7ith thi.s total dedication to the cause of peace that my delegation 

has supported the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace frcm its 

very adoption, and we shall continue to lend our full support to the 

meaningful establishment of a genuine zone of peace in the Indian Ocean. 

It is in the same conviction that my delegation ,,-:r.ole-hes.rtec".ly s1.:.p:pcrts 

the draft resolution contained in document A/10029. 

The CHAIRiv!AN: I now call on the representative of Finland to introduce 

the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.734. 

IJir. FAJAKOSKI (Finland): On 3 November my de legation indicated its 

intention to present a draft resolution on the corr,;:Y-._;l":>.ensive study of the 

question of nuclear-weapon-free zones in all its a:-,p.c;ct.:3. After consultatio:w 

with the delegations countries whose experts par~;idi-;ated in the work of the 

Ad Hoc Group of Qualified Governmental Experts and f:. nur,1be1' of other delegations, 

we are now in a position to introduce a draft resclution on the matter in 

document A/C .1/L. 734. 

My delegation had wished that all the 21 countries which participated in the 

Ad Hoc Group •wuld sponsor this draft resolution. While the overwhelming majority 

of them ·Here prepared to sponsor it, some special considerations made it impossible 

for all of them to do so. In these circumstances \·le, and most of the prospective 

sponsorc, felt that this draft resolution should be presented by Finland a.lone. 

He are nevertheless confident that it will be adopted by consensus, as was the 

case with resolution 3261 F (XXIX) last year. 

This draft resolution which I nov1 have the honour to submit for consideration 

by the First Committee is above all of a procedural nature. In the view of 

the Finnish delegation, it therefore dces not pre,judge, nor does it }Jreclude,, 

any consideration of substantive issues arising from the ntudy. 
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(Mr. Ra.ia~oski, Finland) 

I am not going to deal with the study itself in any detail since the 

Chairman of the Ad Hoc GrCl.:p did so earlier when he presented his report 

to us. Let me only ccmment ve~y brief~y on certain points in the draft 

resolution. 

As to the preamble} the first three paragraphs follow a conventional 

pattern. As to the f ourth pare.gra ph) one of the ve ry purpcses of t he study was 

to erhance further efforts concerning nuclear-weapon-free 7,0nes as provided 

for in last year 1 s resolution 3261 F (XXIX) • By throwing light on various 

relevant aspects, we think the study 1dll inde ed enhance further efforts 

and thus serve usefully those purposes which were set forth in 

resolution 3261 F (XXIX). It recognizes that the establishment of such 

zones can contribute to the security of the members of such zones} to 

the prevention of proliferation of nuclear weapons and to the goal of 

general and ccmplete disarmament. The fifth preamhular parag:::aph ::-eflects the 

over-all positive conclusion of the Ad Hoc Group as to the ro ~e of nuclear-weapon­

free zcnes in the field of disarmament. 
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(Mr. Ra.iakoski, Finland) 

'The sixth paragraph of the preamble expresses the wish that the study will 

be of assistance to States interested in the establishment of such zones. This 

follow·s from the general character of the study. As the Finnish delegation said 

on 3 November, the aim was not an academic exercise but a practical study to 

be of assistance to those who are interested in nuclear-weapon-free zones, by 

analysing both the opportunities and the problems involved. 

Now, with regard to the operative part I think it is only appropriate to 

begin by expressing gratitude for the effective and highly qualified work done 

by the Ad Hoc Group. The task of the Group was greatly facilitated by the 

valuable support of the Secretary-General and his staff. Similarly, the 

Director-General of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and other 

international organizations associated with the study are to be commended for 

their assistance in the preparation of the study. 

In order to give an . appropriate follow-up to the study, the draft 

resolution commends the special report to the attention of all Governments, IAEA 

and other relevant international organizations, and requests the 

Secretary-General to give the widest possible publicity to it. As a further 

step, we have felt it proper to invite all Governments and relevant international 

organizations to give their views, observations and suggestions on the special 

report so as to enable the Secretary-General to prepare a comprehensive report 

based on this material. That is the main objective of our draft resolution. 

That report is meant to serve as a basis for further deliberations during the 

thirty-first session of the General Assembly under the proposed item entitled 

"Comprehensive study of the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones in all of 

its aspects". 

The idea of creating nuclear-weapon-free zones has aroused steadily grovling 

interest over the years. It has become one of the possible instruments of states 

in their efforts to enhance security in their respective regions and to contribute 

to a lessening of the danger of nuclear prol:if eration world wide. By increasing 

knowledge of the various aspects of nuclear-weapon-free zones we can best 

promote efforts towards that goal. 

Hith those considerations in mind, I have the honour to recommend, on 

behalf of the Finnish delegation, this draft resolutiorc for adoption by 

consensus in this Committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I wish to announce that Kenya has become a co-sponsor 

of the draft T 0 Eo l~:tio n s in docurr.e nts A/C .1/ L. 725, .A/C .l/ 1.722 a nd P/C .l / L. 73 l. 

I now call on the representative of Cyprus to introduce an amendment to 

the draft resolution in document A/C.l/1.727. 

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): In introducing an amendment to the draft 

resolution in document A/C.l/L.727, I wish first to commend the co-sponsors 

of that draft resolution, and particularly the delegation of Romania, which 

was the inspiring spirit of this item. 

The draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.727 is very important because 

it requests a new study by experts that will call attention to new 

developments that will make the cessation of the arms race even more necessary, 

having in mind its economic, social and other consequences and its harmful 

effects on world peace and security. Hence, the matter turns upon the need 
~- -

to stop the arms race. That is the whole purpose of the draft resolution and 

the study for which it calls. 
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(Mr. Rossides, Cyprus) 

;.' l•c: resolutior: adopte d on it in 1973, resolution 307S (XXVI::I) n~akes 

it very clear. It states: 

"Noting that J despite the repeated calls by the General Assembly for 

the adoption of effective measures to put an end to the arms race ••• 

":reeply concerned about the ever-spiralling arms race ••• 
II 

11 Considering that persistent action is necessary in order to halt 

and r educe the arms re.ce ••• 
11 Calls upon all States to make renewed efforts aimed at adopting 

effective measures for the cessation of the arrr.s r~cce ..• 11 (!'esoluticn 

3075 ~xxy::::;:(, :· 

Would it not be pertinent in a study th~ is to be made in this respect, 

which will take account of the r:ew developments) to include a phrase in 

ope rative paragraph 2 where it: 

"P.eqlJests tb.e Secret :::ry-Gecernl to updc.te) >'lith tl:.e o.sGistnnce of 

qualified consultant experts appointed by him) the report on the 

economic and social consequences of the arms race" 
11 

••• the report of the Secretary-General on t he economic and social 

consequences of the arms race ••• " 
II extremely harmful effects on world peace and security ... 

covering the basic topics of that report and taking into account 

any new developments ••. 11 

II 

The "r:ew developments 11 are referred to in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the preamble J 

where it says: 
11 

••• new developments have taken place in the fields covered by the 

report of particular relevance in the present economic and political 

conditions ••• 11 
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Then, in the fifth paragraph of the preamble: 

(Mr. Rossides, Cyp~us) 

11Considering that the ~ver-spiralling arms race is not compatible 

with the efforts aimed at establishing a new international economic 

order ••• 11 

So the new developments are this: that now as never before the arms race 

has to be stopped because othenJi.se there cannot be funds available for t~e 

new economic order the project for ,,1hich was practically adopted in the special 

session of the General Assembly this year. 

Therefore, in view of this situation where there are new developments 

now calling for the study of the Secretary-General to be updated, in the 

new light of the imperativeness of stopping the arms race, surely there must 

be, at least logically, in that study some consideration given to the 

possibilities that will make feasible the stopping of the arms race. 

It seems lopsided to insist on emphasizing the dangers and the evils 

of the arms race merely in a negative way and not proceen in a positive 

way to suggest something be done to help towards arresting the arms race. 

Therefore, it shonld normally be included in that study now, in situations 

where it becomes imperative to stop the arms race -- a consideration of 

alternative security to t .he arms race by international security through the 

United Nations. 

It is not that we are going to impose internaticnal security through 

the United Nations. To avoid a study in thi s respect seems a 

peculiar inconsistency with the aim for stopping the arms race. It means 

that we want to make a great fuss about the arms race, but we do not want 

to help towards stopping it. It seems so extraordinary that we want to 

have the arms race stopped, because of its consequences) but 1-1e YJould refuse 

a study to consider the onJy alternative to the arms race, namely internation~l 

securi:y. 
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(Mr. Rossides, Cyprus) 

I do not think it should be necessary to argue e,t length to show how 

i mrerative it is to have a study of international security as part and parcel 

of every effort to stop the arms race. 'l'he fact that the consequences of the arms 

race are very destructive to economic and social order, does not make it 

l e ss necessary but more necessary to consider the aspect of internati onal 

security. Because, it was suggested, fr cm some source or other, that 

this is a study merely about the economic consequences of the arms race. 

But the economic consequences of armaments do nothing more than to show the 

need of stopping it. The economic conse~uences do not stop the arms race. 

They just simply show how terrible it is and how those who carry out the 

arms race are to be consideiEd as doing something wrong. 

But let us help all the nations, because all the naticns are turning 

to armaments and quite reasonably -- how can they do otherwise when 

there is no international security. The Charter did not provide for no 

armRments with no international security. It provided for international 

security pre-eminently. 

Therefore, it seems to me quite logical, and that is why I put it to 

this Committee here, that on this occasion where a study is made with so 

much emphasis on the arms race and the need of its cessation, a look must be 

given to the aspect of international security through the United Nations. 

The study may come out and say: "It is not possible to have international 

security through the United Nations." Let us know it. It may say that it 

is possible in this way. But not to have anything to do with international 

security in such a study seems not to be within the spirit of the draft 

resolution to be adopted here for a new study in vi ew of the developments. 

I would, therefore, hope that the sponsors, in their obvious desire to 

bring an end to the arms race and to proceed in a logical way towards that 

end, will see the advisability of adoptinG this amendment which is really 

intended to strengthen their otherwise most praiseworthy effort in that 

draft resolution. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I call the attention of the Committee that the 

representative of Cyprus also introduced this amendment last vlednesday, and 

the amendment appears in the 9fficial records of the Corrmittee; also, ~n 

informal paper has been distributed for the consideration of delegations. 

I hope that this afternoon we will be able to proceed to vote on draft 

resolution A/C.l/L.727. I am sure that at least one of the co-sponsors will 

be able to give the position of his delegation on this n~endrrent. 

I should like to announce that Tunisia has become a co-sponsor of draft 

resolution A/C .l/L.725. 

I .wish to invite the Committee to take a decision on document A/C.l/L.725 

concerning chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons. Does any 

delegation wish to explain its vote before the vote? 
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Mr. BA (Guinea) (interpretation from French): \Tith reference to the 

draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.725, of 20 November 1975, I wish to say 

that my country has alv1ays condemned the utilization and perfecting of 

chemical and biological ·weapons. He feel that biological and toxin weapons 

should be eliminated from war arsenals, and for this reason my Government 

v1as very pleased with the entry into force of the Convention on the 

Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological 

(Biological) and Toxin ~!eapons and hope that that Convention will make an 

important contribution to the negotiation of an appropriate agreement on 

the subject. 

My delegation, 1vhich supports United Nations efforts to eliminate those 

arms, will t)1erefore vote in favour of the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/L.725. 

The CHAIRMAN: Since no other delegation has indicated its desire 

to speak at this time, is it the Committee's wish to adopt this draft 

resolution by consensus.? If I hear no objection, I shall take it that that 

is the Committee's wish. 

The draft resolution (A/C.l/L. 725) was adopted. 

The CHAIF.MAN: I shall now call on those delegations which wish 

to explain their position on the draft resolution just adopted. 

Mr. YEH (China) (interpretation from Chinese): ;,lith regard to the 

draft resolution in document A/C.l/L. 725 which was just adopted, if that draft 

had been put to a vote the Chinese delegation would not have participated. 

~rr. MISTRAL (France) (interpretation from French): My country 

did not v7ish to oppose the. con.sensus that 'de have just had on the draft 

resolution in document A/C.l/L.725 on chemical and bacteriological (biolo,sical) 

v1eapons, even though it contains an explicit reference to the Conference of 

tte Committee on Disarmament. But I must point out, in this connexion, that 

our participation in the consensus in no way implies a change in France's 

position ')';Jith respect to that body; on the contrary, our position remains 

unchanged. The reservation 1vhich I make now vlill apply in all cases where a 

similar situation arises. 
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'I'he. CHAIR-iAN: I call on the representative of Mexico on a point of 

clarification. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): My 

delegation listened vdth much interest .a few minutes ago to the introduction 

of the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.73~- by the representative of 

Finland. Hhen the time comes, we hope to be able to vote in favour of that 

draft, since 1ve find no contrad.icti.on betv;een it and the one submitted by 

six delegations in document A/C.l/L. 724 -- ·which I had the honour to introduce 

in the Committee two days ago -- the more so that in the seventh preambular 

paragraph of that draft resolution vJe 1qere very careful to express clearly 

the following: 
11 Bearing in mind that, 1-Jithout prejudice to the results that may 

' be obtained tlrrough any further examination of this matter, from the 

analysis of the contents of the special report it is already possible 

at this time to draw certain incontrovertible conclusions 11 (A/C.l/L. 724). 

But on listening to the statement of. the representative of Finland, and 

on rereading the text of document A/C.l/L.73l+, it seems appropriate for me 

to indicate my impression that it would perhaps be well to clarify the 

contents of two of the operative paragraphs. I refer to paragraphs 7 and 8. 

In fact, in the draft as novJ 1vorded reference is made to t1w reports: one 

is the special report of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD), 

which transmits to the General ilssembly the study of the experts, together 

with the comments of the members of the CCDj the second report specifically 

mentioned is in paragraph 6, 1'1hich requests the Secretary-General to prepare 

a report based on information received under paragraph 5. 

As my deleGation sees it, that report, if the usual practice is observed, 

will be a compilation to be made by the Secretary-General of the observation.s, 

views and suggestions -- to use the words in paragraph 5 

I would therefore ask the representative of Finland 

requested therein. 

11hile not expecting 

an immediate reply, but so that he may think over what I am going to as1;: -- to 

which of these two reports does paragraph 7 refer, in v1hich the Secretary-General 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

is requested to "arrange for the reproduction of tr..e report .as a United Nations 

publication and to give it the widest possible publicity ••• 11
• I assume that 

to be the special report. The other report, the compilation of observations, 

we do not yet kn0\·1 v1hat it will contain. Perhaps 80 or 90 States will reply -- and 

tha t is >that , _y dele c;ation hopes; or, es was t.:.nfortunately the case >lith the military 

budgets, maybe only 25 or 30 States will reply; and, of course, we do not know 

either the extent or tee nature of those replies. 

Therefore, I repeat: my impression is that the reproduction requested 

there refers to the special report. If that is so, my delegation suggests 

that that te clearly stated -- "reproduction of the special report" -- so as to 

avoid any misunderstanding. 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

In paragraph 8 it is recommended to all Governments that they "give a 

wide distribution to the study" and, in the final part, "to use their 

facilities to make the report widely known". That wording, 11 to give a 

wide distribution to the study", seems to me to be ambiguous. If the 

representative of Finland would agree, I think it should be made more 

specific. I would suggest that in paragraph 8, wording similar to that 

of operative paragraph 1 be used, which refers to "the special report of 

the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament containing the comprehensive 

study11
, and so on. 

So that if thts were done, then paragraph 8 would read: 

"Recommends to all Governments to give a wide distribution to 

the special report containing the comprehensive study of the question 

of nuclear-weapon-free zones 11
, and then go on with what it says here: 

11 so as to acquaint public opinion with its contents, and invite the 

relevant international organizations to use their facilities to make 

the report widely known". 

Instead of 11 the report", we would say "that document", or, to repeat it, 

"the special report". 

~'hose are the questions, together with suggestions, which my delegation 

would venture to offer for the time being in regard to the draft resolution 

in document A/C.l/L.734. 

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m. 




