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I.

1 . A+ i t s  forty-firnt aeaaion, t h e General Aeaembly, under the itenr entitled
“Rev iew of the  implementat ion o f  the recommendation8 and decirions  adopted by the

INTRODUCTION

General Aaaembly at itr tenth 6yecial aeaafon”, adopted resolution 41/86 C of
4 De<!ember  1986, the operative part of which reada aa followrt

“The General Asremtily,

I . . .

“ 1 . Reaff Irma the value of United Nation8 disarmament studies nncl  the
need for a thorough appraioal  of tha aubjectz

“2 . Takes mte with apprcciatio?  of the views of Member States contained
in the report of the Secretary-General: L/

“3 . Invites those  Member States  that  h*vc no&:- - yet done 80 to communicate
to the Secretary-,Genersl,  by 1 April 1987, their viewe and proposals on how
the  work of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions in  the  f ie ld of  diEarmament  etudies  can be
f u r t h e r  improved1

“ 4 . Requests the Secretary-General to transmit the replies received in
1987 to the Adviaory Roard on Diaarmament Studiee and to the General Aasemhly
at ita forty-second session;

“5. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of ite forty-second
session the i tem entitled ‘United Nations disarmament studies’.

“L/ A / 4 2 / 4 2 1  a n d  A d d . 1  a n d  2.”

2. The views and proposals received from Member States in response to the request
in General Assembly resolution 41/86  C arrr reproduced in section II below.

/ . . .
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I I . RF:Pl,IES  RECEIVED FROM GDVERNMENTS

BELGIUM*

[Oriqinal  z Eng l i sh )

13 April 1987)

1. The twalve  members of the European Community reaffirm that their views on the
work of the United Nations in disarmament remain as set out in their message
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations in 1986 in response to
General Assembly resolution 4O/lS2 K (see A/41/421) .

2. The members of the European Community are  gratified that a number of
Governments provided responses to resolution 40/152  K and that durinq  the course of
its fleesions  in 1986 the Sec:rctary-General’s  Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies
continued to discuss the issue of how the work of the United Nations in this field
miqht be improved.

3. The Twelve are fY.rmly  of the view that stucliee can and do make an important
contribution to a balanced and comprehensive  examination of issues in the field of
P. *s control and disarmament. Clearly, a thorough appraisal of the subject of
United Nations disarmament studies will benefit frsm the widest possible
cross-section of views of Member States about how such studies might be made even
more ef feet ive.

4. In its previous mesaaye, the Twelve stated, inter alia, that etudiee  present a
useful opportunity for a13 Member States to participate in the disarmament debate,
and that, while studies alone are unlikely to resolve F.):r,3ameI,$al  di f ferences,  they
can make a fundamental contributioli  to the dis~~manl~?c  process. It icr important to
maintain the consensus rule, hut, (IFI they note? ,in their previous reply, this does
not necessarily mean that there musl be conaeneur cn every sentence of a study;
there may be occasion6 on which it is preferable for differinq view8 to receive
equal weight and attention in the body of the report without the need to resort to
the lowest common  denominator of agreement at every point. On the  basis of the
advice qiven them by the Secretary-General’s Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies,
the members of a qroup of experts should have sufficient room for manoeuvre in
drafting to ensure that balance and flexibility are retained. They should be able
to decide on the points for which they seek a concerted substantial result and
those for which consensus  must be limited to rln aqteed portrayal of the various
viewe. Which approach is to he adopted in a particular case depends on the stage
rc>ached  in discussions of  the topic  in  quest ion.

-

* On behalf of the States members  ot the European Community.

. . .
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5 . An example of this approach is the study submitted to the General Aeaemhly at
its forty-f irst  session, entitled “Deterrence and its implications for diaarmamnt
and the arms race, negotiated arms reductions and international security and other
mat ters” . A/ This study also exemplifies the guiding role ..layed  by the Advisory
Board, which formulated the title and provided a group of expects of appropriate
calibre and representation. This approach enabled the United Nations to produce e
study on a crucial and controversial subject. By reflecting dialogue and cutlininq
dif fer ing points  of v iew, greater understanding can be promoted, and uLtimately
COnaensu6 can be promoted in the dehate on arms control and disarmament issues
within the United Nations.

5. The Twelve urge those States which have not yet done so to submit their
comments and ideas. This would facilitate the preparation of the Advisory Board’s
report and would ensure that all views are taken fully into acctiunt when the
subject is again considered by the General Assembly at its forty-second session.

BULGARIA

IOriginal:  R u s s i a n )

I6 A p r i l  19871

1. The People’s Republic of Bulgaria considers that United Nations studies are of
value in elucidating the pressing problems associated with disarmament. They are
indisprnsable  as background documents in the discussion of sundry aspects of arms
limitation and disarmament. In that sense they must facilitate progrcsa in this
area.

2. I t  behoves the  Uni ted  Nat ions to  continue?  Ate efforts to carry out  theae
studies  and renew them where necessary. The involvement of governmental experts
from different geographical regions, representing different political and legal
systems, would further the thorough and complete consideration of the problems
concerned. Efforts should chiefly te concentrated on the essence of those
problems, not on secondary and technical issues. The studies should not become ;I
sutmt ittite  for, or a reason for delaying, settlements on the presej  ng problems of
disarmament.

3. The People’s Republic of Bulgaria considers that the United NationA
disarmament studies help to identify specific practical steps in this direction,
with all due regard For the priority that the international community attaches to
matters associated with heading off the arms race and it8 extension into BpaW nnd
to qcnui llcl steps towarcs  nuclear disarmament.

-

,I/ LInited Nations publ ication,  Salea  No. E.87. IX. 2 (previously isnucd (t;ldcr
the symbol  A/41/,432 and Corr.1).

/ . . .
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PANAMA

[Originalr  Spanish1

(7 J u n e  19871

1. Thra  Iqubl ic of Panama attaches great importance to the practice estahliahed
b y  ‘:hca llni ted Nilt-ions of preparinq studies on various nspccts  of disarmament with a
vic,w t o  the successiul performance  o f  t h e  Orgenization’s  r o l e .

2. In view of the acknowledqcd  diversity and complexity of the aubjecta which
have to he taken up in these studies, the specialists concerned with reviewiny  the
subject on which a study is being prepared must have excellent academic and
scientific knowledge1  furthermore, an appropriate pol it ical ,  ideoloqicnl,
geographic and cultural balance must be maintained in the study’s components, so as
to ennurr?  AR far au possible that the experts adopt an independent and objective
approach.

3. The Government of Panama, like many countries which do not have a budget for
research on military matters, derives Rignificant  benefit from United Nations
dinarmament  ntudictn, and therefore strongly advocates  expansion of  this practice.

4 . I n  t.his connectioh, the Government of Panama  endorses the view of the Advisory
Hoard on Disarmament Studies that the purposes of studies, namely, “to assist in
onqoinq  n e q o t i n t i o n e , to identify possible new areas of negotiation,  and to promote
public awnrt!npsn  of the problems involved in the arms face and disarmament”, remain
f u l l y  v a l i d .

5. I n  the : iew of the Government of Panama, therefore, disarmament studies should
continue to I;ervcJ ;II; n quidc to the international community by providing balanced
and objective conclIIsAons  on the situation prevailing in the various areaa  of
disnrmamont. In that  respect , determined efforts should be made to enaure that the
studien  I)roduce practical rrcommendationo so that they can be applied to concrete
RitUati011!3. Moreover, rvcry ponaible  ef fort  should be made to  ensure  that ,  as  far
dn fx>ssible, conu~noufi  rxommendot  ions, w h i c h  are acceptL,ble  t o  a l l  p a r t i e a ,  a r e
art ivc?cl a t  i n  t.he  studies.

SRI LANKA

IOriuinal:  Encrlinh)

123 April 19871

I. ‘rho Govr,rnmpnt  of  Sri Lanka attaches  great importance to  the  StUdif? carr ied
out by the llnitpd Nat .ionR in accordance with paragraph 96 of the Final Document of
the Tenth Specia l  Se.ssion of  the  General  Anncmbly ( resolution S-10/2 of
30 %Junp  1978) . ‘I’hc IJnitcd Nnt ions studies on disarmament represent an important.
mnnifcstat ion of thp central  role entrusted to the United Nations in the field of
di9iirmament.. l’hc r,tlldien carried  o u t  s o  f a t  h a v e  contrlhu+ 1 to deliberations and

/ . . .
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negot ia t ions and faci l i tated publ ic  awareness on disnrmz-wnt. Such studies
represent much mere  than academic endeavotirs. They ref lect  author i ta t ive  and
representative expert opinions on sensitive security and related issues which are
o f  v i ta l  i n t e r e s t  to  a l l  c o u n t r i e s . Sri  Lanka thereEore  bel ieves that  the  Uni ted
Nations activities in this area should be strengthened. There is no doubt that
studies can be carried out in an efficient and cost-effective manner. However,
this cannot be achieved by placing arbitrary firlancial constraints on studies. Any
rationalization  of the process of initiating and carrying out United Nations
studies should more appropriately be based on the recommendations made by the
Advisory Board in this regard.

2. The objectives of United Nations studies in the field of disarmament, as
identified in 1979 by the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies, continue to
provide a sound framework for work in this regard, Within the parameters
identified by the Advisory Board, the studies should endeavour to present their
analyses, findings or conclusions in a way which would help the neqotiating
process. In particular, the studies should provide input to facilitate the work of
the Conference on Disarmament. The study heinq undertaken by the United Nations
Institute for Disarmament Research on the prevention of an arms race in outer space
should have such an orientation.

3. To the extent possible, studies should be carried OI? on the basis of
consensus. In view of the complex nature of the security and political issues
involved, it would not be realistic to expect consensus reportinq  on all
disarmament subjects studied by governmental experts. The lack c-f consensus amon
qovernmental experts on a given subject should not, however, result in the absence
of a report. I n  s u c h  s i t u a t i o n s , the study should reflect various points of view
and leave the task of finding the acceptable common denominator to government
negotiators. While the studies could identify  prospective areas for achievinq
progress in disarmament negotiations, they cannot replace the process of
intergovernmental negotiations. If consensus is not possihlc on the totality OF a
qiven  subject, it ahould not deter the qovernmental experts from delineotinq  common
elements relating to various constituent parts of the study. The study groups can
deviee appropriate procedural modalities to facilitate such A  presentation.’  In the
case of the recently concluded study on deterrence, the  f i rs t  oE its  kind by the
United Nations, the group was able to complete its report by devising an
interesting procedure to give full expression to divergent viewpoints on the
subject . There is no uniform model that can he applied to formulatinq  ntudy
reports on various subjects. Depending on the subject 2nd the dcqrce  of
divergencies, study qroups should devise procedures to formulate their report.
taking into account the parameters identified by the Advisory Roard.

4. Pending the achievement of a lonq-term framework for [Jnited  Nations nctivi tics
in the field of disarmament, such A S  the  comprehensive  proqramme of  disarmament,
the deliberations of the United Nations General Assembly anrj  the ,:tate of play in
the Conference on Disarmament should he the basis for ident.ifyinq  subjects for
disarmament studies. The Government of Sri Lanka nhares the view eXpressPd  by the
Advisory ROArd  that the Roard should be in a position to examine  proponals for
study beEore submission t> the General Assembly and t.0 sdvtse on ortcntation,
scope, priorities And approaches. However, this should ,lot dtmlnish, in any way,
the right of sovereign States to initiate proposals for studies.

/ . . .
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5. The General Aasembly, in the Final Document of i ts tenth special session,
reaffirmed the universal nature of the concerns and interests in the field of
disarmament, While the governmental expert groups appointed to carry out studies
should reflect equitable geographical representation, t h e  mil i ta ry  siqnificance  o f
countr ies  should not  be  the  only other criterion applicable in  the  const i tu t ion of
expert groups. There should be more opportunities for smaller countries of less
military significance to be represented in the expert groups.

TOGO

[Original :  French]

17 May 19871

1. The Government of To90 would like, f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  to  r e a f f i r m  y e t  a g a i n  t h e
usefulness of the studies conducted by the United Nations in the f ield of
disarmament and to emphasize that such studies should be continued. They help to
make political leaders and the qeneral public more aware of disarmament Issues and
are thus in kecpinq with the objectives of the World Disarmament Campaign. I n  t h i s
wayI such studies help strenqthen the important role that the (Jnited Nations plays
in the maintenance of peace and security in the world? improvinq them also
strenqthens the role of the Orqanization. Consequently, the Government of Togo,
which hCs  always supported the principle of strengtheninq  the role of the United
Nations, would like to put forward some proposals as reqards the form as well as
the  content  of the  studies.

T. REGARD I NG FORM

2. The layout of existinq  IJnited Nations publications, namely Disarmament and the
Disarmament Fact Sheets, should be reconsidered. The cover of Disarmament, f<)r
example, could be modified to attract greater puhl.ic attention and elicit greater
interest, which might help to tliversify the review’s readership. Perhaps this
cover could display the symbol of the World Disarmament Campaign. The colour of
the cover of the Disarmament Fact Sheets should remain the same, rather than change
with each issue. Perhaps yellow could be USLVI.

3. These slight changes in format are not likely to generate  any new expenditures
for the Or9nnizat  ion.

II. HEGARD  I NG CONTENT

4. The Govprnmcnt  of Togo would 1 ike to commend the qua1 ity of the bulk of the
ntudif?s carried out by either  PxperiPnced  pnlit  icians or special ists or 9roups of
expprts on dinarmamt~nt.

‘1 . f t twl ievfts that many of t-he stuclicls  conducted thrls far should hc updated.
The Ccneral  Assembly might entru.c;t  this task to thra Disarmam+>nt  Comminsion  or
.lnnt  hr>r a)qlrnpr i ate body.

/ . . .
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6 . The Government of  Togo alro believes that an effort should be made to
lrensitite  States,  by approaching pol i t ica l  leader8  and disarmament  researchers  as
well  ati weapons manufacturers, in order to make them more aware of: the absurdity of
the arms race.

7 . In  a n y  e v e n t ,  d i sa rmament  s tud i e s  shou ld  addre s s  no t  on ly  t h e  e f f ec t s  o f  t h e
arms race but  also,  and essent ia l ly ,  the  cause8  of  th is  race,  the  monitoring or
el iminat ion of which miqht  be of  help  in  solv ing disarmament  problems.

8. Such s tudies  should take  into  account  the  concerns  for  securi ty  that  cause
na t iona l  e f f o r t s  and  t h e  l i m i t e d  r e s o u r c e s  t h a t  c o u n t r i e s  n e e d  t o  p r o m o t e  t h e
well-being sought after by all men to be diverted towards problems of defence;
however , they  should  al= empharize  fundamental  values ,  which ought  to  guide the
l i v e s  o f  a l l .

9 . If  one accepts that  the  principal  reasons  f o r  disarmament  research are  the
prevention of war and itr diraatroue consequences, the  s t rengthening of  peace,  and
the maintenance of international  securi ty  through the  promotion tif a cl imate  tJ>f
understanding and co-operation, then one muat acknowledge that  the  relationst,ip
between disarmament  and development  - and,  consequent ly ,  wel l -be inq - is  equaily
obvious .

10. Th i s  i s s u e , t oo ,  mer i t s  f u r ther  s tudy , not  because disarmament  would in  i t se l f
produce well-being, but because, as  i t s  object ives  were  at ta ined,  d isarmament  would
create  the  most  favourable  condit ions  for  development , s ince  i t  would render  any
m i l i t a r y  b u i l d - u p  p o i n t l e s e .

11. In v iew of the  huge amount  of resources  that  Sta tes  have  al located to  ensure
t h e i r  cwn s e c u r i t y , and in  order  to  reduce expendit#Jres through more ef fect ive
mutual  securi ty  arrangements , i t  i s  perhaps conceivable  that  the  common contractual
commitment  to  non-aggress ion and sol idari ty  impl ied by respect  for  the  principles
of  the  Charter  of the  United Nat ions,  of  which we are  a l l  Members,  should be  the
s u b j e c t  of  ongoing  c r i t i c a l  a s s e s s m e n t .

12. To improve  disarmametnt  s tudies , the Government of the Togolese Republic also
bel ieves  tha t  thrt Uni ted  Nat ions regional  centres  for  peace and disermament,
particularly the United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in
Afr ica,  must  be provided with  adequate  and ef fect ive  resources  to  carry  out  the
task  g iven them,  which i s  to  promote  the  object ives  of  peace,  disarmament  and
development  in  the  var ious reqions  of  the  world.

l-1. Final ly ,  i t  wi l l  be  di f f icul t  to  implement  disarmament  measures  i f  conf idence
i n  t h e  a b i l i t y  of  t h e  Uni t ed  Na t ions  t o  ma in ta in  peace  i s  n o t  boos t ed .  I t  i s
therefore  important  tha t  al l  States  take  appropriate  me.wures  to  promote and
s t r e n g t h e n  fu r ther  t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  i n  t h e  a t t a i n m e n t  of  t h e  goals
s e t  f o r  i t .


