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The meetinp; vas called to order at 10.55 a.m. 

AGENDA ITill1S 33, 34, 38, 39, 4o, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 

46, 47, 43, 49, 51, 52 and 53 (continued) 

Hr. ~TEAGU (Romania) : On behalf of the delegations of Colombia, India, 

Liberia, l1exico, Nigeria, Peru, Rvmnda, Senegal, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and 

Iny mm delegation, I have the honour to introduce the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/32/1.12, entitled 11 Economic and social consequences of the 

armaments race and its extremely harmful effects on vrorld peace and security". 

I 1-relcome as sponsors of this draft resolution also the delegations of Jordan 

and Hadae;ascar. 

In its preambular part, the draft resolution, recalline; the previous 

resolutions adopted by the General Assembly under this item, expresses 

concern that dcsrite the repeated requests by the United Nations for the 

imple~entation of effective measures aimed at the cessation of the arms 

race, the accumulation of armaments has continued to increase, absorbing 

enormous material and human resources and constituting a grave danger for 

uorld peace and security. The preamble refers to the fact that the armaments 

drive is not compatible 1-rith the efforts aimed at establishing a new 

international economic order and that these efforts imply more than ever the 

resolute action of all States to achieve the cessation of the arms race and 

the implementation of effective measures of disarmament, particularly in the 

nuclear field. 
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(Mr. Neagu, Romania) 

It also states that, disarmament being a matter of grave concern to all 

States, there is a need for all Governments and peoples to be informed about 

the situation prevailing in the field of the arms race and disarmament. 

In the operative part of the draft resolution, the General Assembly is 

called upon to welcome 

" ... with satisfaction the updated report of the Secretaryo·General on the 

economic and social consequences of the arms race and of military 

expenditures" and express the hope nthat it will help to focus future 

disarmament negotiations on nuclear disarmament and on the goal of 

general and complete disarmament under effective international control 11
• 

The third operative paragraph provides for the submissi8n of the report to 

next year's special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The draft resolution recommends that the conclusions of the report "be taken 

into account in future disarmament negotiations 11
• 

Taking into account the fact that one of the main objectives of the updated 

report is to inform all States, as well as world public opinion, about the 

harmful effects of the armaments drive, the draft resolution "requests the 

Secretary-General ... to give it the widest possible publicity ... n, and recommends 

to all Governments that they do the same. 

The last operative paragraph provides for the possibility that a discussion 

under the item "Economic and social consequences of the armaments race and its 

extremely harmful effects on world peace and security 11 take place at the 

thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly. 

The significance which all countries attach to the question of the economic 

and social consequences of the armaments race and the fact that certain assessments 

and conclusions of the report have already been extensively quoted in the debate 

in our Committee demonstrate the large consensus which exists in this Committee 

on this important matter. The long-established practice of the General Assembly 

to adopt resolutions on the economic and social consequences of the arms race by 

consensus gives us the courage to express the hope that the draft resolution which 

I have the honour to introduce today will also be adopted by consensus. 
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Mr. VASILYEV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation 

from Russian): My delegation wishes to express its position on draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/1.6 on the results of the Review Conference of Parties to the Treaty on 

the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Heapons and Other Heapons of Mass 

Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof. One 

cannot but rejoice at the fact that the authors of this draft resolution have 

included all the officers of the Review Conference, held this year in Geneva.* 

That draft resolution reflects in a suitable manner, both in the preamble and 

the operative part, the positive results attained by that Conference. It "Helcomes 

with satisfaction the positive assessment by the Review Conference of the 

effectiveness of the Treaty ... n and the good-will of the States Parties. It 

emphasizes the need to obtain adherence by all States to this Treaty, and ln 

particular nuclear weapons States and those possessing other weapons of mass 

destruction. 

The Byelorussian SSR participated both in the preparatory work of the Review 

Conference on the effectiveness of the Treaty, and in the Conference itself. 

In the course of the Conference, the delegation of the Byelorussian SSR pronounced 

itself, as did an overwhelming majority of States participating in that Conference, 

in favour of the need for the total demilitarization of the sea-bed, the ocean 

floor and the subsoil thereof. 

On examining the present Treaty, which we consider to be a first step towards 

a total prohibition of the use of the sea-bed for military purposes, we pronounced 

ourselves in favour of the elaboration as soon as possible of further measures 

which would lead to this objective. This question in fact is nm.;r ready for 

resolution and should be settled urgently. This view is reflected in operative 

paragraph 4 of the draft resolution, which: 

"Requests the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament - in consultation 

with the States Parties to the Treaty and taking into account the proposals 

made during the Review Conference and any relevant technological developments -

* The Chairman took the Ch~ir. 
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to proceed promptly -vrith consideration of further measures ln the field of 

disarmament for the prevention of an arms race in that environment;;. 

It is our hope that the present session of the General Assernbly will 

contribute to a prompt elaboration of practical measures designed to achieve 

total demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. Ac~reement on further 

measures for the demilitarization of the sea-bed could be the subject of a nevr 

international agreement, or agreements. 
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C1r. Vasilyev, 
Byelorussian SSR) 

The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR completely supports the 

draft resolution in document A/C.l/32/1.6 and shares the view expressed here 

to the effect that this draft resolution could be adopted on the basis of a 

consensus~ 

In the present si t1-1e1tion there is urgent need for further efforts 

prohibitin~ the development, manufacture and accumulation of chemical 

weapons and the destruction of the stockpiles. This is an urgent matter. 

It is no accident that in the course of the curr,_nt session of the General 

Assembly many dele~ations have expressed their deep concern at the fact that 

so far it has been impossible to draw up an international convention on this 

question. 

The draft resolution in A/C •. 1/32/1.9, which has been under discussion 

ln this Comrnittee on the question of chemical, bacteriological and biological 

veapons, is in l~eeping, >ve believe, with the views expressed by many 

delegations, ir'cludin .~ the delegation of the Byelorussian SSR, since it 

contains an appeal to all States to press for the earliest solution to the 

question of an effectiveprohibitionon the development, manufacture and 

:tccur:ulo,tion of all types of these weapons~ and their destruction, and a 

request is addressed to the Conference of the Committee on Disarn1ament (CCD) 

to work quickly on drawing up such an agreement. Successful ccnpletion 

of the Committee's work in this area was facilitated by the USSR and American 

understanding on the need to conclude a treaty to this effect. My delegation 

·believes that this resolution, too, could be adopted on the basis of consensus. 

l!Jr. ABDULAH (Trinidad and Tobago): Mr. Chairman, even at this 

advanced stage of the deliberations of our Committee, my delegation would 

wish to express its distinct pleasure at seeing you preside over our 

discussions. \·Je also -vrish to extend our congratulations to the other 

officers of the Cor"Clitt'-'e on their ur.animous election. 

Since my delegation did not participate in the general debate which 

has just concluded, lie v/0Uld lil~e at thjs ti: 1e, before o:.cirlressinc; ourselves 

spccificc.clly to several of the draft resolutions 1rhich have been submitted, to 
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make some brief remarks on the broader question of the interrclattonshin 

between disarmament and international security. 

My Government is convinced that general and complete disarmament would 

constitute a major step towards the realization of the universal goal of 

peace and security of all nations. There can be, in our opinion, no 

security for any nation or people if the world at large continues to engage 

in a massive ar: :e:r_:c::nts programme, for such programmes only arouse suspicion 

and fear and do nothing to relax tensions among nations or to promote mutual 

trust. We have a duty to ourselves as well as to succeeding generations to 

build a world free from fear and suspicion, free from the spectre of 

unbridled aggression and free fron the prospect of annihilation. My 

Government is prepared to work together with other like-minded Governments 

towards this end. We are firmly of the view that such a world can be made a 

reality provided Governments make a conscious effort to resolve differences 

which may arise between them through peaceful means and by scrupulously 

respecting the sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence of all 

States. Greater efforts must also be made by Governments to promote contacts 

among peoples so that a better understrcndinr; can be had of our pluralistic 

world community. Such contacts would build confidence among peoples and 

reault in the establishment and strengthening of better relations between 

countries. As Governments, we must also set greater store by the collective 

security mechanisms of the Charter of the United Nations to deter aggression, 

and urge that an immediate halt be put to the qualitative and quantitative 

improvement of weapons of mass destruction whose use we consider to be both 

illegal as well as immoral. 

In an ever increasiw~ly intE:.:rdc:pen :ent 1:rorld the violation of the security 

of one nation threatens the security of every nation, compelling Governments 

to invest available resources 1n military deterrents at the expense of other 

sectors of national life such as health, housing and education. My 

Government is not interested in acquiring the tools of war on a large scale. 

~ve are, however, desirous of obtaining such tools as will emmre for the 

people of Trinidad and Tobago advances in their economic and social 

development. As a Member State of this Organization, we remain convinced that 
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respect by States for the purposes and principles enshrined in the Charter, 

together with the effective functioning of the principal organs charged with 

the maintenance of international peace and security, constitute the best and 

only guarantee each of us, and in particular small States such as ours, can 

have for achieving a safe and secure world. 

I turn now more specifically to several of the resolutions, all of which 

in their individual way seek to bring about the goal of general and complete 

disarmament under effective international control. At this session, the 

delegation of the Soviet Union has proposed the inclusion of an item entitled 

"The deepening and consolidation of international detente and prevention of the 

danger of nuclear war". The draft Declaration in document A/C.l/32/1.1, 

although containing many elements which are already to be found in other 

international political instruments, does constitute a further attempt to bring 

about a code of conduct for States in their international relations which, if 

adhered to, could create a favourable international climate in which to tackle 

difficult international security issues such as nuclear and conventional 

disarmament. The draft resolution in document A/C.l/32/1.2, seeks to bring 

together, in an appeal to States, many of the diverse means being tried by the 

international community at present in order to reduce and eliminate the threat 

of nuclear war. I:Te will support those initiatives of the Soviet Union as a 

reaffirmation of our political will to work for the relaxation of tension and 

the removal of the threat of nuclear war. 

Hith respect to the Finnish draft resolution contained in 

document A/C.l/32/1.3 on the report of the International Atomic Energy Agency, 

my delegation is in a position to support the draft, since it appears to 

strike a proper balance between the need felt by some countries to utilise 

the atom for peaceful purposes and the danger of a further proliferation of 

nuclear weapons - a balance which is in the interest of all States. 

Operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution reaffirms that States accepting 

effective non-proliferation restraints have a right to enjoy fully the 

benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. My Government at this time 

does not consider nuclear energy to be an essential element in the economic 
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and social development of Trinidad and Tobago, but supports in principle 

the right of States to utilize such technology as 11ill assist them in 

achieving economic and social progress in their o-.;m countries. 

He would now wish to address ourselves in general to the question of 

nuclear-free zones,and more particularly to the draft resolution contained 

ln document A/C.l/32/L.lO concerning the inpleiJent:'"tion of the Dc:cl~ration 

on the Denuclearization of Africa. My Government is a party to the Treaty 

fer the Prohibition of Nuclear Heapons in Latin America (Treaty of 

Tlatelolco) and consequently subscrilJCs to the philosophy underlying the 

creation of nuclear-free zones, namely, that they constitute the best 

available means at present for non-nuclear-weapon States to ensure the 

total absence of nuclear weapons from their territories. This enhances their 

mutual security and provides a legal basis for obtaining security assurances 

from the nuclear Powers never to use nuclear weapons against those States. 

My delegation has in the past s~Gnscred and will continue to sponsor 

resolutions which have as their aim the strengthening of the nuclear-free 

status of Latin America. At this session, however, our concern for the 

nuclear-free status of Africa - a .continent struggling to free itself from 

the last vestiges of colonialism and racism - prompts my delegation to give 

our full support to the draft resolution concerning the implementation of 

the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa. My Government remains 

deeply disturbed at reports that South Africa has acquired the capacity to 

produce nuclear weapons. Since a peaceful nuclear explosion is virtually 

indistinguishable from an explosion for nuclear-weapons purposes, my 

delegation would wish to endorse the appeals made in operative 

paragraphs 4 and 5 to the Security Council and to States regarding South 

African acquisition of nuclear technology and materials. 
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JVIoreover, as the rest of Africa is at present comprised of non-nuclear 

weapon States, my delegation wishes to recall here the declarations made 

by the United Kingdom, the United States of America and the USSR on 

17 June 1968, in which those three Powers declared that: 
11 

••• aggression with nuclear weapons, or the threat of such aggression, 

against a non-nuclear weapon State would create a qualitatively new 

situation in which the nuclear weapon States which are permanent 

members of the United Nations Security Council would have to act 

immediately through the Security Council to take measures necessary 

to counter such aggression or to remove the threat of aggression in 

accordance with the United Nations Charter ... ". (S/PV.l430) 

\'Te are hopeful that the Security Council and Member States will 

recognize their responsibility and act before the objective circumstances 

contemplated in these declarations become an ominous reality. 

My delegation reserves the right to intervene again in the debate on 

these and other draft resolutions should we consider it necessary. 

~he CiffiiRMAN: There are no more speakers for this morning. Members 

may recall that, on my proposal, the Committee decided yesterday to put to 

the vote the draft resolutions ln documents A/C.l/32/1.6 and 1.9, under 

items 51 and 39 respectively. As no member wishes to speak in explanation 

of vote before the vote, we shall now take a decision. 

I understand that the Committee wishes to adopt draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.6 

by consensus. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that that is the wish 

of the Committee. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.6 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who "lvish 

to explain their votes. 
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Mr. STAUB (Chile) (interpretation from Spanish) : In explanation of 

vote on draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.6, the Chilean delegation wishes to place 

on record its satisfaction that the Conference to review the effectiveness of 

the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other 

VJeapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-bed and the Ocean Floor and in the 

Subsoil Thereof has unequivocally confirmed the commitment entered into in 

part V to rursue in e;ood faith the negotiations on further disarmament measures 

for the prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the 

subsoil thereof. 

vle are also pleased to note that there have been no reported cases of 
- ..... ~-- . 

possible violations of the Treaty during the five years in which it has been 

in force. My delegation continues to believe that the sea-bed and ocean floor 

beyond the limits of national jurisdiction are reserved for peaceful uses by 

all States, as provided fer in resolution 2749 (XXV). 

Likewise, article 141 of the consolidated text prepa:eed 1)y the Law of the 

Sea Conference reiterates that concept, indicating that the zone is open for 

exclusively peaceful uses by States. He joined in the consensus :::_s an expression of 

our support for uhat ve hope uill be fruitful ne:~otie'.ticns th::tt .vill once and for 

all prevent an extension of the arms race to the sea-bed and ocean floor. 
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Mr. de LAIGLESIA (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): As regards 

the text of draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.6, wtlich has just been adopted by 

consensus, I would venture to point out that, had there been a vote, my country 

would have abstained, because Spain is not a party to the Treaty on the 

Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass 

Destruction on the Sea-bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Belgium,who wishes 

to speak in explanation of vote on draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.9. 

Mr. ELLIOTT (Belgium): My delegation, speaking on behalf of the 

nine member States of the European Community, would like to make a few remarks 

on the subject of chemical weapons. 

For many years the international community has been stressing the 

importance of the conclusion of a treaty banning the development, production 

and stockpiling of chemical weapons. Numerous resolutions have been adopted 

on this subject by the Assembly. In our view, the purpose of such a treaty 

would be the strengthening of the existing ban on the use of chemical 
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weapons, contained in the Geneva Protocol of 1925, so as to remove any 

remaining possibility of chemical warfare. Such a ban would considerably 

strengthen international security and mutual confidence among States. 

I shall not go into too much detail today, but it is clear that the 

subject is very complicated. This is demonstrated by several roncrete 

proposals - most recently by the British draft treaty - and nany l·rorlcinr, 

documents on the chemical weapons question that have already teen presented. 

All the proposals and discussions to date have been very helpful in 

defining areas of agreement and disagreement and have helped conside~ably 

to bring views closer together. 

It is indeed clear that on many issues views are no longer very far 

apart. Negotiations now in progress between the Soviet Union and the 

United States on a possible joint initiative further strengthen the 

prospect for a multilateral agreement in the not too distant future. The 

nine members of the European Community strongly hope that the bilateral 

talks will soon bear fruit, giving the international community the 

oppcrtunity to en8age in negotiations leading to a generally acceptable 

agreement. It is our opinion, in view of the complexity of the problems 

involved, that a complete treaty text is unlikely to be completely worked 

out before the special session on disarmament. However, it is important 

that sufficient progress should be achieved in the negotiations so that 

the outline of the future treaty can be clearly seen. 

The nine members of the European Community are of the opinion that a 

comprehensive ban can now be achieved, comprehensive in scope with respect 

both to the agents and to the activities to be prohibited. AB a minimum, 

all lethal agents, including binary systems and incapacitants, would have 

to be covered. lvith regard to activities, the agreement should include 

a ban on the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, 

as well as providing for the complete destruction of all stockpiles within 

a time frame to be determined mainly by technical feasibility.. It would 

also prohibit the production and stockpiling of chemical munitions. 
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The agreement, however, should not hinder in any 'i12~Y, indeed it should 

even encourage, protection measures against chemical I·Tarfarc~ Althout;h 

certainly a number of problems have not yet been solved, we believe that the 

basis for an agreement on the scope of a treaty exists. 

Large differences of opinion still exist on the problems of verifying 

the implementation of a chemical weapons ban. Fortunately, even on this 

point there has been some progress in recent years, particularly with 

regard to the verification of the destruction of stockpiles. Our countries 

are of the opinion that disarmament measures dealing with an important 

weapon system must be adequately verified. He feel that otherwise such 

an accord could not give the necessary assurance to other States that its 

provisions were being faithfully observed and thus would not sufficiently 

strengthen international security and confidence, 

On the chemical veapon issue, adequate verification of the destruction 

of stockpiles is, of course, very important. It is, however, not the only 

activity which must be internationally verified. In our view, it would be 

somewhat illogical to verify the destruction of old and perhaps unusable 

chemical weapon stocks while at the same time no adequate verification 

would exist vith respect to the production of new and highly toxic nerve 

agents. Verification based only on national means is in our opinion 

clearly not sufficient. 

From vhat I ta.ve already said, it will be clear that the nine members 

of the European Co1nmunity are hopeful that an agreement can be achieved in 

the relatively near future to ban chemical weapons - and this to protect 

mankind from those particular weapons of mass destruction. We pledge our 

fullest co-operation to achieve that goal. In this connexion, therefore, 

it is a pleasure for our nine countries to support draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/1.9. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has before it the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/32/19. If I hear no objections I shall take it that the 

Committee wishes to adopt it by consensus. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.9 was adopted. 

The CHAIR}1AN: I shall now call on representatives who wish to explain 

their votes. 

Mr. YANG (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The Chinese delegation 

wishes to state that it dissociates itself from the adoption by consensus of 

draft resolutions A/C.l/32/1.6 and A/C.l/32/1.9. He would request that this 

statement be included in the verbatim records. 

Mr. MISTRAL (France) (interpretation from French): The position of my 

Government on the substance of draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.9 was clearly set forth 

in the statement of the representative of Belgium on behalf of the nine member 

countries of the :european Economic Community. Our observations are addressee' to 

a procedural point, specifically to opera~ive paragraph 2 of this draft resolution. 

It ought to be perfectly clear that our approval of thit:. draft resolution 

on the prohibition of chemical weapons will not connote any change on our part 

towards the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, its methods artd its 

procedures. 'Ihe reservations of the French Government are well known; they have 

been stated at length, and it is not my delegation's intenticn to reiterate them. 

I would add that the statement I have just made is general in scope, that it 

applies and -vrill apply in all similar instances, and that our possible 

acquiescence in any draft resolution is understood to exclude any reference to 

the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. 
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Mr. GARBA (Niger) (interpretation from French): I should lil{_e to 

express the satisfaction of my delegation at least at seeing draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/1.9 adopted by consensus. However, we should have liked to see, as was 

the case last year, a paragraph reaffirming the objective of reaching early 

agreement on an effective ban on the development, manufacture and stockpiling 

of all chemical weapons and their elimination from the arsenals of all States. 

Vle think that such a provision would strengthen the text, by whose terms we 

hope all peace-loving and freedom-loving States will in future be guided. 

'The CI-IAIRMAN: I call now on the representative of Nigeria, who 

wishes to introduce draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.14. 
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IVIr. ADENIJI (Nigeria): In order to advance our work, this morning 

I shall attempt to introduce, on behalf of the co-sponsors, the draft 

resolution contained in document A/C.l/32/1.14. I am doing so during the course 

of this Committee's work because it seems to us that the draft resolution is so 

uncomplicated and straightforward that it should not present much difficulty 

to my delegation·, indeed, I am tempted even to say that the resolution 

1s so straightforward that it requires no introduction. It is entitled 

"Effective measures to implement the purposes and objectives of the 

Dis armament Decade 11
• 

In effect, the co-sponsors, bearing in mind the forthcoming special sess1on 

of the General Assembly, have avoided the introduction of any proposals 

which at this stage may lead to controversy. The draft resolution is 

merely a logical sequel to the report of the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament (CCD) on the action it took on General Assembly resolution 

31/68 adopted last year on the same subject, a resolution which 

in part called on the CCD to adopt a comprehensive disarmament programme. 

Since the CCD has taken only the first tentative steps towards the 

fulfilment of that assignment, it seems quite lopical to the co-sponsors 

that the Genaral Assembly should request the CCD to carry on w·i th that 

unfinished task. 

In our view, the draft resolution does not present any conflict between 

the continuation of the 1wrk of the CCD on a comprehensive programme for 

disarmament on the one hand and, on the other, the proposed agenda item on 

a programme of action suggested for the special session of the General 

Assembly devoted to disarmament. \:Je envisage ~ and I think that this is 

now gaining >vide acceptance - that the programme of action to be adopted by 

the special session of the General Assembly if it is to be realistic 

1vill be limited, whereas the comprehensive progra~~e for disarmament, as 

its very title implies, should be all-embracing and general, leading 

progressively to the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament. 
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\rJhile, therefore, the Preparatory Committee for the special session 

of the General Assembly will be occupied in elaborating a programme of 

priorities, the CCD should continue to concern itself with the 

problem of drawi~~ up the lone-term comprehensive programme. 

In view of the possibility that the vrork in drawing up a comprehensive 

programme within the CCD will not be completed before the start of the 

special session of the General Assembly, provision has been made, in the 

draft resolution vrhich I am introducing, for the CCD to submit a progress 

report to that session and, by implication" for the CCD to carry on with its 

work on that programme even after the special session has been held. Provision 

has also been made for the report to be submitted to the thirty-third session of the 

General Ass2;1blv, and ve hope that that vill be done and that, in accordance with 

our proposal, the Geno;ral Assembly "lvill retain on its agenda an item entitled 
11 Effecti ve measures to implement the purposes and objectives of the Disarmament 

Decade·'. 

The preamble to the draft resolution merely reiterates positions taken 

in the General Assembly - which in the past have indicated a certain 

disappointment that the purposes and objectives of the Disarmament Decade 

have not been realized and a certain concern at the continued waste of 

resources on armaments, vi th the consequent detrimental effect which that has 

had on international security and the attainment of the objectives of the 

nev international economic order. 

I believe, therefore, that it should be possible for the Committee to 

adopt this draft resolution by consensus, since, as I said at the beginning 

of my statement, it really contains no element which could create a problem 

for any delegation. 

May I also say that the decision within the CCD to set up an Ad Hoc 

Horking Group to elaborate the comprehensive programme which is referred to 

in operative paragraph l of the resolution was a decision taken by consensus 

1v-ithin the CCD, therefore, it can also be presumed that it is the intention of 

the members of the CCD that that body should continue its 1vork on the subject. 

Finally, I should like to add that the delegations of S1veden and of Trinidad 

and Tobago wish to have the names of their countries added to the list of 

co-sponsors of the draft resolution. 
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The PRESIDENT: It may be recalled that yesterday the representative 

of Mexico requested certain information 1vi th regard to the documentation 

relating to disarmament items. 'This morning, the Secretariat will give 

the required information, and I call on Mr. Corradini, Director and Deputy to the 

Assistant Secretary-General, Centre for Disarmament, to do so. 
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iir. CORRADHJI (Director and Deputy to the Assistant Secretary-General, 

Centre for DisarrJar,lent): Hith reference to the question raised yesterday at 

the 28th meeting of the Committee by the representative of !lexica, I have the 

honour to state the follovrint::;, 

The three vTOrkint; papers for the Preparatory Committee of the Special Session 

of the General AsselJlbly Devoted to Disarmament, referred to by the representative 

of nexico, are in the final stages of preparation. The Secretariat rec;rets that 

there has been some delay in the circulation of these documents. nevertheless, 

the Secretariat vrould like to inform the Committee that every possible effort 

lS beine; made to speed up the finalization and submission of the papers. 

First, the paper entitled 01
1\_ synthesis of the arguments adduced for and 

against each of the four proposals for the creation of nuclear-vreapon-free zones 

that have been included in the General Assembly's agenda (Africa, South Asia, 

the riiddle East and the South Pacific) and for and ae;ainst the proposal for the 

establishment of a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean, includine; a subject index 

and a country index''', has already been completed and is being processed for 

distribution. 

Secondly, the paper entitled ilA descriptive report on the human and material 

resources available to the United Hations Secretariat for its vrork on 

disarmaruent and on the organization of that 1-rorl~'', is in an advanced stae;e of 

preparation. In this connexion, the Secretariat has taken due note of the 

comments made by the representative of l'Iexico that because of its nature 

this should have been the easiest paper to prepare. The Secretariat 1vould just 

like to mention on this subject that it has taken a long time to arrive at a 

precise definition of the detailed functions of the newly established United Nations 

Centre for Disarmmnent in accordance with the existine; administrative regulations 

and procedures. This process of definition has just been completed and the 

paper to be submitted \Till duly reflect the present situation. 

As rec;ards the third paper in question,entitled ''A list of disarmament 

and related proposals officially submitted to the United Nations", it should be 

mentioned that the compilation of the paper vas found to require extensive 

research and drafting because it covers the whole history of 

the initiatives taken 1vithin the United J\Tations in the field of disarmament. 

Nevertheless, this paper also is in the final stage. 



A/C.l/32/PV.29 
32 

(IIr. Corradini) 

In conclusion, the Secretariat uishes to assure the Com11i ttee that every 

effort is beinc; r~Jade to have the three vrorkinc; -~Japers circulated early next ueek. 

The CHAIRliAJJ; I thank dr. Corradini for his statement. I hope that 

!T_er-lbers h2-ve tal;:en note of his explanation. 

I thouc;ht that I would assist the vork 

of this Co;Dmittee by taldnc-: advantac;e of the tirr_e that is a•railable this liJorninc; 

to introduce on behalf of its sponsors the draft resolution contained in document 

It/C.l/32/1.11 of 7 lllove:rnber 1977 on the speciGl session o? the General Assembly 

elevated to disarman1ent. 

'l'his draft resolution has attracted a larc:e nmnber of ~;ponsors from a very 

lfTide cross-section of the membership of this Orp;anization. 

Initiatives for a special session devoted exclusively to the subject of 

disarmament c;o lJack as far as 1961, to the first sUJ"Cnit conference of 

non-"ali::;ned countries held ln Eelec;rade. 'l'his special sessicn is a rnatter of 

c:reat i111portance anci_ concerns the entire international coE1muni ty. The fact 

that it is of such ,,ride spread concern uas clearly denonstrated by the intere:3t 

shoun in the vrorlc of the Preparatory Corm11ittee for the Special Session 5 an 

interest that came frOlil !iember States belonginc; to all c;eoc;raphical rec,ions" 

political c;roups and interests. 

The special session has also a particular sic;nificance in that it seeks to 

dispel the notion that disarnament is a sort of a mystery, something esoteric 

vrhich only a very feH pri vilec,ed individuals ar-2 competent t<::J consider and 

discuss and talce decisions on, and that it is beyond the conr0rehension of smc:cller 

nations like mine. It is true that our contribution to disa:rr'lament is almost 

infinitesimal because ve have no arws to c;i ve up> but -v-re have a special interest 

in the -vrork of the Disarmament Committee because of the effects that disarmament 

vould have not only on uorld peace but on the c;eneral econmnic proc;res s and 

vell--being of the entire 1mrld. 

The de11and for a S!Jecial session uas also the result of the disenchant:ment 

of the vast Hajori ty of /vfembers of this Ore;anization Hi th re[sard to the lack of 

progress made by the Conference of the Cmnnittee on DisarmamE:nt. 
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It is impressive to note that, although this Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament has been in existence for more than 20 years, in the draft resolution 

that was just introduced by the representative of l'Tic;eria I found a very 

interesting operative parac;raph: 

'''ral<...es note of the decision of the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament to set up an Ad Hoc Horl:ing Group to elaborate a comprehensive 

programme for disarmament''. (A/C.l/32/L.ll~) 

lily first reaction to that -vras, what 1vere they doing all these 20 years and LJ.ore, 

nov that they have set up an Ad Hoc Horldng Group to elaborate a comprehensive 

programme for disarmament? In other 1vords, ~Vhat they were doing was merely 

nibbling at the problem. 

V!e hope that this special session ~Vill change the direction that 

di sarrnament negotiations and efforts have been tal\:ing in the past. 

\!e are all mvare of the advantage that can be deri vecl from holding 

special sessions devoted exclusively to special subjects. I have in mind the sixth 

special session, which gave a new impetus to international economic co~operation 

and to the solution of IVOrld economic problems. I have every confidence that 

the special session on disarmament -vrill also have a similar result in creating 

a neH avakeninc_; amone; us in regard to the problems of disarmament and giving a 

new i:mpetus to our efforts in that field. 

I do not wish in any way to minimize the difficulties before the special session, 

but the 1wrh:: that has been put in by the Preparatory Corruni ttee gives room for 

considerable hope that through major co-operation, understanding, good will and 

the demonstration of a spirit of compromise we will succeed in arriving at a 

satisfactory conclusion during that special session. 

In this context I should like to pay a vrarm tribute to the Chairman of 

the Preparatory Committee for the special session, Ambassador Carlos Ortiz de Rozas, 

the representative of Argentina. All those of us who have kno-vm 

Ambassador Carlos Ortiz de Bozas during his years at the United Nations need not 

be at all surprised at the manner in Hhich he guided the -vrork of the Preparatory 

Committee and vre need have no doubts or misgivings regarding the success 

of that Committee. He presided over its vrork with the patience, understandinc;, 

c;ood sence and incomparable diplomatic sl~ill that have al1mys marke\l nim. 
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The report of the Preparatory Conmittee has already been submitted by 

AJ,lbassador de Rozas, and even a perfunctory examination of it lvill show that a p;reat 

deal has been achieved over a ~ride range of complex issues, particularly in 

regard to procedural matters. 
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The draft resolution before us has no element of controversy in it, and 

I hope it will be adopted unanimously by this Committee. I am confident that 

-vrhen the Preparatory Committee resumes its work at its next session on 

24 January 1978 the spirit of compromise, understanding and goodwill that has 

marked its deliberations in the past will continue to be demonstrated. I 

commend this draft resolution to the Committee for its acceptance. 

Mr. MARIN (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The delegation 

of Mexico w·ishes to place on record its apprecin.tion for the speed with -vrhich 

the Secretariat has replied to the question put yesterday, and we hope that 

we shall have the working documents referred to at the beginning of next week 

as -vre have just been promised. 

The CHAIRI-1Al\J: I should like to announce that Upper Volta is nmr 

a co-sponsor of draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.10 and Cnnndn, the Ivory Coast, 

Senegal and the United Republic of Cameroon are now co-sponsors of draft 

resolution A/C.l/32/L.ll. 

~rr. HOUNGAVOU (Benin) (interpretation from French): I wish to 

point out that my country has become a co-sponsor of draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.12. 

The CHAIRMAlJ: That will be noted. The Ivory Coast, Sweden, the 

United Republic of Cameroon and Benin are now co-sponsors of draft 

resolution A/C.l/32/1.12, and Sweden is now a co-sponsor of draft 

resolution A/C.l/32/1.14. 

As there are no speakers for this afternoon's meeting, it will be cancelled. 

It is my intention to put to the vote tomorrow morning draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/1.12 under ar;enda item 33 and draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.14 under 

agendn. item 42. 

The meeting rose at 12.05 ~.m. 




