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The meeting was called to order at 10.50 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 3L, 38, ho, W1, k2, L3, LL L5 6 Le,
B, b8 k9, 51, 52 and 53 (continued)

The F& Il After hearing the speshern inscribed on my list for
thig worning, the Comadttee will take decisions on the Lolleving dralt

resolutions: A/C.1/3%2/L.4, A/C.1/32/L.5, A/C.1/32/1..10/Rev.1l and A/C.1/%2/1..16.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I have the
honour formally to place before the Commitiee the draft resclution contained in

document A/C.l/}E/L.l7, which refers to item 34 of the agenda of the thirty-

second regular session of the General Assembly, entitled "Implementation of
General Assembly resolution 3473 (XXX) concerning the signature and ratification
of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin fmerica (Treaty of Tlatelolco)". This draft vesolution has been sponsored
by the following 22 Jelegations: DBahemas, Barbados, Bolivia, Colcombia, Costa
Rica, Chile, Ecuadcr, El Salvador, Guatemsls, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaice
Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Dominican Republic, Surinam, Trinidad and
Tobago, Uruguay, Venezuels and Mexico.

The first preambular paragraph recalls the three resolutions which the
General fAssembly has adopted on this subject, and the seccnd preambular paragraph
stresses the fact that the non-sovereign political entities loecated in regions
covered by the Treaty of Tlatelolco may derive the benefits flowing from the
Treaty by ratifying and approving Additicnal Protcecl I, and particularly from

theose States which, de jure cr de facto, are internstionally responsible

Tar thode Serritories. o obhe Jlast of she three preambulor parasraphs

e rote with, satisfachion that two of the countrieg 5o wiich Additional
Protocol I is open for signature, namely, the United Kingdom and the Netherlands,
did in fact become parties to that Protocol in 1969 and 1971 respectively.

In resolution 3473 (XXX), the General Assembly appesled to the other two
States that, eccording to the Treaty, could become parties tc Additiocnal
Protocol I to sign it and ratify it as soon es pcssible. The draft resoluticn

which I am formally submitting todey takes note with satisfactlon of the fact
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that on 26 May of this year the President of the United States of America signed
Additicnal Protocol I at a solemn ceremony held in Washington, to which the
President of Mexicc sent thz present Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs as
his personal representative.
a4 that occasion, which the President of the United Stabes termed "a historie
event”, he sald that the coumitment entered into by the United States was of
"world-vide significarce” and he added:
"As I said in my inaugural speech, our last hope is that we shall
be able totally to elininate from this world any dependence on nuclear
weapons, and I believe it to be significant and typical of our Latin American
neightours and of the zountries of the Caribbean that, 10 years before this
date, they themselves have already assumed this valuable commitment which
stands as an example to the world,”
The sponsors of draft sesolution A/C.1/32/L.17 deplore the fact that France,
the only Latin country amongz the four to which the Additional Protocol I is open,
is also the only country that has as yet not taken any step to become party to that

Frotocol.
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On the other hand, we have welccomed with interest the declaration of the
French Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. de Guiringaud, when he addressed

the plenary meeting of the General Assembly and stated that his Government
wished to make a positive contribution to the General Assembly’'s preparation
of a specilal session on disarmament and, during that session, to ziscuss in
detail the general principles of disarmament which he himself had outlined in
his statement.

I hope that one of the first acts confirming France's positive stand as
announced by the Foreign Minister will be to heed the appeal in operative
paragraph 2 of the draft resolution submitted by the Latin American States, to
which I have been referring in this statement. That will allow us next year,
when once again we dilscuss this same subject, to express feelings of
gratification similar to those that at this time we have addressed to the
United States on its signing of Additional Protocol TI.

I also hope that in the very near future effect will be glven to the
paragraph in General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) in which the CGeneral
Assembly recommended that:

"States which are or may become signatories of the Treaty (of Tlatelolco,

Mexico) ... strive to take all the measures within their power to ensure

that the Treaty speedily obtains the widest possible application ..."

What I have Jjust outlined is all the more desirable today since the
number of such States does not even represent one fifth of the number required

for the Latin American instrument to come fully into force.

Mr. FARTASH (Iran): I am going to introduce the draft resolution
in document A/C.l/}E/L.Z?. The world is poised today on the threshhold of a
new age, an age 1n which countries sre moving more than ever before from the
use of the diminishing and scarce traditional socurces of energy to that of
nuclear energy. With the knowledge of nuclear technology and considerable
amounts of fissionable materials becoming more and more availlable, nuclear-
weapon-free zones provide the best means by which non-nuclear-weapon Stateg can,
py their own initiatives and efforts, ensure the absence of nuclear weapons from

their territories, and thus enhance their security.
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The proposal to estaolish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the reglon of
the Middle Rast has been advanced 1in that spirit. It seeks to ensure =a
complete absence of nuclear weapons in that sensitive area of the world and
to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. Furthermore, the growing
interest 1in the regional approach for containing the spread of nuclear
weapons is, in a way, a rzflection of the aprehension over the possible
diversion of the nuclear material intended Tor peaceful uses to military uses.
That, in & more positive sense, is a concrete response to the twin objectives
of harnassing nuclear energy in the service of mankind and, at the same tinme,
forestalling its misuse.

Several factors add additicnal welght and significance to that propssal
in the political setting of the Middle Esst. In a region gripped by a
legacy of rancour and adversity, the prospects of nuclear proliferation are of
tremendous ilmportance, Thus, given the poritical sefiing of the region, what 1is at
stake 1s much more than a rere involvement of adversaries in a senseless nuclear-
armg race. Moreover, as ve review the recent events in the Middle East, we witness
a growing awareness by the international community of the complexity of the
issues involved.

There is at the same tilrme a marked universal desire to avold further
complication of the exist ng issues and problems while wmoving towards a gradual
easing of tensions in the region. A slow yet laudable drive is underway to
move the area from a state of confrontation towards an era of coexistence.

While tremendous efforts are being made and the implements of diplomacy
are at work to disentangle an already complex situation, the area can ill
afford any additional complication in the form of the introduction of nuclear
weapons. Glven the prevailing atmosphere of mutusl suspleion, the unforturate
development of such a sitiation would amount to a serious blow to the chances
for peace. It would not cnly endanger the prospects of any perceived,

Just and durable settlemert of disputes, but would also jeopardize the aliready

shaky structure of a non-proliferation régime in the entire world.
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Three years after the proposal was officially launched in 1074, we are
not any closer to our goal of sparing the area of the Middle East a possible
nuclear-arms race. While we continue to be concerned about the basic causes
underlying our original proposal, we can ill afford to lose sisht of our hones
as to the future turn of events in our region. It is this sense of acute
awareness of the current situation in the Middle Fast that has prompted the
delegations of Bahrain, Egypt, Iran and Kuwait to produce a new draft resolution
on that subject which I have the honour to introduce on behalf of the sponsors.

The present draft contains in essence the same elements incorporated in
previous resolutions of the General Assembly on that subject. The first
three preambular paragraphs recall the basic and significant features of past
decisions. International desire for the establishment of a just and lasting
peace in the region of the Middle East has never been lacking. However, the
level of consciousness as to the need for wmore resolute action has substantially
been heightened during 1977. ‘that significant fsct has been recorded in a new
preambular paragraph. Growing universsl interest in & lasting peace has
been matched during the past several months by the soaring level of apprehension
over posgible proliferation of nuclear wespons, particularly in that sersiive
region of the world. Therefore, another new paragraph has been suggested to

reflect that reality.
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It has generally been recognized that in trying to promote the concept of
nuclear-weapon-free zones in various parts of the world due anotice should be
taken of their special political and social characteristics. The seventh
preainibular paragraph is an effort to give expression to that fact.

Recognition of the peculiarities and complexities of the region leads
to a logical conclusion: tie need to explore possibilities that might create
momentum towards the goal of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East. The eighth preambular paragraph is an attempt to underscore that
idea. Given the intricate nature of this question, it is obvicus that more
than a traditional approach to solving the problem iavolved is required -
hence our emphasis on the nced to create momentum should be seen in that
light.

While we are groping for possibilities to lead us along the tortuous
road in the direction of esuablishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in our
area we cannot afford to len ourselves be overtaken by irreversible situations.
Time is a precious element :n our race against possible develcpments that
might have a direct bearing on the future course of events in our region.

If we look upon the proposal under discussion as a serious undertaking
then it is incumbent upon all of us to keep those eventualities in mind
and to back up both our intention and determination by going well beyond
the usual paying of lip service to this cause.

In the circumstances indigenous to that area there are certain basic
requirements that first must be satisfied in order for the concept of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Past to receive a genuine push forward.
The operative paragraphs of this draft resolution are intended to be responsive
to those necessities.

To be sure, none of the operative paragraphs is new; they reiterate
exactly what was sald about this issue in last year's resolution. The
difference is, however, their newly acquired significance in the light of
ongoing developments ian the Middle Fast region. Moreover, more attention
is paid in the new draft to the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones and
the connexion between such zones and a viable non-proliferation régime based

on the Non-Proliferation Treaty.
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It is an undeniable fact that, by carrying out the mutual obligations
envisaged in the operative part of this draft, a gigantic step will be taken
towards preventing the horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons in that
region, thus contributing significantly to the goals of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty. Besides, any positive action in that’direction would go a long way
in breaking the existing cycle of mistrust and mutual lack of faith which
has so many times frustrated efforts to bring abont peace, Justice and secourity
in that area.

I can hardly overemphasize the cruacial importance of the role of the nuclear-
weapey States, as stipulated in operative paragraph 3 of thils draft resolubicn,

!,

Suffice 1t tr gay thet the seriousness with vhih they copicenh this goasstion, their
achbics or lack of ity could well be construed as a test of the credibility
of their necn-proliferaticn policies throughout the world.

I turn now to operative paragraph 4 in which the spoasors have relterated
their invitation to the Secretary-General to continue to explore possibilities
of making progress towards the goal of this draft resolution. The circumstances
which, in our opinion, had led to the original invitation in previous
resolutions are still valid; so is the coantext within which we envisage the
role of the Secretary-General in this respect. I shall therefore refrain
from reviewing them again.

In conclusion, I cnce again draw the attention of representatives
to the observations that I have made, and, In the light oi tic, 1 commend this

draft resolution for unanimous adecption by this Committee.

Mr. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): Our statement will deal with the
report of the Preparatory Committee for the Special Session of the General
Assembly Devoted to Disarmament (A/32/41) and with the draft resolution
relating to agenda item 52 (A/C.1/32/L.11).

We have listened carefully to the statements of a number of delegations

which have presented their observations, ideas and expectations in connexion
with the special session devoted to disarmament. That session should, accordii: to
the vnanimnus view, constitute a turning-point and create ths necessary

conditions making possible, on the basis of the documents it will adopt, a
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more rapid progress Gtowards solving the problem of disarmament as one of the mejor
problems of our time.

The initiative of the non-aligned countries to convene a special session
devoted to disarmament has net with the broadest support of the States Members
of the United Nations because it reflected not only general concern over the
unsatisfactory situation ia the field of disarmament - which is characterized
by an ever more intensive arms race, especially nuclear, and its extension
to all regions - but alsoc 2 firm resolve to take stock of the road covered
by the international commuiity in the field of disammament and to determine
new approaches and courses of future action.

We are particularly interested in that second aspect aimed at the
formulation, as emphasized in the debate, of a new stratesry {or disarmement.
Qur thinking along those lines has very much in common with the views already
expressed in this Committee. Actually, it seems to us that it is primarily
a broadly wanifested desire tc malke a constructive contribution to the success
of the special session which has been clearly expressed in the work
of the Preparatory Committee so far.

The special session on disarmament will also take place in a perilod
preceded by intensive efforts by the USSR and the United States of America
to reach further agreements within the context of the Strategic Arms
Limitation Talks ( SALT) negotiations and, together with Great Britain,
with regard to the conclus:ion of a treaty on the comprehensive ban of all
nuclear-weapon tests. Within the framework of those positive eandeavours
one should also meation the efforts of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament (CCD) to bring to a close, as soon as possible, the negotiations
on the prohibition of chemical weapons. .

Those favourable circumstances encourage us to believe that - as some other
speekers have also said - it is perhaps not tooc optimistic to expect
the reslization of some of those agreements before the special session.

Such an outcome would encourage fresh efforts for achieving genuine disarmament
measures aad for creating a favourable atmosphere for a search for common

solutions at the special session.
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May I submit some of our preliminary thoughts on the contents of the
document or documents of the special session on disarmement.

As regards the elaboration of one or several final documents for the
special session, we favour the drafting of a single document. That is, as
noted in the report, the prevailing view in the Preparatory Committes.
However, we have an open mind and gre ready to tske into considerstion other

soluticns,too, if such proposals enjoy broad support.
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The Amedatou accapted i prijuciple by the Preparatory Committee to the

cffect that the final document of the special session should consist of four
varts - namely, preamble, declaration on disarmament, programme of action
amd macitinary fur disarmament negotiations - meets the wishes of the members

of aud other participants in the work of the Preparatory Committee.

e helieye thal the preamble to the final document should be sufficiently
compehensive, as it should relate to the document as a whole. The
preamble shionld retflect tie current situation in connexion with the arms race
aud point to the harmful consequences of this race for international peace
and security and the social and economic development of the world. It
shunld also say something about the current efforts being exerted towards
the achievement of disarmament measures and make an appraigsl of the
results achieved. 7le also feel that it will be necessary to mention in
the preamble some basic principles relating to international peace and
security, the role of the United Nations and the objectives and priorities
of the international community in the field of disarmament.

The declaration on disarmament should embody, in our view, a sum of
clearly formulated principles of long-term value. It should embody both
those principles which have already proved their value and those whose
universal value is being confirmed in everyday practice. e have in mind, for
instance, principles that would affirm that the regulation of armaments and
disarmament and the achievement of general and complete disarmament as a
final objective are the ccmmon obligation and responsibility of all the
Itates Heahsrs of the Urited Neticns.

One of the principles should affirm that the measures for the limitation,
reduction and elimination of armaments, until the attainment of the objective
of general and complete disarmament, should be implemented in a balanccd manner
so that no State and no group of States should, in the couvrse of this process,
ecquire military advantagss over another State or (roup oi States.

One of the important orinciples should relate to the need to ensure, in all
the phases of implementation of measures, a balance of mutually acceptable

rights and obligations as hetween nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear weapon States.



ET/em A/C.1/32/PV.32
17

(Mr. Mihajloviec, Yugoslavia)

The principles should also emphasize that all types of weapons and systems
of mass destruction that pose the greatest threat to international peace and
the survival of mankind should enjoy the highest priocrity among all
disarmament measures.

% nventional weapons, and especizlly the development of new systems of
weapons whieh, by their effects, come close to nuclear and other weapons of
mass destruction, should find their place among the principles on disarmament,
it being understood that a definitive solution with regard to the limitation
and reduction of conventional weapons and armed forces can be found only
within the framework of general and complete disarmament.

Among the principles particular stress should be laid on the fact that the
development of science and technology constitutes a common heritage of mankind
and cannot be the privilege of one country or group of countries cnly. Within
this context it would be necessary also to incorporate the principle that
all countries, without discrimination, should have access to scientific
achievements and technology for the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
ag one of the important sources of accelerated economic development, of the
developing countries in particular, and to provide also that appropriate
international safeguards be applied to all States without discrimination.

One of the important principles should relate to the role of the United
Nations, in view of its primary responsibility for the maintenance of international
peace and security and its competence with respect to disarmament and the
regulation of armaments under the Charter. One of the essential conditions
of establishing this role and strengthening the responsibility of the United
Nations in this field is that it be kept informed of the results of disarmament
negotiations in time and in an appropriate manner.

The programme of action, or programme of disarmament, in our opinion,
should be sufficiently ambitious but also should be set within a realistic time
framework which would make its implementation possible., %e have in mind the |
drafting of a programme which in terms of its dynamics and priorities could
be implemented in determined phases that would not be rigidly fixed in terms of

time. Consequently, there should be, in the course of the drafting of the
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programne of action in the Preparatory Committee, a clear conception of what is
desired and what can be achieved within a relatively short period of time
and what should be a lonzg~term programme of action. In order toc prevent such a
programme from becoming i dead letter there should be provision for machinery
for a periodic review of its ipplementation. The proposals submitted here
suggest that such a reviaw should be carried out at a second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in the course of 1981, or at
an appropriate time, These proposals seem to us reasonable as they provide for
the necessary continuity in maintaining the momentum that we wish to attain
by convening the special session.

Tith regard to the nachinery for disarmament negotiations, the Yugoslav

delegation has explained its views on several occasions within the framework of

the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. It 1s not our intention to repeat

them in detail here as we will have the opportunity to present our views in the
course of the work of the Preparatory Committee and at the special session. At
this time, however, we should like to lay particular emphasis on the importance
that we attach to the strengthening of the role of the United Nations in the
field of disarmement. Ir this respect the representative of Yugoslavia in this
Committee, Ambassador Jaksa Petrid, said, inter alia, in his speech on
27 October 1977:
"The United Nations could play a very important role in elaborating
negotiating principles, drawing up programmes of measures and actions,
promoting and linking the present negotiating mechanisms, and intensifying
its own activity by iaving, among other things, the Political Committee
become & body dealiniy exclusively with problems of disarmament and
International securisy by reviewing the progress achieved as well as
providing the necessary impetus for further negotiations ..."

(a/c.1/32/PV.13, p. 57)
“le also belleve that in the course of the preparatory work for the special

session an analysis of the existing machinery for negotiations should be made
in order te make it possible to draw definitive conclusions concerning its

positive aspects and short-comings. In this the Yugoslav delegation will be
gulded bty the well-known maxim that the best should never become the enemy of the

good .
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This means that everything necessary should be done, without hampering the
disarmament efforts taking place within the existing bodies, such as the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, to make that Committee a true
negotiating body and, by necessary improvements, more efficient and
representative.

In concluding, may I once again emphasize the Yugoslav delegation's
appreciation of the constructive and workmanlike approach that characterized the
Preparatory Committee'ls sessions, the spirit of understanding that prevailed
and the readiness of its members to co-operate most actively in the search for
generally acceptable solutions, as well as our hope that it will successfully
complete its work of drafting the declaration on disarmament and the
programme of action. I alsco wish to express the hope that this Committee
will adopt by consensus both the report of the Freparatory Committee and
the draft resolution on the special session, which were so ably introduced by

the representatives of Argentina and Sri lLanka respectively.
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Mr. HAMTLTON (Sweden): I have asked *o be allcwcd to speak in order %o
{ntroduce two draft resolutions: the first, under agenda item 51, regarding
the publication of a disarmament periodicel, and the second, under agenda

item 38, with respect to incendiary and other specific conventional weapons
vhich may be the subject o1 prohibitions or restrictions of use for humanitarian
reasons.

Beginning with the publication of a disarmament periodical, I have the

honour to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.13 on behalf of the delegations
of fustria, Denmark, Finland, Italy, Jordan, Norway, Romania, Tunisia,

Venezuela and my ewn country,

By resolution 31/90 of 14 December 1976, the General Assenbly requested
the Secretary-General to implement as sown as possible the measures recommended
by the Ad Hoc Cemmittee en ‘the Review of the Role of the United Nations in the
Field of Disarmament falling within his area of responsibilities. An
important aspect of the recommended measures is the infourmation activities of
the United Nations.

It is our belief that the efforts towards disarmament of the United Nations
and its Member States will te more fully supported by public opinion once people
get better informed of the yreconditions for our work and ef possible results of
alternative lines ef develorment, Information activities have important
implications for the possibilities to achleve results, but regrettcebly this
aspect has in the past been rather neglected, Furthermore, we feel that
Governments need to be kept informed about current facts and developments in
the disarmame:t field., Thes2 should be brought to Governments, as well as
concerned citizens, accurately but in very readable form,

The United Nations Dissrmement Centre has prepared the first volume of
the United Nations Disarmement Yearbook, It is the view of my delegation that
this first yearbock will prcve of great importance as a source of information
in the field of disarmament. The elaboration of this volume is an impressive
achievement, inter alia, considering the limited tine that las heen availatle
for accomplishing it.

The Ad Hec Committee on the Review of the Role of the United Natioms in
the Field of _isarmament als> recommended that upon publication of the jecartcok
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the General Assembly should consider publishing a disarmament periodical.
The draft resolution contained in document A/C,1/32/L.13 is intended to
fcllow up the A1 Hoc Comnittee's recommendations, which the Genera’
Assembly sdopted last year by consensus,

As regards the text of the draft resolution, the first preambular
paragraph refers to the General Assembly resolution of last December which
endorses the proposels mede by the Ad Hee Committee, The second, third and
fourth preambuler paragraephs make reference to the 18 October 1977 report
of the Secretary-General (A/32/276), in which he indicates the measures so
far carried out in accordance with the recommendetions of the General Assembly -
in particular, the publication ¢f the United Nations Disarmament Yearbook.

The last preambular paragraph recalls that the report of the Ad Hoc Committee,
which was adopted by consensus, contains a recommendation to the effect that
the General Assembly shall consider publication of a disarmament periodical,

Operative paragraph 1 contains guidelines as to the material and
information to be presented in the periodical. I may note that the substance
of this paragraph is ldentical with the wording in the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee, May I add that it is our understanding that the periodical
should be published in gll working languages of the Assembly, on an average
of three numbers a year,

As re;uvds the amendment to this draft resolution submitted by, the
representative of Saudi Arabia, Anmbassador Baroody, in document A/C.1/32/L,15,

I wish to state that draft resolution A/C,1/3%2/L, 13 limits itself ~n purpose tc
the cavryling ot of a decision in prineiple already btaken last year by consensus:
namely, to ask the Secretary-General to publish a disarmament bulletin. The
thought-provoking idea on the preparation of a United Nations candid film

on wars and their consegquences does not fit in this context. The question

of the bulletin has been cerefully congidered, first at the Ad Hoc Committee

on the Role of the United Nations in Tlisarncment end later on at the

thirty-first General Assembly session. Trig ras not been the case withk the
proposal of the film, which in the opinion of the sponsors slonld Le considered

separately,
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The sponsors ef draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.13 would therefore appeal
to the representative of Saudi Arabia to kindly reconsider his proposal,

A withdrawal of the proposed amendment would considerably facilitate a
decision on the @isavnauwent bulletin. I need hardly stress the importance
of the bulletin, which will have a major role to play, inter alia, in
giving important information on the fyrthcoming special session of the
United Nations General Assenbly devoted to disarmament.

My delegation would like to believe that, in view of the fact that the
recommendation by the Ad Joc Committee regarding & periodical has already
been approved by the General Assembly, there is reason for hope that the draft
resolution can be adopted by consensus in this Committee,

Turning now to the sccond item of my statement, I have the honour
today to introduce draft resolution A/C.ljﬁ?/L.29, on agenda item 38 -
Incerdiary and other specific conventlonal weapons which may be the
subject of prohibitions o restrictions of use for humanitarian reasons =-
on behalf of the delegations <f fZunebria, Finland, Jorden, Netherlands,
Norway, Tunisia and my ow:n country,

Before doing so, I see a need to dwell somevhat on the history of
this item and to provide a brief summary of where we stand today after the
conclusion of the Geneva Diplomatic ('.rTereirce on International Humanitarian Law,

The major developmenis on the weapons issue have until now unfolded
outside the immediate Unitied Nations framework: namely, through the four
gsessions of the Diplomstic Conference on the Reaffirmation and Development
of International Humanitarian Law, ln two expert (wifererces at Lucerne and
Lugano and in various technical and legal fipesi. forums. The most substantive
United Nations contribution to the item is found in the Secretary=-General's
reports, on itapalii and other incendiary weapons and i1 Governments! comments
thereon. Apart from this, the evaluation of the weapons issue has merely
been registered in this Committee of the General Assembly through the
annual resclution on incerdiary weapons and other weapons which may be
deemed to cause superflucocts Injury. Those resolutions constitute important

expressions of the world-uwide desire to restrict or prohibit the use of



MP/tg Afc.1/%2/FV, 32
2k-25

(Mr, Hamilton, Sweden)

some particularly cruel weapons, They have not, however, dealt directly
with the details of negotiations., This has very properly been left to the
Diplomatic Conference, which at its first sessicn established a separate
committee on weapons to tackle that matter.
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Over the last five years considerable efforts have been made by many
delegations to advance the weapons issue. My own country joined forces early
with a number of neutral, non-aligned and other countries in presenting concrete
proposals on a number of weapons, including incendiaries, mines, K some small
calibre projectiles, and certain blast and fragmentation weapons. Over the years
these proposals have been further refined in the light of technical and medical
research and international discussions.

Although the negotiations within the Diplomatic Conference have advanced at
slow pace, we can today register that the last session of that Conference did
finally achieve certain progress in the weapons field and managed to lay some
ground for future work. Within a working group of the whole, veritable
negotiations over different texts were pursued. In certain cases, drafting of
nearly agreed texts was possible, whereas in others a certain stalemate persisted,
Some information on the present state of affairs is presented in the Secretary-
General's report (A/32/124). The Diplomatic Conference could thus register
agreement on the desirability of banning the use of weapons which for their
primary effect rely on the use of projectiles non-detectable by X-ray. This is
hardly a major category of weapons - some even doubt its existence - but it was,
nevertheless, a welcome statement of positive intentions.

Secondly, and more important, there was wide agreement on the need to protect
the civilian population by restrictions on the use of landmines and booby-traps
and by rules on the registration and neutralizing of such weapons. There was
less progress with regard to¢ incendiaries, including napalm. Here the problem
is less technical than political and military. My country, together with many
others, remains convinced that the phasing out of most kinds and uses of
incendiaries is possible without upsetting any military balance. We remain
hopeful that through some eccommodation on all sides it will be possible to find
a common ground for agreement.

With regard to small calibre projectiles we have to recognize that
significant differences of opinion still prevail. The question is complex, both
medically and technically. The guestion of especially injurious small calibre
projectiles comes to the foire &t the time wren both military elliances seem to be

getting ready to embark upon supplying their armed forces with new, efficient,
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light automatic rifles with projectiles of a smaller calibre than the current
7.76. 1In this process they may, however, have overlooked the need to avoid
increasing the normal wounding power of the new weapon beyond the legitimate

goal, which is to render an adversary hors de combat, but not to cause superfluous

injury. This is the major reason why Sweden, together with others, has advocated
a ban which would in essence restate the existing ban on the dum-dum bullet,

from 1899, whieh fprbids the use of bullets "which expand or flatten easily

in the human body". Our proposals have not yet met with general approval.

This, however, is an issue which the international community should not
allow to slip out of its hands. Both military alliances are capable of developing
bullets with significant early tumbling and excessive wcairding propensities. It
seems vital that those who order and design munitions should take steps to avoid
an escalation in the wounding power of one of the world's most common weapons.

Ve are convinced that this can be done without impairing the militery utility
of the new weapons in questlon. If this is true, it is a development which we
must encourage with or without agreements.

In order not to tax the Committee's collective patience too hard, I chall not
deal with certain other weapons categories dealt with by the Diplomatic Conference.
They will have to be taken up in due course in the negotiation we are jointly
planning.

As a result of the discussions achieved in the Committee of Veapons of the
Diplomatic Conference, there has emerged unanimous agreement that a special
conference on weapons should be called in 1979 with a view to reaching
agreements on various weapons categories and on a review mechanism.

The Diplomatic Conference having concluded its work, the question of
specific conventiocnal weapons which may be the subject of prohibitions or
restrictions of use for humanitarian reasons has now reverted to the United
Nations, where continued negotiation will have to take place.

At the Diplomatic Conference in Geneva, as well as in the informel
consultations on this gquestion held just before the First Committee started its
work, and in the following negotiations about a draft, resoclution, there was and
is unanimity that a conference should be held in 1979. There is also agreement

that the conference should be carefully prepared, with regard both to procedural
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and to substartive matters. Regrettably, it has, in spite of the intensive
efforts of the sponsors, not yet been possible to find common language for the
setting up of a preparato;y committee or preparatory conference. As is not
unusual in such discussions, the main problems have related to the actual
composition and procedures of a preparastory committee or conference.

As to the decisi n-meking process I wish to underline that it must be
the prsparatory committee, or preparatory conference,which by itself take
decisions in procedural metters. However, I would in this context say the
folloying.,

Sweden realizes that in matters of humanitarian concern which also have
military and security aspects a careful balance must be obtained. Without
prejudging the decision by the preparatory committee or conference, which has
to decide on all guestions of procedure, the formula must in my mind ensure
that for all practical purposes and based on previous experience in this field,
decisions on substance will always be the result of, the widest possible agreement.
If this is not the case, they will be impracticable.

Moreover, in our opinion i is not correct to say that the copference
itself will adopt agreements that are binding for the participants. Frotocols
or conventions will of course be worked out in the usual manner., These will
however not be binding for a State only by mere adoption at the conference.
What is needed is that States sign and ratify the protocols or conventions,

The reason participants in the Diplomatic Conference - and for that
matter other conferences of the same kind - have been striving for consensus
was the awareness that if shere were not such unanimity a large number of States
would not sign and ratify the texts. OSuch awareness will certainly also guide
future negotiations regarding the weapons we are discussing. I think we can all
agree that in the opposite case the work of the conference would risk being
meaningless.

Negotiations among thie members of the First Committee have not so far been
concluded. Nevertheless, hecause of the time limit for submitting
proposals, the sponsors have found it necessary to introduce the draft

resolution before the corsultations have come to an end.
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However, we trust that in the coming days the onguing consultations will
be successful in meeting the different views of all parties concerned. In
that manner we would be able to present a revised version of this draft
resolution, which includes decisions to hold a conference in 1979 and appropriate
arrangements for its preparation. These elements are, as gll members can note,
not included in the present draft. It is of course self-evident that these
elements must appear in this year's resolution. Otherwise there will not be
time enough to prepare the conference in 1979, on the convening of which there is
uranimity. We sincerely believe that our points of view are not so far apart
that they cannot be bridged. My delegation, on behalf of the co-sponsors
of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.29 pledges tc all members of this Committ-e
support for renewed efforts to achieve this goal in the few days that we still

have left to us.
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Mr. CHAMPENOIS (Belgium) firt~ p-r-ation from French): I should 1like
to introduce the draft resolition in document A/C.1/32/L.26 submitted by my

country on the regional aspzcts of disarmament which come under item 51 of
the agenda.

For a year now, Belgium has repeatedly returned to the question of
disarmament from the regional standpoint. At the thirty-first session
my delegation set forth its .ldeas in the First Committee and eommunicated
to Member States a memoranduin on this subject.

The Belgian viewpoint 1 therefore widely known as are the reasons for
which we submitted this year a draft resolution advocating & study of the regional
aspects of disarmament. To u greater extent even than last year, we are
convinced that the United Na'ions should devote systematic attention to the
numerous possibilities offered by the regional approach to disarmament and
armaments control as well as to appropriate measures to increase confidence and
stability

Indeed, the arms race hus steadily developed and has come to affect all
parts of the world, including those which have hitherto been relatively spared
this phenomenon. The report on the economic and social consequences of the
armaments race 1s eloguent orn this. Without denylng the priority that we
should continue to give to tre reduction and ultimate elimination of weapons
of mass destruction as well s to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons which
constitutes by far the gravest threat to mankind, we note ithat the bulk of
military expenditures in the world is being devoted to conventional weepons.
Thus & considerable proporticn of the world's resources is being devoted to
military expenditures which end up being incommensurate with the wequirements of
the legitimate security of States and stability in international relations.
Indeed, above a certain level armaments actually contribute to engen’oring
insecurity, instability and uncertainty as to the real or presumed intentions
of the various parties. There logically follows from this a chain reaction
the process of which is liable to get out of control by involving whole areas
in an arms race that can only prove ruinous. The process ends by assuming an
absolutely inexorable character that it seems impossible to escape, at least
at the levei of each individual State. This phenomenon, which was for a long
time the sad privilege of Europe, has now the tendency to spread throughout the
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whole world precicely at a time when in East-West context détente tas been
manifesting itself, particularly in the form of bilateral and multilateral
negotiations aimed at a balanced reduction of forces, and while the first measures
designed to increase confidence in stability are being implemented.

Furthermore, the unprecedented increase in conventional weapons throughout
the world is disturbing because it only serves to increase the risk of nuclear
proliferation. Indeed, the arms race leads logically to the search for the
perfect weapon vwhich, far from being an absolute guarantee, serves Ly way
of reaction orly to increase the risks of & total coaflagration.

The modern world is marked by a steadily growing interdependence. Events
that occur in one part of the world are liable to affect, directly or indirectly,
the whole of the international community. That is why disarmament - and primarily
t he halting of the arms race - is a matter within the responsibility of every
State and every rart of the world. That is why, in cur view, tlie regicnal acproach
is not incompatible with the global approach. On the contrary, they are mutually
complementary. The Belgian proposition entails no relaxation, therefore, of
efforts that have been made towards general and complete disarmament. We know,
moreover, that this remote objective can be r«ally attzined rnly to the ext-=nt
to which disarmament itself will also have made progress on a regional basis.
Furthermore - and this remark applies in particular to Europe -~ a substantial
reduction in nuclear weapons can only be concelved of in lterms cf' a rtalanced
reduction of conventional weapons in ci 'etiwsteices that will provide an
undiminisred degree of security for each State.

The regional approach to disarmament is not really a new one. Our
Organization has already considered it, particularly within the framework of a
study on nuclear-weapon-free zones which has made it possible to indicate a
nurber of possibilities and guiding principles. Certain regional agreements have
already been concluded. I am thinking in particular of the Treaty of Tlatelolco
on the denuclearization of Latin America. This is an entirely essential
contribution to peace and security. Oimilar resolutions every year are aimed
at the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in various yarts of the world.
tle very much hope that it will be possible to embark upon that course advocated by
them, provided that certain basic criteria are respected.
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The report on the econoric and social consequences of the armaments race
also stresses, without going into detail, the opportunities offered by the
regional approach, particulaxly wvwithin the conventional weapons field,

Negotiations are going cn in central Europe with regard to a Lalanced
reduction of forces, and the Helsinki Conference has made it possible to adopt
s number of measures designed to increase confidence and stability. It therefore
appeaxrs 1o us that numerous yossibilities exist at the regicnal level which,
in the light of the interdependence that I mentioned, would help to bring us
closer to what remains our priority objective, namely, general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

The purpose of the Belgian proposal is to identify systematically what those
possibilities are, to study their implications from the standpoint of general
and complete disarmament and to define, as has been done for the nuclear-weapon=
free zones, a number of guiding principles the application of which would be
left to the initiative of the States concerned within the same region, because
in the final analysis it is up to those States themselves to make an assessment,
within their sovereignty, of the necessary conditions to assure their security.

T should like to be very clear about this last point. The United Nations ecannot
and should not replace States either In assessing the advisability of measures to
be contemplated or in defininz ways ard means of implementing these measures.

In this specific case, the role of the United Nations would be to draw up a
reference document setting forth the various reglonal possibilities. These
are the goals and the limits of the study proposed by Belgium, and they are
to be found in the three operative paragraphs in the draft resoclution
before this Committee.
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Vle also think that this work of reflection should be undertaken immediately
so as to prepare, as specifically as possible the debate which the special
session on disarmament will inevitably be devoting to those questions, depending
on the various items of its agenda. Thus, the study proposed by Belgium should
be staggered over successive stages, in such a way as to take account of
decisions and recommendations which may emanate from that special session.

The initial phase would consist in calling on States to make known their
views on the regional aspects of disarmament, including measures designed to
increase confidence and stability. These national communications, in our view,
constitute the point of departure required for any study. Ve have seen, irdeed,
that it was the task of States themselves to decide, in the exercise of their
sovereignty, on the specific measures which could be adopted on the regiocnal
level, This is the purpose of operative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution.
These national communications should be available so as to be transmitted to
the special session for the purpose of information. They could in this way
contribute to the debate., This is the aim of operative paragraph 2.

The study proper would be undertaken subsequently. The Secretary-General,
with the assistance of a group of qualified governmental experts, could make
a compilation of the various national communications. On this basis - and
also in the light of the views and points made at the special session on
disarmament - it should be possible to go into detail with regard to the data
of the problem and to draw a certain number of conclusions and a number of lessons
which would constitute for the international community a useful basis of
reference, That is the purpose of paragraph 3. The scope and modalities of
the proposed study would be determined in the light of the national
communications which are sent in. Thus, having indicated the objective in
terms of which these communications would be made, we propose that the final
decision to embark on the study should only be taken at the thirty-third session
of the General Assembly.
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The draft resolution wiich we submit is drafted in very general terms.

At this quite preliminary s:-age of reflection, Belgium does not intend to
prejudge what might be the conclusions of the study it proposes, without
Govermments having had firs: of all the opportunity to make known their views
with regard to the merits and difficulties of the regional approach.

However, in anticipation of what might be the national contribution of
Belgium, I shall state brief'ly what in ocur view might be the important points
about regional approach.

It seems to us, first of all, that the needs of security are more easily
understood among States in the same region. It is easier to identify the
elements of negotiation at the regional level, or at the level of a group of
States, whether they be measures of limitation, of reduction or any other
measures designed to increacse confidence.

The regional approach has the merit of offering great flexibility of
application. Indeed, the prospects for agreement vary from one region to
another, depending on the pclitical and military factors and, in particular,
on the existence of conflicts. It is obvious that in these cases regional
measures cannot be envisaged outside a preliminary political settlement.

However, a situation peculiar to a given region could at a certain time promote
certain types of specific measures, when they might be inapplicable in other
parts of the world or at the world level.

Now the regional approa:zh offers possibilities in the nuclear and conventional
weapon fields. I have already mentioned nuclear-weapon-free zones which, in
appropriate circumstances, could serve as an effective means of strengthening
security while contributing >0 non-proliferation. It is also at the regional
level that the problems posed by negative guarantees can be the best aprreciated,
and the better identified.

Within the conventional weapon field, where the development of the arms race
has escalated as never before, States in the same region could agree on a
definition of armament norms; or norms of non-armament, which would ensure their
security without, however, obliging them to incur expenditures which are becoming
ever more intolerable burdens in comparison with the economic and social needs

vhich have to be met. Thus these States could agree on a reciprocal basis
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on measures of limitation or non-acquisition of certain types of weapons, the
appearance of which in a given region might have a destabilizing effect.
States outside the region considered could of course be invited to respect the
norms laid down there, particularly with regard to the transfer of weapons.

It has been said that the regional approach could offer numerous
possibilities within the realm of measures designed to increase confidence
and stability. ©Some of these measures - and some of them, we must acknowledge,
are still in an embryonic stage - were adopted within the framework of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe. Experience has shown that they
effectively contribute to an improvement of the political climate in a given
area. Of course, confidence measures are still not themselves true measures of
disarmament, but we know how much disarmament is a matter of the prevailing
climate, and hence the importance of defining, within the military realm, conduct
and rules of conduct liable to improve the political environment.

These are some of the possibilities offered by the regional approach.
In our view, they should be studied in a systematic way because they can make an
effective contribution to the development of conditions which will bring us
closer to general and complete disarmament. Without advocating any particular
solutions, and without wishing to replace States themselves in decisions which
ought to be theirs alone in the exercise of their sovereignty, and in accordance
with the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter, the General
Assembly could do some useful work by ensuring that the international community
is provided with a reference document indicating the possibilities offered by
regional approaches, which perhaps have not been sufficiently explored hitherto.

The draft resolution before the Committee is the result of a long
series of contacts. It has been repeatedly amended so as to take account of
the views, suggestions and points made. We think that in its present form
it does largely meet these concerns. We should like to believe, therefore,

and we certainly hope, that it will be widely approved.
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Mr. de LATGLESIA (3pain) (interpretation from Spanish): As I pointed

out in the course of the gensral debate when discussing disarmament issues, the
Spanish delegation considers that the possibilities opened up by the regional
approach to disarmament in all its aspects 1s of major importance. It is for
that reason that we warmly sipport the draft resolution contained in document
A/C.1/32/1.26, sponsored by 3elgium,

Similarly, pursuant to -Shat line oereasoning} we agree entirely with the
two draft resolutions contained, respectively, in documents A/C.1/32/L.17 and L.18
regarding the broadening of -—he Treaty of Tlatelolco which we trust will take
place very soon.

Moreover, as we all know, Spain is a member of the Committee on the world
disarmament conference, and we therefore are one of the sponsors of the draft
resolution contained in docunient A/C.1/32/L.25.

We are also sponsors of the draft resolution contained in document
A/C.1/32/1.16 which refers to the holding of a special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament and which calls for the preparation of a report
to study the relationships that exist between disarmament and development. To
that end it is proposed that a group of experts be set up to deal with the
matter, and we wish to offer our co-operation with such a group.

Finally, the Spanish delegation wishes to support the initiative of a
number of countries interested in convening a conference to limit the use of
incendiary and other specific¢ conventional weapons which may be deemed to be
excessively injurious, in accordance with the decision taken by the Diplomatic
Conference on International Fumanitarian Law in its resolution 22 (IV), which
appears in document A/C.1/32/L.29. We believe that that is an extremely
interesting draft. However, in light of what was said at this meeting by the
representative of Sweden, we would hope that it would be reinforced by specific
measures that might lead to the convening and the preparation of that conference
since we atbach enormous importance to 1t and intend to take an active part

in it.
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Mr, NEAGU (Romania): I take this opportunity, on behalf of the
Romanian delegation, to make a few comments on the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/32/L.26 just introduced by the representative of Belgium. One of
the fundamental conclusions - and I should say the common denominator - of 2ll the
opinions expressed during the debate in our Committee on disarmament consists in
the generally acknowledged necessity of adopting, on a world-wide scale and with
the participation of all States, effective measures for gereral arnd ccuplcte
disarmament - first of all, nuclear disarmament.

My Govermment strongly supports that idea and our delegation has had the
opportunity to present its views concerning the place and the role that *he special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement can and 1s expected to play
in the launching of a genuine disarmament process on a world-wide level. In our
view, the attaimment of the final goal, which is that of general and complete
disarmament, requires not only efforts undertaken on a world-vide scale but ales of
regional and even individual actions. By individual actions we mean that the big,
strongly armed countries can proceed unilaterally to some troop and armaments
reduction. Such efforts, far from being detrimental to the actions undertaken on
a world-wide scale, represent in our view a loglcal, complementary move likely to
exert a positive influence and to stimulate the whole process of military
disengagement and disarmament.

A regional approach that would be a part of the endeavours of a universal
character and would be accepted by all the States from a certain area presents in our
viewy several specific advantages. Let us mention a few. First, the working cut
and adoption of disarmament measures are undertaken under comparatively homogeneous
geonolitical conditions. Secondly, the security interests of the States are in
gencral giwmilar cr even common. Thirdly, the number of States engaged in regotiations
and prepared to becocme parties to the potential agreement is rather low. TFourthly,
the States involved know each other well and are connected not only by their
geopolitical situation but also by their common history. Besides, more than once a
basis has already been provided by bilateral and multilateral agreements of good-
neighbourliness and co-cperation.

During the discussions on disarmament issues in this Committee, many
delegations have welcomed the idea of creating nuclear-weapon-free zones in

different areas of the world and have emphasized theilr importance for the
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disarmament process as a whole. The denuclearization of Latin America under the
Tlateloleco Treaty confirms the importance and utility of the regional approach to
nuclear disarmament. The many proposals set forth by several States throughout
the years, some of which have become items on our agenda, bear witness to the fact
that the Mewber States are deeply interested in the establishment of nuclear-
weapon~-free zones,

In our delegation's view, the success obtained in the regional approach to
nuclear disarmament Justifies and requires further steps aimed at strengthening
mutual confidence and stabili-sy and reducing the armed forces and armaments.

That necessity is poarticularly felt in Europe where more than in any other
part of the world there is at vresent an unprecedented concentration of armed
forces and modern armaments, Including nuclear weapons. In Burope there are
about 8 million troops, more <han 45,0C0 tanks, more than 15,C00

military alrcraft and some 11,000 tactical nuclear payloads.
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It is on that continent that the two military bloecs - the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) and the Warsaw Pact - are coanfronting each other.
It is also on the territory of many Buropean States that foreign military
bases and foreilgn troops are located. Mankind can never forget that it was
on the Buropean continent too “hat were staf%ed the two world conflagrations
which took place in our century, taking a toll of tens of millions of
victims and causing lwmense materizl damasge in all fields of human activity
and irretrievable losses of art treasures of the nations.

Through the Final Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Burope, signed two years ago in Helsinki, some measures have been adopted
with a view to strengtaening mutual confidence emong the tarticipatirg
States. Those measures include notification of major military manoceuvres,
exchange of observers at those manoceuvres, notification of major military
movements, and restraint in military activities. It is worth mentioning
that new efforts are at preseant being made 1in Belgrade to coansolidate
and develop those measures designed to promote confidence and stability.

However, we deem that that is only & beginning which must be continued
and developed by proceeding resolutely to effective military disengagement
and disarmament measures. To atbtain that goal vigorous steps are required
to secure the withdrawal of nuclear arms from the territory of the BEuropean
States which do not possess such weapons and to conclude a treaty that would
establish obligations for the participants in the Conference on Security
and Co-~operation in Burope to refrain from the first use of nuclear weapons.

Effective measures should also be taken for dismantling military bases
and withdrawing within their national boundaries the foreign troops now
stationed on the territory of other Buropean States. At the same time,
untiring efforts are required by all the Buropean States to achieve
a significant reduction of sarmed forces, weaponry and military experditurce.
An increased need is felt acwadays to do everyting possible to bring about
the simultaneous dismaatling of NATO and the Warsaw Treaty and, as a first
step in that direction, the suppression of their two military organizations.

It goes without saying that stimulation by the United Nations General

Assembly of any reasures taken by States towards military disengagement
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and disarmament on regional levels would represent an important contribution towards
the attainment of the ultimate goal, which is general and complete disarmasment.
In the light of these considerations of principle, the Romanian delegation
appreciates the initiative of' the Belgian delegation in presenting the
draft resolution in document A4/C.1/32/L.26 concerning regional disarmament,
and my delegation will vote :n favour of its adoption. Romania is ready
to join other interested Stales in waking a constructive contribution
so that the efforts made on & world-wide scale within the United Nations
might be completed with effective steps towards military disengagement and

disarmament on a regional lewvel, especially in Burope.

Mr. GARCIA RORLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The draft
resolution contained in docunent A/C.1/32/L.18 relssirg to Additional Protocol IT

of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in lLatin America { Treaty
of Tlateloleco), which I now have the honour of officially introducing to the
First Committee, is a document sponsored by the 22 Latin American delegations
listed in it. Those delegations have also sponsored the draft

resolution in decument A/C.l/52/L.17, which T ‘n*rodrzed earlier this
morning.

Draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.18 recalls the previous resclutions of the
General Assembly on this subject, nine of which call on the nuclear-weapon
States and urge them to ratify Additional Protocol II of the Treaty of
Tlatelolco. The preamble of this draft resolution aleo reiterates the Assembly's
firm conviction - and that convietion is particularly timely in the light
of “he contents of reso’utioa 3472 B (I7X) cf 11 December 1975 - that,
for the maximum effectiveness of any treaty establishing a nuclear-weapon-
free zone, the co-operation of the nuclear-weapon States is necessary,
and that such co-operation should take the form of commitments likewise
undertaken in a formal, legally binding internstional instrument, such
as a treaty, convention or protocol.

After recalling with particularsatisfaction that four of the five
nuclear-weapon Statestlave already become parties to Additional Protocol II

of the Treaty, the draft resolution sgain urges the fifth to s5ig1 and ratify that
Protocol.
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For more than three years now the Soviet Union has stood in a position
of absolute isolation on this matter. So far as the sponsors of this draft
resolution sre concerned, the refusal of that nuclear-weapon State to heed
the repeated appeals of this Assembly is incomprehensible in view of the
fact that,among the five States to which Additional Protocol II was constantly
open, it was precisely the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics which has
most frequently advocated - and sometimes through its highest leaders and
spokesmen - its own unreserved support of the idea of establishing nuclear-

weapon~-free zones.
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The most recent example of that rjiclotor y between words and deeds
can be found in another draft resolution, A/C.l/32/L.2, submitted to the
First Committee more than a month ago. In that draft resolution the
delegation of the Soviet Union itself crcuoses that the General Assembly
solemly urge "on behalf cf all States Members of the United Nations"
that:

"All non-nucleaxr-weapon States should establish nuclear-weapon-free
aones, vwhich may cover entire continents or large geographical areas,
as well as groups of States or individual States, and nuclear States

should respect the status of such nuclear-free zones." (A/C.1/32/L.2,

para. 6) , {

In draft resolution / /!, /35./7. .7 there is a reference to that proposal
by the Soviet Union which, furthermore, coincides with the position that has
been stated by that country for a number of decades. In proof of this,
suffice i¢ to recall that the two commitments basically inherent in
Additional Protocol II as far as the nuclear weapon States are concerned when
signing and ratifying it sre identical to those which the Soviet Government
spontaneously announced its readiness to assume in 1966. At that time, as
can be seen in a document of what was then the Eighteen-Nation Committee
on Disarmament, ENDC/167, Mr. Kosygin, the then Cheirmer of the Council
of Ministers of his country, said, among other things, that the Soviet Union
was ready to commit itself not to use, nuclear weapons

- against non-nuclear States ... which have no nuclear weapons

in their territory." 7A/63C0. arnex)

This, as is well known, is a requirement that is completely fulfilled by
the States parties to the Treaty of Tlatelelco. Mr. Kosygin went on to
say that the Soviet Urion was prepared to assume an obligation "to respect
the status of any denuclearized zones which may be established" on the
sole condition that "other nuclear Powers" committed themselves to act in
the same way. This requirement tco bas T=2an cownlied with fully

as far as the militarily danuclearized Latin American zone is concerned.

The sponsors of draft resolution ﬁ/C.l/}E/L.lB therefore have reason to hope
that the imminence of the =2ighth special session of the General Assembly, which
is to be totally devoted to disarmament, will provide an additional incentive to

the Soviet Union finally to heed the repeated urgings of the most representative
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organ of the international community and to sign and ratify Additional Protocol II
to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco).

Mr. TSSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russlan): The Soviet Union attaches great significance to the problem of

prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new systeus of such weapons, viewing it as an extremely urgent task
and believing that to postpone a decision on it is inadmissible. I should like to
remind the Committee that, guided by this, the Soviet Union in 1975 appealed for the
inclusion in the agenda of the thirtieth session of the General Assembly as an
important and urgent matter of the item on the prohibition of the development and
manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons, and submitted an appropriate draft treaty on this question.

The General Assembly adopted a resolution which, in particular, requested the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament to consider this proposal in the light of
the draft treaty on the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types
of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons submitted by the
Soviet Union. Two years have elapsed since then and we have to acknowledge that the
Committee on Disarmament has done quite a lot of, in our view, useful work. With
the participation of highly qualified govermmental experts various aspects of the
problem of the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weaspons have been considered.

As a result of an exchange of views in which an increasing number of participants in
the Committee on Disarmament were involved it proved possible to narrow down
differences to a certain extent. In particular, it proved practicable to reach an
understanding that in individual cases when concrete forms and types or systems of
weapons of mass destruction &preered it was possible to prepere sppropriate drafts of
agreements or treaties. As we know, such consultations on the question of the
prohibition of radiological weapons are being conducted at the present time and

there are grounds for believing that those consultations will be successful.
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In the course of the work of the Geneva Committee, certain difficulties
were encountered, particularly with regard to the question of defining the
term "new forms and systems of weapons of mass destruction”. Also,
certain differences emerged in the approach to other questions, particularly
the problem of control. But I think L[ have every reason to state that no one had
any doubts about the urgency and importance of the question of banning the
development and manufacture of new types and systems of weapons of mass
destruction.

That is entirely understandable because in actual fact every day
demonstrates the Possibllity of developing and mrnufecturing new types and
systemeg of weapons of mass destruction even more fearful and deadly than those
which already exist. It suffices to femiliarize oneself with press reports end
with staetements of authoritative specislists -~ scientists -~ to realize once
again the real urgency of this problem.

Guided by that consideration, the Soviet Union, together with the
German Democratic Republic and Hungary, has becomg a co-gponsor of the
draft resolution submitted in document A/C,1/%2/L.k, which, in the
light of the guite consicerable experience of the two years of negotiations
on this subject in the Cocmmittee on Disarmament, hes confirmed the goal set forth
in Cenersl Assembly resolutions ZU79 (XXX) and %1/7h, thet is, the preparstion
of the text of an internstional treaty on the prohibition of the development
and manufacture of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction.

Ve believe that we should continue to pursue that goal until we succeed
in producing an acceptable agreement.

As we know, another draft resolution has been submitted on this subject
in document A/C.1/32/L.5. It conteins a number of provisions to which
we have no objection, in general. However, in our view, it is toc genersl in
character and the main thing is that it bypasses the question of the need
for preparing a binding agreement that would prohibit the development and
menufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of

such weapons.
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Nor does it teke into account the fact that in the Jormitiee on Disarmeament
a certain amount of work has already been done, with the assistance, as I said,
of highly gualified governmental experts, inclpding some from countries which
are co-sponsors of draft resoluti-n A/C.1/32/L.5.

In substance, what is being proposed here is that we forget the work that
has been accomplished and leave that very important work half done. The
co-sponsors of thesge draft resolutions held consultations in order, if poss=lhle,
to work cut a single draft, and we should like to teXe uhis cpportunlty to point to
the constructive nature of those consultations and to the certain degree of
readiness on the part of the co-sponsors of draft resoluticn A/C.l/jB/L.ﬁ to
seck an accerptable text.

Unfortunately, I must say that those consultations were not
successfuvl. In tie course of then, the co-sponsors of dreft
resolution A/C.1/32/L.L expressed their readiness to see to it that a compromise
resolution would include an number of provisions, of both the preasbular and
operative parts of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.5. At the same tine, the
co-sponsors of draft resoluticn A/C.1/:2/T.4 ccrsifered cid conbinue to ~onsider
that the dreft resolution on the egende item on tle prepsrsiion of an sgreenent
on the prohibition of the developnent and menufacture of new Lvpes of weepons of
mass destruction end new systems of such weapons should distinctly call for
a continuation of negotiations for the conclusion of a general, binding
agreemernt,

We consider that the draft resolution cannot disrecard the great amount
02 work done by the Committee on Disarmement, wlth the assistance of qualified
experts, on reaching accord on the text of a mutuellv eccepteble sgreement, or the
fact that this worl shwuld ~ in the light, of course, of the priorities which
exis% in the Committee cn Dissrmsment - be cortinued. It is necessery, in our
common JInterests, for it to be brought to & successfill coneclusion,

The Spviet delegation believes that the sbsence from draft resclution
A/C.1/32/L.5 of the key provision I have mentioned makes too obscure the
formulation of the task of the Committee on Disarmement with regard to the
proribition of new weapons of mass destruction and, therefore, from our viewpoint,

does nothing to promote a solutlon of this problem.
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On e otb2r hiand, the need for o radical solution to the problem of
prohibiting the develcrment end menufacture of new tvpes of wespons of mess (- ovirid

and, nev systems of such weapons is met by the draft resolution in document.

A/C.1/32/L.b, and I appenl to delegations to support that draft resolution.

Mr. MEERBURG (letherlands): I should liketo ask a question, In
draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.13, which was introduced this morning by the

representetive of Syeden, a proposal is made to start the publication of a
disarmament periodical. That very inferesting proposal followed from the
recommendations made by —“he Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role of the
United Nations in the Field of Disarmament. Although draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.13 gives some information about the possible contents of the
disarmament periodical, my delegation - and, I suppose, others elso - would he
wery interested, to hear a little bit more about the set-up and the contents of
the periodical. For exanple, the relationship between the Disarmement
Yenrvook and the periodical is not completely clear 1o wmv delasstion. For example,
what would be the size of the periodicel, how often would it appesr, what kind
of articles would it contain, and so on?

I should 1like to ask you, Mr. Chairman, to invite the head of the
United Nations Disarmament Centre, Mr. Bjbrnerstedt, to provide us with
some more infprmation belore we proceed to the vote on draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.13. That wou.d perhaps be a good, occasipn also to discuss the
interesting proposal in draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.15 made by
Ambassador Baroody of Saudi Arsbia to make & film on the scourges

of war. Ve share the "0ULlves of Apmbassador Barocody to a great extenl.
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However, I have the feeling that perhaps Tilms of this kind =lresdv exist,
although T do not know. I should be very heppy ho receive relevent informetion -
for example from OPI - on this guestion. I wonder also whether the issue
which Ambassador Beroody proposed does not fall within the activities of

UNESCO.

The CHATRMAN: With regard to the information sought by the

representative of the Netherlands, the Secretariat has made note of it and
will reply tomorrow worning.

I should like to announce the following additionsl sponsors of dreft
resolutions: A/C.1/72/1.L, the Byelorussian SSR end Mongolia: AC.1/52/T01,
Thailaad, £/C.1/72/L.16, Afghenisten, Meuritius and Peru: A/C.1/72/L.20,
Byelorussian SSR; A/C.1/%2/L.21, Venezuels:; A/C.1/72/L.2%, Jordsn,
AJC.1/72/1.27, Qater; A/C.1/72/L.2", Jordan,

Because of the lateness of the hour, I suggest that we adjourn now and
vote on dreft resolutions this sfternoon. IFf I hear no objection, T shell
take 1t thet it is so agreed.

It was so declded.

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.






