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The meeting l·ms called to order at 10.50 a.m. 

AGEIDA ITENS 34, 38, 40, 41, ) 43, 44, 45, 46, 

)': 11 49 
' . ' and (continued) 

inscribed on my list for 

resolutions: A/C.l/32/1.4, A/C.l/32/1.5, A/C. .10/Rev.l and A/C.l/32/1.16. 

Mr. GARCL4 ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I have the 

honour formally to place before the Committee the draft resolution contained in 

document A/C.l/32/L.l7, which refers to item 34 of the agenda of the thirty-

second regular session of the Assembly, entitled !!Implementation of 

General Assembly resolution 3473 (XXX) concerning the signature and ratification 

of ?:.ddi tional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear lleapons in 

Latin Lmerica (Treaty of Tlatelolco)'1
• This draft resolution has been sponsored 

;,v 22 Bahamas, Barbados,, Eoli via, Colcmbia, Costa 

Rica, Chile, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaic;::_ 

Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Dominican Republic, Surinam, Trinidad and 

Tobago, Uruguay, Venezuela and Nexico. 

The first preambular paragraph recalls the three resolutions which the 

General Assembly has adopted on this subject, and the second preambular paragraph 

stresses the fact that the non-sovereign political entities located in regions 

covered by the Treaty of Tla telolco may derive the benefits flovling from the 

Treaty by ratifying and approving Additional Protocol I, and particularly from 

those States which, de jure or de facto, are internationally responsible 

th~ee 

t t;rn of the c es 1rl·icl1 1\ucli t:Lcmal 

Protocol I is open for signature, namely, the United Kingdom and the Netherlands, 

did in fact become parties tc that Protocol :i.n 1969 and respectively. 

In resolution 3473 (XXX), the General Assen::.bly appealed to the other hw 

States that, accordir..g to the Treaty, could become parties tc Additional 

Protocol I to sign it and ratify it as soon as possible. The draft resolution 

which I am formally submitting today takes note with satisfaction of the fact 
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

that on 26 ~BY of this year the President of the United States of America signed 

Additional Protocol I at a solemn ceremony held in vJashington, to which the 

President of Mexico sent th3 present Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs as 

his personal representative. 

that nccas 1lhich thG President of tl1e tJni ted States terrned n a historic 

eventn, he sa1d that the cowni tme~1t entered into t~:e L'nil:ied States v&.s cf 

-Fide ~'-f'ar,ce 11 red he added: 

HAs I said in my speechJ our last hope is that we shall 

be able totally to eli: nina te from this \Wrld any dependence on nuclear 

weapons, and I believe it to be significant and typical of our Latin American 

neighbours and of the ::ountries of the Caribbean that, 10 years before this 

date, they themselves :1ave already assumed this valuable commitment which 

stands as an example t') the world. n 

'I'he sponsors of draft ::esolution A/C.l/32/L. deplore the fact that Fran<:e_, 

the only Latin country amon1s the four to which the Additional Protocol I is open, 

is also the 

Protocol. 

country that has as yet not taken any step to become party to that 
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. Garcia Robles Mexico) 

On the other hand, we have welccrned with interest the declarati.on of the 

French Mi.ni.ster for Fore .Ai'fai.rs, Mr. de Guiringaud, when he addressed 

the of the General Assembly and stated that hi.s Government 

wished to make a posi.ti.ve contri.buti.on to the General As 1 s i.on 

of a sessi.on on di.sarmarnent ar.d, during that session, to 1iscus i.n 

deta i.l the i.ples of disarmament which he hi.mself had outli.ned i.n 

his statement. 

I hope that one of the first acts confi.rrning France 1 s pas i.ti.ve stand as 

announced the Minister will be to heed the appeal in operative 

paragraph 2 of the draft resolution subrni.tted the Latin American States, to 

which I have been referring in this statement. T'hat will allow us next year J 

when once again we discuss this same subject, to express feelings of 

grati.:fi.cation similar to those that at this time we have addressed to the 

United States on its signing of Additional Protocol I. 

I also that in the very near future effect will be to the 

paragraph in General As resolution 2286 (XXII) in which the General 

Assembly recommended that: 

which are or may become s of the Treaty (of Tlatelolco, 

Mexico) 

that the 

strive to take all the measures within their power to ensure 

obtains the widest possible appl icati.on ... 11 

What I have just outlined is all the more desirable 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 arn to introduce the draft resolution 

in document A/C.l/32/L.27. The world is poised on the threshhold of a 

new age, an age in which countries are movine; more than ever before fr:Jm the 

use of the diminishing and scarce traditional scurces of energy to t>1at of 

nuclear enerczy. Hith the knoHledge of nuclear tee and considerable 

amounts of fissionable materials more and more available, c1t:.clear-

weapon-free zones provide the best means Hhich non-nuclear-weapon States canJ 

their own initiatives and efforts, ensure the absence of nuclear weapons from 

their territories, and thus enh2.nce their security. 
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The to estaJlish a nuclear-Heapon-free zone in the rec;ion of 

the Middle East has beer. 'l.dvanced in ttat spirit. It see1cs to ensure a 

complete abser.ce of nuclelr 1deapor:s tn that sensitive area of the world and 

to prevent the proliferatton of nuclear weapons. Furthermore, the e;rowing 

interest in the lpproach for conta 

weapons is, in a way, a r :;flection :Jf the 

diversior: of the nuclear material inter:ded for 

t 11e spread of nuclear 

ion over the possible 

uses to military uses. 

'l'hat, in a more positive 3ense, is a concrete response to the twin objectives 

of harnass nuclear ene~gy i:.1 the service of mankind and, at the same time, 

its misuse. 

Several factors add additional T.veight and s to that proposal 

in the political sett :)f the Middle East. In a a 

lec;acy of rancour and adv1;rs i ty, tl1e of nuclear proliferatton are of 

tremendous irLportance. Thus, the po~itica~ sett of the rec;ion, v1hat is at 

stake is ·much a~ore than a r-:ere involveoent of acversaries i.n a senseless nuclear-

arms race. :v:oreover, as v·e revieH the recent ever.ts in the Middle East, -y;e v1itness 

a grmv awareness the international community of the of the 

issues "involved. 

There is at the same time a marked universal des ire to avoid further 

complication of the exist·.ng issues and while towards a 

eas of tensions in the A slo\v yet laudable drive is underway to 

move the area from a state of conf'rontat ion toHards an era of coexistence. 

'flhile tremendous effc>rts are made and the of diplomacy 

are at Hork to dis an already situation, the area can ill 

afford any addi tio:.1al com1•l ication in the form of the introduction af nuclear 

weapons. Given the prevailing atmosphere of mutual s the unfortum. te 

of such a sitc.atio'-1 would amount to a serious blo~V to the chances 

for peace. It would not cnly the prospects of any perceived, 

just and durable settlemert of disputes, but 1-lould also jeopardize the 8ll'eady 

shaky structure of a non-proliferation in the entire world. 
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Three years after the proposal was offi.ci.ally launched i.n 1S'74, vle are 

not any closer to our goal of spari.ng the area of the Mi.ddle East a possi.ble 

nuclear-arms race. Hhi.le we conti.nue to be concerned about the basi.c causes 

underlyi.ng our ori.gi.nal proposal, we can i.ll afford to lose si.«ht of our hopes 

as to the future turn of events i.n our regi.on. It i.s thi.s sense of acute 

awareness of the current si.tuati.on i.n t:1e Mi.ddle East that has prompted the 

delegati.ons of Bahrai.nJ Egypt, Iran and Kmmi.t to produce a neH draft resoluti.on 

on that subject Hhi.ch I have the honour to i.ntroduce on behalf of the sponsors. 

The present draft contains i.n essence the same elements incorporated i.n 

previous resolutions of the General Assembly on that subject. The first 

three preambular paragraphs recall the basi.c and si.gnifi.cant features of past 

decisions. Internati.onal desi.re for the establi.shment of a just and lasti.ng 

peace i.n the regi.on of the Middle East has never been lacking. Houever, the 

level of consciousness as to the need for more resolute action has substantially 

been hei.ghtened duri.ng 1977. 'lhat signifi.eant fc:ct has been rPc~orcec1 in a new 

preambular pare.graph. Grm7i.n£S universal i.nterest i.n a lasti.ng peace has 

been matched during the past several months by the soarinc; level of apprehension 

over possible prol i.ferati.on of nuclear vleBp·Jns, particularly in that se: :;io·.·i,re 

region of the Horld. 'Therefore, another new parae:raph has been sue;gested to 

reflect that reality. 
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It has generally been recognized that in trying to prornote the concept of 

nuclear-weapon-free zones in various parts of the world due notice should be 

taken of their special political and social characteristics. 'Ihe seventh 

preai-!lbular paragraph is an effort to e;i ve express :ion to th2:b :fact. 

Recognition of the peculiarities and complexities of the region l"'ads 

to a logical conclusion: t1e 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 parac;raph is an attempt to m:derscore that 

idea. Given the intricate ,1ature of this question, it is obvious that; more 

than a traditional approach to solving the problem involved is required -

hence our emphasis on the need 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 es~;ablishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in our 

area we cannot afford to lei; ourselves be overtaken by irreversible situAt.ions. 

Time is a. precious elell'ent :_n our race against }ossi')le develcpments t:1at 

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 a.J.l 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 iadigenous 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 East 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 said about this issue in last year's resolution. The 

difference is, however, their nev1ly acquired sic;nificance in the lic;~1t of 

ongoing developments in the 1.1iddle East region. :tvf.oreover, more attention 

is paid in the new draft to the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones and 

the connexion between such z,)nes and a viable non-proliferation regime based 

on the Non-Proliferation Trei3..ty. 
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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 1 direction would go a long 1vay 

in breaking the existing cycle of mistrust and mutual lack of faith which 

has so many times frustrated efforts to "br:'.nc alJ(w.t peace, jt"'ltice and secn:rit: 

in that area. 

I can hardly overemphasize the cr·.1cial ir1porta:'1ce of the role of the nuelear-

17'3A.]Juil s·;:,ates, as stipulated in operative parac;rtph 3 of 'c· .·Jo d·~'lit renol;1t:Lc;1. 

tlteir 

:;,;tir or lack of it, could well be construed as a test of the credibility 

of their non-proliferaticn policies throughout the world. 

I turn now to operative paragraph 4 in which the sponsors have reiterated 

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 context 1-ri th:tn 11hicb ue envisac;e the 

role of the Secretary-General in this respect. I shall therefore refrain 

from reviewing them again. 

In conclusion, I cnce agai::1 draw the attention of r"'presentotires 

to ti1e observations that I have made, and, :'.n the of tt8u, I ~ocme~d this 

draft resolution for unanimous adoptJ.on by 'tnis 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 Disarma.ment (A/32/41) and with the draft resolution 

relating to agenda item 52 (A/C.l/32/L.ll). 

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

1vhich have pre sen ted their observations, ideas and expectations in connexion 

with the special session devoted to disarmament. 'Ihat session should) aceor(1j; to 

·!:,he L'.Dal}itnr:us vievr) constitute a turninc;-point and creo.te t~1s necesso.r~r 

conditions making possible, on the basis of the documents it will adopt, a 
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more rapid progress "':.ioitards solvinc the problem of disarmament as one of the major 

problems of our time. 

The initiative of the non-aligned countries to convene a. special session 

devoted to disarmanent has rr.et with the broadest support of the States Members 

of the United Nations becallse it reflected not only genera.l concern over the 

unsatisfactory situation ia. the field of disarmament - which is characterized 

by an ever more intensive :irms race, especially nuclear, and its extension 

to all regions - but also .:1 firm resolve to take stock of the road covered 

by the international commUJli ty in the field of disarmament and to determine 

new a.pproaches and courses of future action. 

l'ie are particularly i11terested in that second aspect aimed at the 

formulation, as emphasized in the debate, of a net-T strate~·.:~~ for disarmament. 

Our thinking along those Llnes has very much in comroon with the views already 

expressed in this CommitteH. Actually, it seems to us that it is primarily 

a broadly u~anifested des:i.rH tc 111ake a constrl'.cti.ve c0ntri~>ut:i.ou to the succP.SS 

of the special session whic:h has been clearly expressed in the work 

of the Preparatory CommittHe so far. 

'lhe special session on disarma.rr.ent will also take place in a period 

preceded by intensive effoJ•ts by the USSR and the United States of America 

to reach further agreementH within the context of the Stra.tegic Arms 

Limitation Ta.lks (SALT) ne~;otiations a.nd, together with Great Britain, 

with regard to the conclus:.on of a treaty on the comprehensive ban of all 

nuclear.weapon tests. Within the framework of thooo positive endeavours 

one should a.lso mention the efforts of the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament (CCD) to bring to a close, as soon as possible, the negotia.tions 

on the prohibition of chem:l.cal wea.pons. 

Those favourable circtmstances encourage us to believe that - as some other 

speakers have also said - :i·t ts perhaps not too optimistic to expect 

the res.lization of some of those agreements before the special session. 

Such an outcome would encourage fresh efforts for achieving genuine disarmament 

measures and 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 disarmament. 

As regards the elaboration of one or several final documents for the 

special session, we favour the drafting of a single document. Th<~t is, as 

noted in the report, the prevailing vieH in J~he Preparatory Committee. 

However, we have an open mind and are ready to take into consick: tion other 

soluticns,too, if such proposals o bronct 
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'l'lJt: ;..., .. ; ",;.,u "-"''~'l't:.,.J :!.a 1a·ju-.:ipl.:: hy the Preparatory Committee to the 

eff.:...; t that t.h..: t' i nal document u:t' the: ::;pc:d a l session should consist of four 

:9arts _ nl:lm~ly, preamhle
1 

Jc::c.1 ::u:~t :i .oll on disarmament , programme of action 

:•nrt mP...;il.i n <lr,y fur Ji ~.Arm~;~mc::ut n~gl' tlatJons - meets the 1vishes of the members 

0 t aud. 0 t.hf'!J.' p~:u: !;:l .~.lpr-t.nts :i.n the wurk of the Pr eparatory Committee . 

f:1e r.-!1 i Pv-.~ t .li<:d; t.he p1·~~mhl.P. to the final document should be sufficiently 

, .( ,1111 • 1 -,...h~usivc:, a.s it sh0nl.J relate to the document as a whole. The 

pr...-l:'mh l ~ ~lt. . .mld re!'lel.!t t1e current situation in conne.xion with t he arms race 

:::~.ud pvl.nt to th~:: har mf ul •!0nsequence.s of this race for international peace 

Rnd security and the social and economic development of the world . It 

s.hunld also say something about the current efforts being exerted towards 

t he achievement of disarmament measures and make an appraisal of the 

r esults achieved. ~le also feel that it will be necessary to mention in 

the preamble some basic pl·inciples r elating to international peace arrl 

s ecurit.y, the r ole of the United Nations and the objectives and prioriti es 

of the international commtmity i n the field of disarmament . 

The decl a r ation on dfsa r mament should embody 1 in our view, a sum of 

clearly formulated princii•les of' long- term value . It should embody both 

those principles which haye already proved their value !3-nd those whose 

universal value is being confirmed in everyday practice. ~·fe have in mind, for 

instance, principles that would affirm that the regulation of armaments and 

disarmament and the achie vement of gener al and complete disarmament as a 

final objective are the ccmmon obl i gation and r esponsibilit y of all the 

St~;<tP.f.l r~r-:u\1' ":rs of t he Un:L ted Na.ticns . 

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 l)alanccd manner 

so that no State and no gr::>Up of States should) tn t:1f: cot'.r se of t his process, 

e;r;quire military advanuges over another State or ~roup of States . 

One of the important ·;>rinciples should relate to the need to ensur e, in all 

the phases of implementati•m of measures , a balance of mutually acceptable 

rights and obligati~ns as b etween nuclear- weapon and non-nuclear weapon States . 



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

(Mr. Mihajlovic, 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 priority among all 

disarmament measures. 

~nventional weapons, and especially the development of new systems of 

weapons whi~~, 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 c~ 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 c;roup o:[ cot::c1tries 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 

as 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. 'rle 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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programme of action in the Preparatory Conunittee, a clear conception of what is 

desired ar~d what can be :J.Chieved ivithin a relatively short period of time 

ar:d uhat should be a lon~-term programme of action. In order to prevent such a 

programme from becomir:g 1 dead letter there should be provision for machinery 

for a periodic revie-.;v of its irrpler.1entation. The proposals submitted here 

sue;gest that such a revi ~"' 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. Tht;se proposals seem to us reasonable as they provide for 

the necessary continuity in maintaining the momentum that we -vrish to attain 

by convening the special session. 

\lith regard to the nachinery for cUsaTmament negotiations, the Yugoslav 

clelegation has explained its vievrs on several occasions within the framework of 

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

them in detail here as 1vE~ -vlill have the opportunity to present our views in the 

course of the irork of thE Preparatory Conunittee and at the special session. At 

this time, however, we sl::ould like to lay partic:JJ5.r emphasis on the importance 

that 1ve 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 

Co~nittee, J~bassador Jaksa Petrie, said, inter alia, in his speech on 

27 October 1977: 
nThe 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 mm activity by 1aving, among other things, the Political Conunittee 

become a body dealin::; exclusively with problems of disarmament and 

international securi·~JS by reviewing the progress achieved as well as 

providing the necessary impetus for further negotiations ••• 11 

(A/C.l/32/PV.l3, P• '57) 
;re also believe that in the course of the preparatory work for the special 

session an analysis of tho existing machinery for negotiations should be made 

in order to make it possi lJle to draw definitive conclusions concerning its 

positive aspects and shori;-comings. In this the Yugoslav delegation will be 

guided Ly the -vrell-knovm !Haxim that the best should never become the enemy of the 

good. 
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This means that everything necessary should be done, 1ri thout hampering the 

disarmament efforts taking place vdthin 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 1 s 

appreciation of the constructive and workmanlike approach that characterized the 

Preparatory Committee's 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 1-rill successfully 

complete its work of drafting the declaration on disarmament and the 

programme of action. I also wish to express the hope that this Committee 

will adopt by consensus both the report of the Freparato~J Committee and 

the draft resolution on the special session, which 1rere so ably introduced by 

the representatives of Argentina and Sri Lanka respectively. 
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I have asked ~o be allc:~cd to speak in order to 

the firs~ under agenda item 51, regarding 

the publication of a disa1~ament periodical, and the secon~under agenda 

item 38, with respect to incendiary and other specific conventional weapons 

which m~y be the subject of prohibitions or restrictions of use for humanitarian 

reasons . 

Beginning with the publication of a. disarm,ament periodical, I have t he 

honour to int r oduce draft !~solution A/C . l/32/1.13 on behalf of the delegations 

of Austri a , Den:nark, Finland, Italy, Jordan, Non>ay, Romania, Tunisia ... 

Venezuela and my ewn country. 

By resolution 31/90 of 14 December 1976, the General Assembly requested 

the Secretary-General to implement as s~n as possible the measures recommended 

by the Ad Hoc C•mmittee en the Review of the Role of the United N~tions in the 

Field of Disarmament falling within his area of responsibilities . An 

important aspect o'j the recommended measures is the information activities of 

the United Nations . 

It is our belief that the efforts towards disarmament of the United Nations 

and its Member States will 'be more fully supported by public opinion once people 

get better informed of the r•reco):lditions for our work and e f possible results of 

alternative lines e f develorment . Information activities have important 

implications for the possibilities to achiev~ results , but rec;rcttc.'oJ.~- this 

aspect has in the past been rather neglected. Furthermore, we feel that 

Governments need to b~ kept informed about current facts and developments in 

the di::; arllt&JUP.o. t field . Thes: should be brought to Goveri}lllents, as >1ell as 

concerned citizens, accurate·ly but in very readable form . 

The United Nations DisEtrrnament Cen:tre has prepared the first volume of 

the United Nations Disarmament Yearbook. It is the view of my delegation that 

this first yearbook will pr~ve of great i mportance as a source of information 

in the field of disarmament . The elaboration of this volume is sn impressive 

achievement, inter a).ia, considering· t he limited t i:ile t !1at J:a.s 1)een availa!)le 

for accomplishing it . 

The Ad Hec Committee on the Review of the Role of the United Nations in 

the Field of -~isarmament als ::> recommended that upon publication of the ~- (:;arl·c-ol;: 
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the General Assembly should consider publishing a dis~rmament periodical. 

The draf t resolution contained in document A/C . l/32/L.l3 i s intended t o 

foil.)W up the ,~,;_ Hoc Coimaittee' s re~omment::tti..ons , wh:i.<::h t :1e Genera~. 

Assembly adopted 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 proposals made by the Ad Hoc Committee . The second, third and 

fourth preambular paragraphs make reference to the 18 October 1977 report 

of t he Secretary-General (A/32/276), in which he indicates t he measures so 

f ar carried out in accordance with the recommendations of the General Ass~mbly -

in particular, the publication cf t he United Nations Disarmament Yearbook. 

The last preambular paragraph recalls that the report of t he Ad Hoc Committee, 

which was adopted by consensus, contai ns a recommendation to the effect the~ 

t he General Assembly shall consider publication of a disarmament periodical , 

Operative paragraph 1 contains guideline~ as to the material and 

information to be presented in the periodical. I may note that the substance 

of this p~ragraph is identical 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 ,all working languages of the As sembl y, on an average 

of three numbers a year . 

As rer~a:rcs the amendment t o this draft resolution submitted by, the 

representative of Saudi Arabia, Ambassador Baroo~y, in document A/C . l/32/L. l5, 

I wish to state that draft resolution A/C . l/32/L. 13 l i mit s it~elf nn purpose t~ 

tlv-: ... ~ c.:r.ryin[; ~ ~ut 0f a c~.Bc:i.w.i.on i n p::i ncip.l.e A.lready t aken l us t yea r 0y eonsens us : 

namely, t o ask t he Secretary-General to publish a disarmament bulletin. The 

thought- provoking idea on the preparation of a United Natio~s candid film 

on war s and their consequences does not fit in this context . The question 

of the bulletin has been c~refu11y considered, first at the Ad Hoc Committee 

on the Role ef t he United Nations in f:i.sa:;;rr.c.mcnt and later on at the 

thirty- ftrHt General Assembly s esA:l..on . Tl::i.c: t:-a-~ nnt 'uP:en the case H).t t t ia: 

proposal of the film, which in the opinion of t he sponsors s l:.onl.d t c-: considered 

separately. 
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Th~ sponsor s e f draft. r esolution A/C . l/32/L. l3 vould therefore app~al 

tr) the r epresentative of Saudi Arabia to kindly reconsider his proposal. 

A , .,ri thdr~n.,al of the propose d amendme}1t 1t1ould considerably fac ilitate a 

decisi on on the c.tsa.'LLI8!!1tnt bullet i n . I need hardly stress the importance 

of the bulletin, 1·Thi ch 1vill have a major role to play, inter alia , in 

giving i mportant i nformati on on. the f~rthcoming special session of the 

United Nations General Assembly d evoted to disarmament . 

My delegation would Like to believe that, in vie1-1 of the fact that the 

recommendation by the Ad 'J:oc Committee regarding a periodi cal has already 

been approved by t he Gene ral Assembly, there i s r eason f pr hope that the draft 

resoluti on can be adopted by consensus in this Committee . 

Turning nov to t he s·~cond i tem of PlY sta t~ment , I have the honour 

toda~r to introduce draft resolution A/C . l/32/L . 29, on agenda item 38 -

Incer.diary and other spec i fic conveutional vTeapons \·rhich may be t h e 

subj ect of prohibitions o:~ r estrictions of use for humanitarian reasons -

On behalf Of the delegati<mS C f P. nst.l:iH , r i nJund, ,JQ ]cQ<:".n , )ITc=t herlc.ndS J 

Noruay , Tuni sia and my o>o country . 

Before doing so, I sne a ne ed to d\·tell som:n·rhat on the history of 

this item and to provide a brief summary of YThere \ve stand today after the 

conclusion of the Geneva Diplomatic t'~rfc;:e;:cF. on International Humanitarian Law. 

The major developmeni;s on t he weapons issue have until now unfol ded 

outs i de the immediate United Nat ions framework: namely, through the four 

sess i ons of the Diplomat i c Conference on the Reaffir mation and Devel opment 

of I nternational Humanita1·ian Law, in two exper t (:c_,;::f<::;~er·ces at Lucerne and 

Lugano and i n various tecltnical and legal r;:pc:;_-;, forums . The most substantive 

United Nat i ons contributic>n to t he i:L<"'m i s found i n the Secretary- General1 s 

reports. on 1:apal .. 1 and othEr incendiary >·reapons and i.i ' Governments 1 corrunents 

thereon . Apart from this) the eva l uation of the weapons issue has merel y 

been registered in t h is Cc>rnrni ttee o.f' the General Assembly thr ough the 

annual resolution on ince r.diary ue.apons and other \..reapons >·Thich may be 

deemed to cause superfluots i njury . Those r esolutions cons t i t ute important 

expressions of the \.J'Orld- \dde desire to restri ct or prohibit the use of 
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some particularly cruel weapons.. . They have not, however 1 deal t directly 

with the detail.s of negotie.tions . This has ve ry pr opp, r ly been lef t to t he 

Diplomatic Conference, which at i ts f irst s essicn establ ished a separate 

committee on weapons to tackle that matter . 
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Over the last five years considerab;t.e efforts have been made by many 

delegations to advance t he weapons iss ue . My own country j oined forces early 

with a number of neutral, non-aligned and other countries in presenting concrete 

proposals on a number of weapons , including incendiaries , mines , . some small 

calibre projectiles, and certain blast and fragmentati on weapons . Over the years 

these proposals have been further refi~ed in the light of t echnical and medical 

research and inte rnational discussions . 

Although the negotiations within t he Diplomat ic Conference have advanced at 

s l ow pace , we can t oday r egister that t he l ast session of that Conference did 

finally achieve certain pr)gress in the weapons fie l d and managed to lay some 

ground for future work . Wlt hin a worki ng group of t he whole , veri table 

negotiati ons over differen t texts were pursued. In certain cases , drafting of 

nearly agreed t exts was po;>Sib l e , whereas in others a certain stalerr.ate persisted . 

Some infor mat ion on the pr·~sent state of affairs is presented in the Secretary­

General ' s report (A/32/124 }. The Diplomatic Conference could thus register 

agreement on the desirabil Lty of banning the use of weapons which f or 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 we l come stutement of positive intentions . 

Secondly, and more im]~rtant , there was wide agreement on the need t o prot ect 

the civilian population by restrictions on the use of landmines apd booby- traps 

and by rules on the registJ·ation and neutralizi ng of s uch w~apons . There was 

less progress with r egard i .o incendia r i es , in~luding napalm. Here t he problem 

is l ess technical than pol 1tical and military . My country, together with many 

others , r emains convinced that the phasing out of most kinds an~ uses of 

incendiaries i s possible w1thout upsetti ng any mi l itary balance . We remain 

hopeful that through some sccpmmodation on all s ides it will be possible to find 

a common ground f or agreel11€ nt . 

With rega rd t o s mall calibre projectiles we. have to recognize that 

significant differences Of opinion still prevai l . The question is complex , both 

medically and t echnically . The question of especia lly injurious small calibr e 

proj ectiles comes to tbe f o::e e.t the ttme w'r.en both mU t tary all tanc~s seem t o be 

getting r eady to embark upon supplying their armed forces wi th new, efficient , 
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l;lgh:t automatic rifles with projectiles of a smaller calibre than the current 

7 .76 . In this process they may , hm~ever, have overlooked the need t o avoid 

increasing the normal wounding power of the new weapon beyond the legitimate 

goal, ~hich is t o render an adversary hors de combat, but not t o cause superfluous 

injury. This is the maj or reason ,.,hy Sweden, together with others, has advocated 

a ban which would in essence restate the existing ban on the dum- dum bullet , 

fr?m 1899, which f prbids the use of bullets "which expand or flatten easi).y 

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

'!'his , however, i s an issu~ which the international community should not 

allow to slip out of i ts hands . Both military alliances are capable of developing 

bullets with significant early tumbling and excessive 1·rc·.ncding propensities . It 

seems vital that those who order and design munitions should take steps t o avpid 

an escalation in the wounding power of one of the world ' s most common weapons . 

He are convi nced that this can. be done vit ho•J t impairing the military utility 

of the new wP.apons in question. If this ~s true, it is a development which we 

must encourage with or without agreements . 

In order not to tax the Corru.nittee's collective patience t oo har d, I shall not 

del'\1 ,.,j_th certain other weapons categories dealt lTi th by '.;he Diplomat ic Confr;rence. 

They will have to be taken up in due course in the negotiation we are j ointly 

planning . 

As a result of the discussions achieved in the Committee of Heapons of the 

Diplomatic Conference , there has emer ged unanimous agreement that a special 

conference on weapons should be called in 1979 with a view to reac}ling 

agreements on various weapons categories and on a review mechanism. 

The Diplomatic Conference having c ~ncluded its work, the question of 

specific conventional weapons which may be the subj ect of prohibitions or 

restrictions of use f or humanitarian reasons has now reverte~ to the Uni ted 

Nations, where continued negotiation will have to take place . 

At the Diplomatic Conference in Geneva, as well as in the informal 

consultations on this question held just before the First Commit:tee started i ts 

work, and in the following negotiations about a draft, resolution, there was and 

is unanimity that a conference should be held in 1979 . There is also agreement 

that the conference should be carefully prepared, lri th recar d bot h to procedural 
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and tiJ substar!ti ve matt~r:;. Hegrettably 1 it has 1 in s pite of the intensive 

eff :;rts of the sponsors , not yet been p :)ssible t 0 find common lf}nguage for the 

setting up of a preparato:~ committee or preparatory conference. As is not 

unusual in such discussiolls , the rna in problems have related to the f}ctual 

composition and pro~eduren of a preparatory committee or conference. 

As t o the decisi ::m-muking process I wish t o underline that it must be 

the p ... ·~p:lratory committee: or p;reparatory conference, which by itself take 

dec is ions. in procedural Tllf·.tters. However, I would in this context say the 

f olln~ri ~g . 

Sweden realizes that i n matters of hwnanitarian conce r n whicp also have 

military and security aspects a careful balance must be obtained . 'vlithout 

prejudging the decision b)· the preparatory committee or conference, which has 

to decide on a ll question~: of procedure, the f ormula must in my mind ensure 

that for all practical pUI'PQSes and based on previous t::xperi.€: nce in this f i eld, 

decisions on substance will always be the result of, the widest possiole agreement . 

If tr.is is not the case, they will be impracticable . 

Moreover, in our opinion j_Jj is not correct to say that the conference 

itself will adopt agreements that are binding f or the participants . Protocols 

or conventions will of course be worked out in the usual manner. These wi;Ll 

however not b e binding f or a State only by mere adoption at the conference .. 

What is needed is that States sign and ratify the protocols or conventions . 

The reason participant;s in the Diplomatic Conference - and fo r that 

matter other conferences o r the same kind - have been striving for consensus 

was the awareness that i f ·~here wer e not such unanimity a. large number of States 

"ouJd not sign and ratify t;he texts . Such awttreness will c~rtainly also guide 

future negotiations regardlng the weapons we are discussing . I think we can all 

agree that ln the opposite case the work of the conference would risk being 

meaningless . 

Negotiat ions among th1~ members of the First Committee have not so far been 

concluded. Nevertheless , b ecause of the time limit f or submitting 

l)roposals, the sponsors have found it necessary to i ntroduce the draft 

resolution bef'ore the cor.sultations have come t o an end . 
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Ho"Wever, "We trust that in the coming days the ongoing ~onsultatipns vlill 

be successful in meeting the different vie"Ws of all parties concerned . In 

that manner "We 1·JOuld be able to present a rev ised version of this draft 

resolution, 1-1hich includes decis~ons t o hold a conference in 1979 and appr opriate 

arrangements f o r its preparation . . These elements are , as all members can note , 

not included in the present draft . It is .of c9urse self- evident that these 

elements must appear in this year's resolution . Other"Wise there "Will not be 

time enough tv prepare the conference in 1979, on the convening of >Thich there is 

ur.:animity . 'vJe sincerely be;Lieve that our points of vie>T are not s o far apart 

t hat they cannot be bri~ged . My del egation, on behalf of the co- sponsors 

of draft resolution A/C . l/32/1 . 29 pledges t c. all members of this Conunitt.,e 

support f or renewed efforts t o achieve this goal in the fe'W days that ~e still 

have left t o us . 
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to introduce the draft reso~1tion in document A/C . l/32/L.26 submitted by my 

country op. the regional asp-ects of disarmament which come under item 51 of 

the agema. 

For a year now, Belgium has repeatedly returned to t he ~uestion of 

disarmament from the regiona.l standpoint . At the thirty - first session 

my delegation set forth its :ldeas in the First Committee am communicated 

to Member States a memorandUJn on this subject . 

The Belgian viewpoint iB therefore widely known as are the r~asons for 

which we su'bmi tted ·this year a d:·aft resol'ltion advocating fi !:tudy 0f th<= rP.gional 

aspects of disarmament . To IL greater extent even t han last year, we are 

convinced that the United Na ;ions should devote systematic attention to the 

numerous possibilities offerE~d by t he regional approach to disarmament and 

armaments contr ol as well as to appropriate measures to increase confidence and 

stability 

Indeed , the arms race hl~ steadily developed and has come to affect all 

parts of the world, includin~; those which hAve h:.therto been rP.lati·l P.ly spared 

this phenomenon. The report on the economic and social consequences of t he 

armaments race is eloquent on this . vlithout denying the priority that we 

should continue to give t o tt.e reduction am ultimate elimination of wP.apons 

of mass destruction as well e.s to the non-proliferation of nuclear 1vPapons 1vhich 

constitutes by far t he graveet t hreat to mankind, we :1nte t hat the tuDe of 

military expenditures in the world is being devoted to conventi onalvP-e.p0ns. 

Thus a considerable proporti(>D of the world's resources is being devoted to 

military expenditures which end up being incommensurate with the ~·Aquirem~nts of 

the legitimate security of States and s tability in international relations. 

Indeed, above a certai n leveJ armaments actually contribute to f>ngE'n 'r> l·ing 

insecurity, instab:.li t y and unce ::-tainty as to the real or pre sumed inte ntions 

of the various parties . There logically follows from this a chain reaction 

the process of which i s liable t o get out of contr ol by involving whole areas 

in an arms race t hat can only prove ruinous. The process ends by assuming an 

absolutely inexorable character that it seems impossible to escape, at l east 

at the level of each individual State . This phenomenon, which was for a lonG 

time the sad privilege of Europe, has now the tendency to spread throughout t he 
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whol e ivorld precis e l y at a time wten in Eas t-Hest context detente tas be~n 

manifestinG itself, particularly in the form of bilateral and multilateral 

neGotiations aimed at a balanced reduction of forces, and ivhi le the first measures 

designed to increase confidence in stability are being implemented . 

Furthermore, the unprecedented increase in conventional ·Heapons throu~hout 

the iWrld is disturbing because i t only series to increase the risk of nuclear 

proliferation. Indeed, the arms race leads logically to the sear ch f or the 

perf ect weapon ,.,hich, far from being an absolute guar antee, serves l.y way 

of reaction M:l y to incn:~ase t he r isks 0f c. t utal co;lflagn'\ tion. 

The modern vorld is mar ked by a steadily growing interdependence . Events 

that occur in one part of the world are ~iable to affect, directly or indirectly, 

the >Thole of the international community . That is vrhy disarmament - and primarily 

the halting of t he arms r ace - is a matter within t he reapons ibility of ~very 

State and every J;:Firt of the w<,:·l cl . Tllat i s why, in r;nr vt~w, tl~e regi <. na l an.ruach 

is not incompatible with the global approach . On the contrary, they are mutually 

complementary . TI1e Belgian proposition entails no relaxation, therefor e, of 

efforts that have been made towards general and complete disarmament. We know, 

moreover, t hat this remote objective can be r .:,a lly a ttained r.nly t o t he ext~nt 

to which disarmament itself will also have made pr ogress on a regional basis . 

Furthermore ·- and this remark applies in particular to Europe - a substantial 

r eduction in nuclear weapons can only be conceived of in ~.erms cf' a "talanced 

r eduction of conventional weapons in c j_ :c1..u~ st~:.Lces that i-lill provide a n 

w1dtm1ni sted degree 0f secu.r j.ty for. each State . 

The regional approach to di sarmament is not really a new one. Our 

Organization has already considered it, particularly within the framework of a 

study on nuclear-weapon-free zones Hhich has made it possible to indicate a 

nunmer 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 . Si milar resolutions every year are aimed 

at the creation of nuclear- i·Teapon-free zones in various rarts of the world . 

He 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 econarric and social consequences of the armaments race 

also stresses, v1ithout going into detail, the opportunities offered by the 

regional approach, particularly within the conventional weapons field. 

Negotiations are going en in central Europe with regard to a 1alanced 

reduction of forces, and the Helsinki Conference has made it possiple to adopt 

a number of measures designed to increase confidence and stability. It therefore 

appears to us that numerous :t:ossibilities exist at the regional level uhich, 

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 ••hat 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 vli thin 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. 

I should like to be very clear about this last point. The United Nations cannot 

and should not replace States either in assessing the advisability of measures to 

be contemplated or in definin;s ways aEd means of implementing these measures. 

In this specific case, the role of the United Nations would be to drav up a 

reference document setting fo~th the various regional possibilities. These 

are the goals and the limits ~f the study proposed by Belgium, and thev are 

to be found in the three oper~tive paragraphs in the draft resolution 

before this Committee. 
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He also think that this 1vork of reflection should be undertaken immediately 

so as to prepare, as specifically as possible the debate 1'Thi ch 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 reco~nendations which may emanate from that special session. 

The initial phase would consist in calling on States to make known their 

viei·rs on the regional aspects of disarmament, i ncluding measures designed to 

increase confidence and stability. These national communications, in our view, 

constitute the point of departure requi red·· for any s tudy. He have seen, ir..deed, 

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 regional 

level . This is the purpose of operative paragraph 1 of the draft resoluti on. 

These national communications should be available so as to be transmitted to 

the special session for ~he purpose of information. They could in this way 

contribute to the debate . Thi s is the aim of operative paragraph 2 . 

The study proper would be undertaken subsequently. The Secretary-General, 

with the assistance of a group of quali fied governmeptal experts , could make 

a compilation of the various national communicati ons . On this basis - and 

also in the light of the vie\fS and points made at the special session on 

disarmament - i t should be possible to go into detail with regard to the data 

of the problem and to dr~., a certain number of conclusions and a number of l essons 

\vhich would consti tute f or the international community a useful basis of 

referenc e . That is the purpose of paragraph 3· The scope and modaliti es of 

the pr oposed 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, "'e propose that the final 

decision to embark on the study should only be t aken at the thirty- third session 

of the General Assembly. 



lVILG/ an/ em A/C . l/32/PV. 32 
37 

(Mr. Champenois , Belgium) 

The draft resol ution 'ti1ich we submit is drafted in very general terms . 

At this quite preliminary s·;age of ref lection, Belgium does not intend to 

prejudge what might be the <:onclusions of the study it proposes , 't-rithout 

Governments having had firs·~ of all the opportunity to moke known their vievrs 

1-rith regard to the merits and difficulties of the regional approach. 

However, in anticipation of \vhat m~ght be the national contribution of 

Belgi um, I shall state brie:l'ly what i n our vie\-r might be the important points 

about regional approach. 

It seems to us , first Clf all, that the needs of security are mor e easily 

tmderstood 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 reducti on or any other 

measures designed to increase confidence. 

The regional approach has the merit of offering great flexibility of 

application. Indeed, the prospects for agreement vary from one r egion 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. 

Hm·rever, 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 ~h offers possibilities in the nuclear and conventional 

weapon fields . I have already mentioned nuclear-weapon- free zones which, in 

appropriate circumstances, C•)Uld serve as an effective means of strengthening 

security while contributing ·;o non-proliferation. It is also at the regional 

level that the problems posecl by negative guarantees can be the best aprreciated, 

and the better identified . 

vTithin the conventional \·Teapon field, where the development of the arms race 

has escalated as never befor1! 1 States in the same region could agree on a 

definition of armament norms; or norms of non- armament, \-Thich would ensure their 

security 't-Tithout, however , obliging them to incur expenditures which are becoming 

ever more intolerable burden~ in comparison with the economic and social needs 

\·Thich have to be met. Thus i.hese States could agree on a r eciprocal 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 acknow·ledge, 

are still in an embryonic sta~e - were adopted within the framework of the 

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe. E~perience 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 impTove 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. Trle think that in its present form 

it does largely meet these concerns. We should like to believe, therefore, 

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

out in the course of the gen9ral debate when discussing disarmament issues, the 

Spanish delegation considers that the possibilities opened up by the regional 

approach to disarmament in all its aspects is of major importance. It is for 

that reason that we lvarmly s .1pport the draft resolution contained in document 

A/C.l/32/L.26, sponsored by :3elgium. 

Similarly, pursuant to ·~hat line of reasoning, ;,.re agree entirely with the 

tvro draft resolutions contai:1ed1 respectively, in documents A/C.l/32/L.l7 and L.l8 

regarding the broadening of ·:;he Treaty of Tlatelolco which we trust will take 

place very soon. 

Moreover, as we all knov, Spain is a member of the Committee on the world 

disarmament conference, and 1re therefore are one of the sponsors of the draft 

resolution contained in docwtent A/C.l/32/L.25. 

He are also sponsors of the draft resolution contained in document 

A/C.l/32/L.l6 1vhich refers to the holding of a special session of the General 

Assembly devoted to disarmamEmt 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 1vhich may be deemed to be 

excessively injurious, in accordance with the decision taken by the Diplomatic 

Conference on International f.U!llani tarian Law in its resolution 22 (IV), which 

appears in document A/C.l/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 attach enormous importance to it and intend to take an active part 

in it. 
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Mr . NEAGU (Romania) : I take this opportunity, on behalf of the 

Roma nian delegation, to make a few comments on the draft resolution contained in 

document A/C .l/32/L .26 j ust introduced by t he representative of Belgium. One of 

t he fundamental conclusions - and I should say the common denomi nator - of all the 

opini ons expr essed during the debate in our Committee on disarmament consists i n 

the generally acknowledged necessity of adop.ting, on a world-wi de scale and with 

the participa t i.on of all States, effective measures for ger.eral e.r..d ccn:pl <..t e 

disarmament - first of all , nuclear disarmament . 

My Government strongly supports that i dea and our delegation has had t he 

opportunity to present its views concerning the place and the role that t he special 

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament can and is expected to play 

in the l aunching of a genuine disarmament process on a world-,vide level . I n our 

view, the at tainment of the final goal, which is t hat of general a nd complete 

disa nnament , requires not only efforts undertaken on a uorld-ui de s cale but als~ of 

regional a nd even i ndividual actions . By individual ac t i ons we mean that the big, 

strongly armed countries can proceed uni laterally to some troop and armaments 

reduction . Such efforts , far from being detrimental to the actions undertaken on 

a world- wide scal e , represent in our view a l ogical, complementary move likely t o 

exert a positive influence a nd 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 presenJ.;s i n our 

vieu s ever al speci f ic advantages . Let us menti on a feu . First , t l:e uo:::-kir:G cut 

and adoption of disarmament measures are undertaken under comparatively homogeneous 

geo~)olitical condi t i oDs . Secondly, the security interests of the St ates ar e in 

.s;e:-:.~:ro.::.. s h.Jilar c r even common. Thirdly, the number of StateG enc;aged in r.ec;oti ations 

and pr epar ed t o become parties t o the potent ial agreement i s rather loH. Fourthly, 

t he States involved knmr each ot iler vrell and are connected not onl y by their 

geopol itical situati on but also by thei r common history . Besides , more than 0nce a 

basis has ·already been provi ded by bilateral and multilateral agreements of good­

nei e;h0our liness ar:d co- operation. 

During the discussions on disarmament issues i n thi s Committee, many 

delegations have welcomed the idea of creating nuclear-weapon- f ree zones in 

different a reas of the world and have emphasized their importance for the 
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disarmament process as a whole. The denuclearization o:f Latin America under the 

Tla telolco Treaty con:firms thEl importance and utility o:f the regional approach to 

nuclear disarmament. The manJ' proposals set :forth by several States throughout 

the years, some o:f which have become items on our agenda, bear witness to the :fact 

that the Member States are deeply interested in the establishment o:f nuclear-

weapon-:free zones. 

In our delegation 1 s view; the success obtained in the regional approach to 

nuclear disarmament justi:fies and requires :further steps aimed at strengtheping 

mutual confidence and stabili·~y and reducing the armed forces and armaments. 

That necessity is pn:,~ticularl:r felt in Europe '!There more than in any other 

part o:f the world there is at present an unprecedented concentration o:f armed 

:forces and modern armaments, :.ncluding nuclear weapons. In Europe there are 

A. bout 0 million troops, more '~han 1+5, OCO tanks, more than 1) 1 COO 

military aircra:ft and some 11,000 tactical nuclear payloads. 
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It is on that continent that the two military blocs - the North Atlantic 

Treaty Organization (NATO) and the Warsaw Pact - are confronting each other. 

It is also on the territory of many European States that foreign military 

bases and foreign troops are located. Mankind can never forget that it was 
; 

on the European continent too "~hat ·Here started the tHo Horld conf:ac;I·Rtions 

which took place in our century, taki:::1g a toll of tens Df millions :.1f 

victims aDd P.aus i.rrmense matF:rtal damage in ::tJl ftelds of ln.;.man activity 

and irretrievable losses of art tYP::tH·xes ':"f the nations. 

Through the Final Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in 

l!:urope, signed two years ago in Helsinki, some measures have been adopted 

with a vievl to strengt~'lening mutual confidence among the r;articipatir:g 

States. Those measures include notification of major military manoeuvres, 

exchange of observers at those manoeuvres, notification of major military 

movements, and restraint in military activities. It is worth mentioning 

that new efforts are at present being made in Belgrade to consolidate 

and develop those measures designed to promote confidence and stability. 

However, we deem that that is only a beginning which must be continued 

and developed by proceeding resolutely to effective military disengagement 

and disarmament measures. To attain that goal vigorous steps are required 

to secure the withdrawal of nuclear arms from the territory of the European 

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 Europe to refrain from the first use of nuclear weapons. 

Effective measures should also be taken for dismantling military bases 

and withdraw·ing within their national boundaries the foreign troops now 

stationed on the territory of other 15uropean States. At the same time, 

untiring efforts are required by all the European States to achieve 

a significant reduction of e:.rmed forces l weaponry and mil i.tary exper:di.turcs. 

An increased need is felt nowadays to do everyting possible to bring about 

the simultaneous dismantling 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 rr.easures 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 disarmament. 

In the light of these cc,nsidera.tions of principle, the Romanian delegation 

appreciates the initiative of the Belgian delegation in presenting the 

draft resolution in document A/C.l/32/L.'E.6 concerning regional disarmament, 

and my delegation will vote :.n favour of its adoption. Romania is ready 

to join other interested States in making a constructive contribution 

so that the efforts made on h world-wide scale within the United Nations 

might be completed with effective steps towards military disengagement and 

disarmament on a regional le,re 1, especially in Europe. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The draft 

resolution contained in docunent A/C.l/32/L.lS ~el~='_':;ir.g to Additional Protocol II 

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

of Tlatelolco), which I now have the honour of officially introducing to the 

First Committee, is a. docume!lt sponsored by the 22 Latin American delegations 

listed in it. Those de legatlons have also sponsored the draft 

resolution tn docunent A/C.l/32/L.J.7, which I 'n"",ro:'l1·.::od f~arl:ler this 

morning. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/:52/L.lS recalls the previous resolutions 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 also reiterates the Assembly's 

firm conviction - and that c'mviction is particularly timely in she :ight 

of J~i1e cor.tcnts of reso:utjo2 3472 B (~:A'X) cf ll Decemr•er 1975 .. 

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, 2.e0a~ly b interne.tional instrument, such 

as a treaty, convention or protocol. 

After recalling with p•:trticu1ar satisfaction that four of the five 

nuclear-weapon States tave already become parties to Additional Protocol II 

of the Treaty, the draft resolutior. ~?..gain urges the fifth to s~.g:1 end 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 !'lre concerned, the refusal of that nuclear-weapon State to heed 

the repeated appeals of this Assembly is incomprehensible in view of the 

fa.ct 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 exami le of that rd .d .otr;r. :r betwej:!n words and deeds 

can be found in another draft resolut.ion, 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 l 'ni on itself pr e-poses that the General Assembly 

solemly urge "on behalf c f all State.s_,.Members of the United Nat i ons" 

that: 

"All non-nuclear -weapon States should establish nuc l ear-weapon-free 

aones , \-Thi ch may cover entire continents or large geographical areas, 

as well as groups of States or individual States, an~ nucle~r Stat~s 

shou;td respect the status of such nuclear-free zones . " (A/C . l/32/L.2, 

para. 6) 

In draft -resolution f,jc. · /:Yc.. /:' . . 0 there is a reference to that proposal 

by the Soviet Union which, furthermor e, coincides w~th 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 nuc l ear weapon States are concerned when 

signing and ratifying it are identical to those which tpe Soviet Government 

spontaneously announced its readiness to assume in 1966. At that time , as 

can be seen in a document o~ what was t hen the Eighteen-Nation Committee 

on Disarmament, ENJ::C/167, Mr. Kosygin, the then ~hr· irr!!~ !: of the Council 

of Ministers of his country, said, among other things , that the Soviet Union 

was re~~ to commit itself not to use. p~clear weapons 
, . 

••• against non-n~clear States ••• which have no nuclear weapons 

in their territory. " :A{6?~_1.l,_:_ ~-_!lP.Y ) 

This, as i s well lmown, is a requirement that, is completely fulfilled by 

the States parties to t he Treaty of Tlatelelco . Mr . Kosygin went on to 

say that the Soviet Urion was prepared to assune an obli gation "to respect 

the status of any denuclearized zones which may be established" on the 

sole conditipn that "other nuclear Powers" committed themselves to act in 

t he same way. 'I'hi s r equirement too b.r.t s l' "'~n <';C>r·r~lied ';i'i t b f ully 

as rar as the militarily d~nuclearized Latin American zone is concerned. 

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C . l/32/L.l8 therefore have reason to hope 

that the i mmi nence of the eighth special session of the General Assembly, which 

is to be t otally devoted t) disarmament, will provi de an additional incentive to 

the Soviet Union finally t) heed the repeated urgings of the most represent ative 
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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. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

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

prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass 

cestruction and r~ew systems 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. ~10 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 governmental 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 weapons 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 apreered it vas possible to prepare appropriate 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 difficul ties 

were encountered, partic ularly with regard to the question pf defini ng the 

term 11 new forms and systems of weapons of mass destruction". Also, 

certain differences em~rged in the approach to other ques·U.ons, particularly 

the problem of control. But I t hinl< I h£>ve every rel'\son to stf\te t l1!"t no one h!"d 

any doubts about the urgency and importance of the question of banni ng the 

development and manufacture of new types and systems of weapons of mass 

destruction. 

That is entirely understandabl e because in actual fact every day 

demonstrates the possibility of developing and m~>~ufpcturing ne'~ types and 

systems of weapons pf mass destruction even more fearf ul and deadl y than those 

which already exist. I t suffices to famili<'lrize oneself with pJ·ess report s f\nd 

wit h statements of authoritative s.pecj~lists - scient ist s - to reali ze once 

again the real urgency of this problem . 

Guided by that cons1deration, the Soviet Union, together with the 

German Democratic Republ1c and Hungary, has beco~~ a co- sponsor of the 

draft resolution submitted in document A/C.l/ 32/L. 4, '"hich, in t he 

light of the quite consic.erable experience of the two years of negotiations 

on t his subject in the Cc·mmi ttee on Disarmament , has confirmed the goal set forth 

in General Assembly resolutions 3h79 (XXX) and 31/74, thst is, the preparation 

of the text of an intern~: .tional treaty on the prohibition of the development 

and manufacture of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction . 

\ole believe that we E-hould continue to pursue that goal until we succeed 

in producing an acceptabl e agreement. 

As we know., anoth.e~ 9-raft rj?spl ution has been submitted on this subject 

i n document A/C.l/3?/L.5. It contf\ins a number of provisions to whi~h 

we have no objection, in general . However, in our view, it is too general in 

character and the main thing is tpat it bypasses the question of t he need 

for preparing a b inding ~tgreement that would prohibit the development and 

men~facture of new types of weapons of mass dest ruction and new systems of 

such weapons . 
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Nor does it take into account the fact that in t?1e ~!oJ~nit"i ~e on Disa n nament 

a certain amount of v1or k has already been done , 1-li th the assistance , a s I said, 

of highl y qualified governmental expertp , incl)ld.ing s ome f r om countri es which 

are co- sponsor s of draft resoluti ; n A/C. l/32 / 1 . 5 . 

I n substance , what is be i ng pr oposed here is t hat we f orget t he wor k that 

has been accomplishea. a nd leave that very important w0rk half d:me . The 

co- sponsor s of t hese draft r e solutions held consul tat ions in order, if r:oss:t'il:i:~ . 

t o work out a single dr aft , and we should like to ;-. c~r.e -~.1-j_ s c·ppor tunity to po111t -~o 

the construc t ive nature of those cons ultations and t o the certaip degre~ of 

readiness on the par t of the co- sponsor s of d r aft resolution A/C . l /32/1 . 5 t o 

seek an acceptable text . 

Unf ortunatel y , I must say that t hose consul t a tions v1e re not 

s uccessfl:.l. I n -t~1e course of ·;·'-le i-11 the co- sponsors of (ll·~>ft 

resolut i on A/C . l /32 / 1 . 4 expr e ssed t heir readiness t o see t o i t t hat a compromise 

r e solution would include an number ::>f provis ions. of both the prea~.1bular a nd 

operat i ve parts of draft resolution A/C . l/32/1 . 5 . At the same tb1e , t he 

co- sponsors of dr&ft resoluticn A/C . 1/~ i.!./L . 4 c:crs F.c-:red c:Ld c :>n ~ir-1~c t0 ~-onsiner 

that the dreft resolu·l-.ion on the agendet i t e m on t.~_-,e prepe:n =d:L)n o-r Fl ., ~. c;reei.1ent 

on the pr ohibit ion of the deve lopn:ent and manufacture of nevr ·;;,'!pe s of' we epo;1s of 

mass destruction and new systems of s uch wea pons should distinctly call for 

a cont i nuat i on of negotiations for t he concl us i on of a general, bind i nG 

agrP.ement . 

vie consider -chat t he draft reso l ut ion cannot disre c;ard the great amount 

o~ work done by t he Committ ee on Disarmament , with t he assistance of qualified 

expert s, on r eachi ng accorit on t he t r.xt of a mutually acceptable ~grec.;lent, or ti,e 

f act t hat th~ s 1mrl: shvuld - i n the 1::g ;1t,; of course, of t he priorities v:hi ch 

exis~ in t he Col1ll11:..l- tee on Dis f!rman:ent - be cor:·cinued . It is necessarv, i n our 

common tnte1·est s , for i t t o be b roue;ht to f'l successf11l coDcl us ion. 

, The Spviet de l egat i on beli eves tha t the absence from draft resolution 

A/C . l/32/1 . 5 of the key prJvis i on I have ment i oned makes t oo obscur e the 

f or mul at i on of t he task of t he Commit t ee on Disarmament with r egard t o t he 

pro~ibition of ne w weapons of ma ss destruction andJ therefor e , f r om our viewpoint , 

does nothi ng to pr omote a solution of this prob lem . 
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c_;,, :: 1 '"llc~, the need for e radical solution to tl.•.e problem of 

end manufacture of nei·T t''pes of v:eepons of mass , 

neiv syptens of such '·leapons is met by the draft resolution in document. 

A/C.l/32 .4, and I appenl to delegations to support that draft resolution. 

Mr. MEERBUf\G (HetP,erlands): I should liketo ask a question. In 

draft resolution A/C. /L .13, i-ihic'" was introduced this morning by the 

lepreseT:.t,.,.tjye of Sweden, a proposal is made to start the publication of a 

disarmament periodical. That very interesting proposal followed from the 

recommendations made by -~he Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role of the 

United Nat;ions in the Fi~;ld of Disarmament. Although draft resolution 

A/C .l/32/L. gives some information about the possible contents of the 

disarmament periodical, wy delegation - and, I suppose, otJJers elso - woi..ild 1)e 

~.ery interested, to hear a little bit more about the set-up and the contents of 

the periodical. For exauple, the relationship beh1een the Disarmament 

Yearbook and the periodi<!al is not completely clear to my c,el.e[':ation. For example> 

ii1:Fc·c would be the size of the periodical) how often would it. appear, 1-rhe.t kind 

of articles \Wuld it contain, and so on? 

I should like to ask you, Mr. Ch~irman, to invite the head of the 

United Nations Disarmament Centre, Nr. Bjornerstedt, to provide us with 

som~ more ;in:fprmation be:~ore we proceed to the vote on dra:ft resoluti .•n 

A/C .l/32 .13. That wou:_d perhaps be a good, occasipn also to discuss the 

interesting proposal in <lraft resolution A/C .l/32/L.l5 made by 

Ambass~dor Baroody of Saudi Arabia to make a film on tl".e scourges 

of war. He share the ;.ot:i_ves of Ambassador Baroody to a great exten~. 
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that perhaps filns of ·l;',is ld:1cl Plre"" exist, 

I do not knovr. I sJ1emld lle very }1~ppy :~o receive rele· pp1; j nfo1o;;u:.tion -

for example from OPI - on this question. I Honder also vihether the issue 

which Ambassador BE~roody proposed does not fall vJithin the activities of 

UNESCO. 

The CHAIRMAN: \-lith regard to the information sought the 

representative of the Netherlands, the Secretariat has made note of it and 

will reply tomorrou t'lorning. 

I should to announce the following additional sponsors of dr~?ft 

rcsolaGions: A/C.l/~2/IJ.L::- the Byelorussian SSR f!nd MongoliFl,.; A/C.l/~?/L.ll. 

~2/L. , F\fgl'anistl:'ln? Ml'luritius Rnd Peru; i'>./C .1/~?./L. 20., 

Bye,lorussi.an SSR; AjC.lj~QjL. Venezuela: A/C.l/ Jordan· 
.J 

.l/ 7 2/L. , Qatar; A/C.l/3?./L. , Jordan. 

Because of the lateness of the hour,, I suggest that we adjourn now and 

vote on draft resolutions this afternoon. If I hear no ob,jectior~, I shell 

take it that it is so agreed. 

It was so decided. 

Tne meeting rose at 12.55 p.m. 




