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The meeting was called to order at ).20 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 34, 38, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 

47, 48, 49, 51, 52 and 53 (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN: This afternoon >·Te >rill take decisions on draft resolutions 

A/C.l/32/1.4, L.5, L.lO/Rev.l, and 1.16. 

The Committee will now proceed to take a decision on the draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/1.4 pertaining to the agenda item 46 entitled "Prohibition of the 

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

systems of such weaponsn. The draft resolution has no financial implications. I 

shall novr call on representatives wishing to explain their vote before the vote. 

Mr. OGISO (Japan): My delegation in no >my underestimates the significance 

of the attempt to prevent the development and manufacture of nev1 vreapons of mass 

destruction. However, we are not in favour of beginning the preparation of a draft 

treaty on those weapons at a time when the pressing and priority disarmament 

objectives, such as a complete test ban and a ban on chemical weapons, have not yet 

reached the stage of negotiations, after a lapse of many years. My delegation, 

therefore, has to register a strong reservation on starting negotiations on a 

disarmament question which is peripfieral, is unclear with regard to the scope of the 

prohibition and presents difficulties of verification that are easy to foresee. 

vle take the vie\·T that the most practical and appropriate way to handle this 

question at this stage is not to request the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament (CCD) to spend a lot of time preparing such a treaty but to keep the 

question under review in the CCD so that negotiations can start whenever concrete 

subjects of that nature come into the picture. 

Accordingly, we shall abstain on draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.4, and therefore 

support draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.5, which gives full consideration to the position 

I have stated. 

Mr. SOARES (Portugal): In the past two years the Portuguese delegation has 

supported the resolutions on the prohibition of the development and manufacture of 

new types of weapons of mass destruction, in view of the importance we attribute to 
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that matter and despite some reservations on, or objections to, certain points of' 

the texts approved. 

This year two draft resolutions have been presented on the same item: one, 

contained in A/C.l/32/L.4, is similar to the resolutions approved in previous 

sessions of the General Asnembly_; the other, contained in A/C.l/32/L.5, seems to 

have a better approach to i;he problem and is closer to the vievrs of the Portuguese 

Government in this matter. Therefore, my delegation will abstain on draft 

resolution A/C.l/32/L.4 anc. vote in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.5. 
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Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I wish to make a statement in 

explanation of my Government 1 S vote in support of the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/32/L.5 and its abstention on the draft resolution in document 

A/C.l/32/L.4. 

The United States is committed to continuing and intensifying the search 

for meaningful restrictions on and the prohibition of all weapons of mass 

destruction. We agree that both existing and potential new types of weapons 

of mass destruction pose a particularly serious threat to mankind. My 

Government is dedicated to the objective of the elimination and prevention 

of future development of such weapons, under adequately verified agreements. 

The problem of new weapons of mass dest~uction is one with which the 

United Nations has been concerned since 1948. It then adopted a definition 

of weapons of mass destruction which the United States believes to be valid 

today. This action defined weapons of mass destruction as atomic explosive weepons 

radioactive material weapons, lethal chemical and biological weapons, and 

any weapons developed in the future which have characteristics comparable in 

destructive effect to those of the atomic bomb or other weapons that I have 

just mentioned. 

In carrying out the purposes of that action, however, the United States 

is not convinced that it would be either desirable or effective to attempt to 

deal with them in a single treaty. lve continue to believe that the most 

effective approach would be to keep this issue under review in order to identify 

potential new types of weapons of mass destruction as early as possible. 

When specific potential weapons are identified, we believe it would then be 

appropriate to develop a specific agreement dealing with the weapon in 

question. However, any new weapons of mass destruction 1Till undoubtedly have 

different technical characteristics as compared with other weapons, and we 

believe it is particularly important and necessary for any agreement to 

control such a new weapon of mass destruction to be tailored to the specific 

weapon. That is true not only because the dangers of weapons of mass 

destruction may vary but also because the method of verifying compliance with 

an agreement to ban those weapons may be quite different, depending upon the 

nature of the threat posed by the weapon and its characteristics which might 

determine the means for its control. 
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The United States doe 3 believe that certain action could be taken consistent 

with the definition given ·Jy the United Nations in 1948 and which in fact would 

be a further step in impleJr.enting the action called for by that 1948 decision. 

This would be the negotiation of a convention banning radiological weapons, 

that is, weapons which emp:_oy the destructive effects of radiation emitted by 

decay of radioactive w.ater:lals. The United States has demonstrated that it is 

prepared to negotiate such a convention. 

However, with respect to draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.4, the United States 

does not feel that the negotiation of an over-all convention on weapons that we 

do not know or understand 11\'ould be a workable action in the cause of peace. 

The United States is, howeYer, prepared rigorously to support the purposes 

of draft resolution A/C.l/;2/L.lj. The United States is gra.tified that the 

Committee is united in its recognition of the potential danger of new types 

of weapons of mass destruction and pledges its vigilance against the threat 

posed by such weapons. 

Mr. SUCliARIPA (Au stria): The Austrian delegation will abstain in 

the vote on the two draft resolutions which have been submitted under agenda 

item 46, entitled "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types 

of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons", that is to say, 

oa draft resolutioas AjC.l/32/L.4 and 1.5. This should ia ao wa.y be 

interpreted as a lack of interest on our part in the problem of the 

production of aew weapons of mass destruction; oa the contrary, Austria attaches 

and has always attached part:i,cular importance to the prohibition of any new 

kiads of devastating i;eaponJ:y. 

However, we can see only limited value in proposing draft resolutions 

which right from the beginning are faced with the disapproval of one or more 

of those countries to which they are mainly addressed. The Austrian delegation 

hPs the:refore privAtely urged the euthors of those drAfts to do their utmost 

to arrive at a single text -~at would be Widely acceptable. We deplore 

the fact that it has not been possible to achieve that goal, in spite of the 

declared preparedness of the authors of the two drafts to make sincere 

efforts to reach an agreement. 
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Nevertheless, the Austrian delegation still hopes that the Conference of 

the Committee on Disarmament ( CCD), which will have to take into account the 

two resolutions - which, I assume, will both be adopted in a few minutes -

when it resumes its deliberations on the subject-matter, will in due (:ourse 

be able to present to the General Assembly the outlines of an agreed approach 

on how to proceed further with regard to the question of the prohibition of 

the manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction. 

In our opinion, that would be in keeping with what we consider to be 

the main task of the CCD, that is, sincerely to discuss and debate disarmarr.ent 

proposals and, in co-operation among all its members, lay the necessary 

foundations for workable decisions by the General Assembly in order to promote 

effective disarmament and arms control measures. 

Mr. ADEJ'ifiJI (Nigeria): With the difficulties that we r.otice have 

been encountered in various forums or negot::.aticms, 1ve believe that it is now 

clear that it is easier to develop new weapons than to control their use - not 

to speak of banning them completely. 
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\le have noticed from ~:tatistics that the major military Powers already have 

in their arsenals enough 1-reapons of mass destruction to destroy mankind many 

times over. He have also r:oticed that in spite of this research is still 

proceeding not only to discover new weapons of mass destruction but to perfect 

those in existence. Such perfection, of course, can only be designed to make 

these v1eapons more efficient in their destructive capacity. ..'ts long as the world 

situation remains what it is, the danger of the continuance of the rR~e to possess 

the most efficient weapons Jf mass destruction will continue. 

Hhile realizing that t1e ultimate objective of complete and general 

disarmament is still very f•::tr from us and while settling, as 1-re seem to have, for 

a step-by-step approach, we notice that progress in this approach has been very 

slow, partly for political ·)ut also partly for technical reasons. Hhile 

negotiations are going on for the control of weapons already known we find that 

new weapons are coming on to the scene, or at least there are reports of the 

possibility of new weapons, which would probably be more efficient in their 

destructive capacity, coming on to the scene. 

'.le all applauded the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear \·leapons (NPT) 

vrhen it vras concluded, and ny ovrn country vras one of the first to sign it. But 

then vre also knovr at this tj.me,vrith the wisdom of hindsight, that perhaps one of the 

problems 1-:ith :~l>.e NP'l', or a~; le~:ts'~ thP. reason it has nr:Jt cosm~ndP.cl i-';self t:J quite a 

number of countries that arE· not yet parties, is that while the NPT controls the 

horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons it does not do much about the control 

of vertical proliferation. It seems to me, therefore, that if 1-re think in terms 

of any nevr instrument to cor:trol the development of any nevr types of weapons vre 

ought to make sure that the instrument controls vertical as vrell as horizontal 

dev~lopn:ent of such vreapons. 

It also seems to my delegation that the discussion of item 46 should be 

conducted in such a vray as will result in an all-embracing prohibition vrhich vrill 

·10t leave any loophole, preventing some but permitting others to refine vreapons of 

mass destructior. the principles of which they already knovr. 

The Nigerian delegation has therefore considered the tvro draft resolutions 

A/C.l/32/L.4 and A/C.l/32/L.5 on the basis of its belief that any prohibition of 

the development and manufactJ.re of nevr types of vreapons of mass destruction should, 

as I have said, be all-embra::!ing and leave no loophole. 
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First of all, He notice that while draft resolution A/C . l/3?./ L. ll. i.s based uo 

agenda item 46, which is entitled "Prohibition of the development. n!ld roanufo. c ture of 

ne'' types of Heapons of mass destruction and neH systems of such 1-re<lpons ", drHft 

r esol ution A/C .l/32/L . 5 seeks , in our view, to modify t he very t i tle of the item. 

I t is , a s we see from t he document , a draft resolution designed t o pr ohi bit "Heapons 

of mass destruct ion based on new scientific principles" . He ·think t hat by t his 

subtitle and by this modification the draft has left a very serious gap, one which 

we believe could be filled by the refinement of weapons of mass destruc tion which 

are already in the a rsenals of the major military Powers but which could be refined 

to make them more efficient . He referred to one such ,.,eapon during our general 

statement in this Committee . 

Secondly, we also notice t hat draft resolution A/C . l/32/L . 4 is a logica l 

f oll ow-up of previous resolut ions , and in particular resolution 31/74 adopted last 

year. On the other hand , resolution A/C . l/32/L . 5 seems to have avoided carefully 

any reference to the previous consideration of this item in the past t vro years. 

Thirdly, we notice that , while the draft in A/C.l/32/L. 4 requests the 

Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) to continue negotiations already 

begun on this subject - and these are negotiations which were being advanced wi th 

the assistance of qualified governmental experts - draft resolut i on A/C . l/32/L. 5 

again seems to diverge completely from the previous negot iations a nd theref or e to 

restrict the future work of the CCD on this subj ect . 

'He a l so notice that draft resolution A/C . l/32/L. 5, in its operative 

paragraph 3, seeks , in fact, to prejudge the conclusion which vrill be reached at t he 

end of the negotiations on this subject . 

The Nigerian delegat ion believes that work on a n agreement t o prohibit the 

development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass dest ruction and new 

syst ems of such •reapons is not inconsistent with ongoing negotiations . I n t his casr-: 

perhaps reference should be made to the negotiations on radiological weapons . He do 

not believe that a comprehensive agreement to prohibit the development of these 

weapons would jeopardize the ongoing discussions on specific, identified weapons of 

mass destruction . 

vle t herefore will not be in a position t o support draf t resolution 

A/C . l/32/L. 5, on which we shall abstain, but we will vot e in favour of draft 

resolution A/C . l/32/L . 4, which we believe seeks to advance the "'ork of t he Genera l 

Assembly on t his particular item in the past two years . 
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Mr . CHAMPENGI S (Belgium) (inter pretation from French) : Speaking 

on beho~f of the nine members of the European Communi ty, I wish t o 

state that. those nine countries will vote in favour of draft reso~ution 

A/C . l/32/L. 5 and will abs tain from voting on draft resolution A/C . l/32/L.4, 

dealing with the rrd~ic j t :i .:. n of the development and manufacture of n~w 

types of weapons of mass dectruction and new systems of such weapons . 

'He recognize the value of the Soviet initiative tp submit this 

matte r to the attention of the i nternational community. It is therefore 

with regret that t he count ries of the European Community wil l abstain. 

again on the draft resolution sponsored by the USSR and e ther countries . 

The reason f or this abstention relates to t he proposed method - namely, 

the neg., t iation of a n over-al l treaty dea 2.. ing with t hP. whl. ~_f-: qt:.Ps t L>n . 

\ve are opposed to that over -all apprcach : first of all, we believe 

that, by its vary nat ur e , such a treaty can onl y be vague and ambi~uous 

with regard t o the Cl.P-fini t i c..n of the weapons it seeks to prohibit . An 

over-all e.gre~n:ent '"c t:.ld have to cover ~"-XtremeJ.y rlifferent types c·f 

weapons , some of which are not yet known . 

We also believe that the necessarily imprecise nature of the d~finition 

will make it difficult t::> devise any effective verification formul a . 

It is for those reasons , which are based on the approach taken, 

t hat the nine countries. af the. EMropean Community will abstai n from voting 

on draft resolution A/C . l/32/L. 4. 

Those count r ies would a lso Eke to t a ke this cpport uni t y t'=' state their 

position on the e-ffor t s he:. P-g made to prohibit r:ew '"eapons of 

mass destruction. We believe that those effor ts cannot i mply any . 

restriction with regard to the development of scient ific research . 

Mr. MADADHA (~·ordan): The Jordanian delegation wishes to clarify its 

position on the two draft resolut ions - A/C . l/32/L . 4 and A/C. l /32/L. 5 - which 

deal with the subject of prohibi tion of the development a nd manufactur e of 

weapons of mass destruction . 

We do not find a d1fference of substance and ult imate aim in t hese draft 

resolutions : both of t tem have as their objective to r elieve mankind of the 
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danger of these destructive weapons. vTe believe that the differences lie in wording 

and reference, rather than in substance. The ultimate humanitarian goal is the 

same, and the substance is the same. 

Therefore, we shall vote in favour of both draft resolutions. 

~~~Av~ (Poland): Poland has, from the very beginning, supported the 

efforts made towards the prohibition of weapons of mass destruction and new systems 

of such weapons. We are of the opinion that the approach in the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/32/L.4 is more far reaching and attacks the problem more 

substantially than draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.5. It will, I hope, lead to an 

international treaty prohibiting the development and manufacture of ne1-1 types of 

-v1eapons of mass destruction. 

My delegation believes that an early agreement to that effect would play a 

major role in halting the qualitative arms race and preventing use of the latest 

scientific and technological achievements for the purpose of v1ar and mass 

annihilation. 

That is why the Polish delegation will vote in favour of the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/32/L.4 and abstain from voting on draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/L.5. 

!irs. BORODOlvSKY JACHIEVICH (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): My 

delegation considers that draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.4 fulfils our commitment to 

reach an agreement prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types of 

weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. It takes into 

consideration the vast technical and material resources used not only in weapons 

manufacture but also in research into perfecting new, more deadly weapons which 

entail a latent danger to international peace. and security. In addition, that draft 

contributes to the cessation of the arms race. 

Since the CCD has not yet reached final conclusions on other aspects of 

disarmament, we must not fail to give this matter the urgent attention it requires. 

Many delegations, throughout the general debate on disarmament, have indicated 

that at the present time it is necessary not only to achieve nuclear disarmament but 
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to adopt collateral disa::mament measures that will lead to general arrl complete 

dis~rmamen~ . According~rJ my delegation will vote in favour of draft resoluti on 

A/C. l/32/L. 4 because it 1aaintains a logical sequence in dealing with the itemJ 

arrl we shall abstain fron voting on draft resolution A/ C . 1/32 /L. 5, since it 

int r oduces new elements ::_nto this vital subj ect of disarmament . 

Mr. KITI (Kenya): In explanation of my delegation's vote before the 

vote, I wish to say that 11\Y country, Kenya, believes in the eventual attainment 

of the objective of general and complete disarmament. He ~·rill therefore support 

any proposal that tends i;m.rards that objective. 

\tle have studied carE:fully the two draft resolutions with this prirx:iple in 

min~, and we should like: therefore, to state that we find draft resolution 

A/C. l/32/L.4, in addition to the very valid statements made by our brother 

from Nigeria, mor e in keE!ping with the objective of general and complete 

disannament; whereas draft resolution A/C. l/32/L. 5, whil.e aiming at the 

same objective, has certc.in constraints and restrictions . \-le have been 

particular~ concerned w1th operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution 

A/C. l /32/L. 5 which, in o~x view, departs somewhat from the objective of complete 

disarmament, since that 1aragraph tends to call on the international community 

to wait until a weapon has been developed, and also r equests the CCD to discuss 

not agreements but the "desirability" of formulating agreements on the 

prohibition of such weapcns of mass destruction. 

Therefore , having ccnsidered. those :two poi nts very carefully, we will vote 

in favour of draft r esolution A/C. l/3?/1. 4 and very reluctantly abstain from 

voting on draft r esolution A/C.l/32/1. 5 because we feel that, although it aims 

at the same thing, it is restrictive in a w~. 



AW/an/tg A/C .1/ 32/PV. 33 
21 

The CHA.IRMAN: The Committee will no'l.r proceed to the :voti ng pn. the 

draft resolutions. We shall vpt e first on draft resolution A/C.l/32/L. 4. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, 

Bangladesh, Barbados 1 Beni n, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots"t-Tana, 

Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byel orussian Soviet Social ist 

Republ ic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 

Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, 

Fiji, Finland, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guyana, 

Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, 

Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's temocratic Republic, Libyan 

Arab J~rr.ahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mal dives, Mali, 

Maurit ius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, 

Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, 

Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, 

Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, 

Swazil and, Syrian Ar ab Republi c, Thailand, Trinidad and 

Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Soci alist 

Republ ic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab 

Emirates, United Republi c of Cameroon, United Republic of 

Tanzania, Upper Volta, Ur~guay, Venezuela, Yemen, 

Yugo~lavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Burma, Canada, Central 

African Republic, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal 

Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 

Ivory Coast, Japan, Luxembourg, Mauritania, Netherlands, 

New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Sweden, 

Turkey, Uhited Kingdom of Great B~itain and Nort hern 

Ireland, United States of America. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 87 vot es to none, wit h 28 abstentions. 
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The CHAIRMAN: :: shall now ,call on those representatives who wish 

to explain their yotes after the vote. 

Mr. HAMILTON (S" eden): The Swedish delec;ation, a co-sponsor of draft 

resoluti.an A/C .1/32/L .5, t.as abstained on draft resolution A/C .1/32/1.4. He 

Hi..Sh to explain the reasor.s for this posi..tion. 

But first I -vrould ex:r:ress our rec;ret that it was not possible to 

amalc;amate the t>vo texts i.nto one i..n view of their considerable similarity 

in purpose. 

Sweden is deeply convinced of the importance of pnwentinc; et an early 

stage the use of scientific and technolocical proc;ress for the development of 

new types of >veapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. T:le 

are therefore stroncsly in favour of the ultimate objective of both rlraft resolutions, 

which is to take measures ln order that scientific discovery could be used for 

the benefit of manltind and not i'or its destruction. vlith regard to draft 

resolution A/C.l/32/1.4, w,; feel it, however, appropriate to restate vie-vm 

already expressed by Sweden on previous occasions. 

-Firstly, it is our understandine; that the c cncept "new vreapons of mass 

destruction" relates co sue:h ·Heapm•s as are developed on the basis of scientific 

principles other than those used in the weapons named in the 1948 definition 

of >·<eapons of mass destruction. Secondly, I wish to recall the concern vle 

have expressed about the iC.ea of a gar::eral ac;reement in this field. One 

aspect of this concern is the problem of arrivins at sufficiently clear 

definitions. ~Je have noted with satisfaction that the draft opens the 

possibil tty for the conclusion of ac;reements aimed at sr:::cific neH developments 

as need arises. In this respect it seems to be a similar approach to the one 

sugc;ested in draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.5. 

Vy delegation's co-sp:;nsorshi}' of resolution A/C.l/32/1.5 is an 

indication of our support for the c;eneral approach advocated in the text: that 

is, to request the c,)nferen,~e of the Committee on Disarmament ( CCD) to keep 

~nder review relevant devel)pments of new weapons of mass destruction and to 

consider the desirability o:~ any specific ac;reernents on thetr prohtbi..ti..on. Thi..s 

is a general line which the S1ved ish delec;ation has followed during the discussions 

in the General Assembly and in the CCD since this item was first introduced by the 

Soviet Union in 1975· 
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:.Jr. HGU Yi:-nin (Crlina) (interpretation froEt Chinese): Tr!i.th regard to 

1.raf-'::. resoluti(m A/C .1(32/L. ~-, which \·ras jnst ar'l.opt~d, ~J:.~ Ch:i.nese rlelega;.,ion 'Hi shes 

to state that it did not participate in the vote. At the same time, vri th 

reGard to draft resolution A/C .1/32/L. 5, which is to be voted on, 'He are not 

going to participate in the vote. I "\muld asl;: thPt our stAtement le inclw'ler1 in 
the record. 

!! iiAUNG HAUNG G~:g_£ (Burma): By mistake my delegation abstained in 

the vote on draft resolCJ.tion A/C.l/32/L.l!- > but we vrished to vote for it. 

Mr. KONDE (Guinea) (interpretation from French): I just wanted it to 

be recorded that the Republic of Guinea, whose representative was absent from 

the room during the vote, wishes to state that had its delegation been present it 

\·rould h:::(ve voted in favo·J.r of draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.4. 

Mr. HOUNG!.VOU (Benin) (interpretation from French): During the 

general debate on the question of disarn1ament, my delegation had an opportunity 

to state clearly its position in this Committee. After having studied carefully 

the two draft resolutions, A/C.l/32/L.4 and A/C.l/32/L.5, that we are considering, 

my delegation came to the conclusion that resolution A/C.l/32/L.4 was satisfactory 

since it supported the view that this draft resolution took of the question, 

and that is why vie voted in favour of it. 

On the other hand, my delegation noted that draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.5, 

although it does contain certain positive features, does not positively embrace 

all the problems with which we are concerned, and so vre \ri::.l abstain in the voting 

on it. 

The CHAIRMAN: As there are no further speakers in explanation 

of the vote after the vote on draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.l~, I declare 

considerntion of that draft resolution concluded. 

The Committee vrill nol'r t2ke a decision on the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C .1/32/L. 5, pertaining to agenda item 1.~6, entitled 

"Prohibition of the developn:ent and manufact)J.re of nevr types of vreapons of mass 

destruction and new systems of such ·Vleapons". The draft resolution has no 
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financial implications. It is sponsored by 11 delegations, and was intrcduced 

by the representative of the United Kingdom on 9 November 1977. 
I snall now call on those delegations wishing to explain their Yates before 

the vote. 

Mr. lillRDER (German Democratic Republic:): The .. Committee has just adopted 

by an overt~helming majority draft resolution A/C .l/32/L.4, which v1as submitted 

by the German Democratic Republic, Hungary and the Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics. 

It is now going to vote on the other draft resolution on this subject, 

namely, A/C.l/32/L.S. My Qelegation, together with the other sponsors of 

draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.4, will abstain from voting on draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/L.5. The reasons fer tnis attitude are as follows. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.5 does not rr.eet our concerns about the 

continuing arms raee with new types of weapons of mass destruction based on 

nev1 principles of action. In order to prevent the development and manufacture 

of these dangerous types of weapons in time, immediate and effective measures 

should be taken. The solution of this problem would include both the preparation 

and continuation of a global, all-embracing agreement, binding for all States, 

thus putting an end to the development and manufacture of new types of weapons 

of mass destruction. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.4 was very clear in this sense. It requested 

the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament to continue negotiations with the 

assistance of qualified governmental experts aimed at working out the text of an 

agreement on the prohibiti~n of the development and manufacture of new types 

of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons and, when 

necessary, specific agreem~nts on this subject. 

In comparison with thFt clear and unambiguous intention, draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/L.5 is considerably less explicit. Instead of requesting the Conference 

of the Committee on Disarm~ment to continue the search for an understanding on 

a global and all-embracing agreement, it only asks that Committee to keep this 

problem under review and t ::> consider the desirability of formulating agreements 

on the prohibition of any 3pecific new vreapons which may be identified. Thus, 
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it disregards the pr ogress that has already been achieved by the Conference of 

the Committee on Disarmament over the last two years on the road to t i1e 

preparation of a comprehensive and global prohibition. 

This draft lags far behind our concerns and the text s c f resolutions 

which have been adopted i n this respect by the General Assembly since 1975. 
This is the main reason why the sponsors of draft resol uti on A/C . l/32/L . ll 

will abstain on r'il·o.ft lfesolution A/C . l/32/1. 5 ,.,hen it i s put to the vote . 
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The CHAIRMAN: ll·~ shal;L now proceed to vote on the draft resolution 

cont!iined in document A/C . L/32/L . 5 . The United Kingdom has asked for a recorded 

vote. 

A recorded vote was taken . 

In favour: 

Against : 

Abstaining: 

Af,~r.uni r-; tan, Algeria, Argentina, Australia~ · E ~.ha:nas .. 

Bahrain, Bangladesh, ·Belgi um, Bhutan, Bolivia, Burma, 

Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Empire, Chile, 

Co:.ombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, l' ~:mdor .. El Salvador, 

· Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Fmnce, Germany, F'eder.al. 

Republic of , Greece, . Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, 

Ir;:.r:: Ireland, Is·rael, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, J ordan, 

Ku·Hait, Liberia, · Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, . Luxembourg, 

Ma:.~ys i a. Maldives, Mauritius, Mexico , Morocco , Nepal, 

~et.herlands, New Zealand, Niger, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, 

Par.ama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, >.·hilippin~s .­

Poxtugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Singapore, Spain, 

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian 

Arab Republic, Thailand, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United States of America, 

Uruguay 1 Venezuela, Yugos l avio.._. Zaire . 

Austria, Barbados, Benin1 Botswana, Bulgaria, Burundi, 

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 

Democratic Yemen, Egypt, German Democratic Republic, 

Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Jamaica, Kenya, Madagascar, 

Mali, Mongolia, Mozambique , Nigeria, Poland, Senegal, 

Sierra Leone, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, 'f!1trainia.n Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics~ 

Uni'ted Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Yemen , Zambi!i . 

The draft resolution WllS adopted by 80 votes to none , with 35 abstentions. 
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Mr . LIMA (Cape Verde) (interpretation from French): My delegation 

intended to abstain on this, vote , but we inadvertently voted in favour . I should 

lil~e t o have that corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN : Your request has been noted. 

I shall npw call on those representatives who wish to explain their vote 

after the vote . 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (~nterpr~tation from Span1sn) : 

voted in favour both of resolution A/C . l/32/ L.4 and A/C . l/32/L. 5. 

My delegation 

We did. this 

because we do not believe these texts are ~ncompatible in thei r substance . We 

could not accept that draft resolution A/C . l/32/L . 5 should be interpreted in a 

restrictive manner . Even if the procedure is a little different in each case , 

we do hope that the sponsor s of those two texts will continue informally their 

relations and their talks at Geneva, apart. f r om the formal meetings of the 

Confe r ence of the· Comm:l.ttce on Dis~rmament . Ther e are imperative priorities that 

should be fixed for those meetings . I hope, therefore , that they will continue 

t o meet informally with a vievl to reaching agreement on a text which will satisfy 

both rn·oups and which might SP.rre as a basis for future consideration of this 

question in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament . 

!i:i..s.~ FAAC.!..J!~ (Tp.nisia) . (interpretation from French) : My abstention on 

the draft resolution A/C . l/32/L. 5 should not be interpreted as meaning opposition 

to that dr~ft . My delegation had already voted in favour of draft resolution 

A/C . l/32/1 .4 uhich, i t seem~; to us, meets more spet:Hically and more 

comprehensively the requirements of agenda item 46, namely, the prohibition of 

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

new syst ems of such weapons . 

Havi ng voted f or draft resolution A/C . l/32/1 .4 1 my, delegation decided J.n the 

interests of consistency, not to support a more rest~tive draft . 
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Mr. GARBA (Niger ) (interpretation from French) : vie have a l ready said 

in pur sta:tement of :' 'r:i.day, 11 November, that we note that d.raft resolutions 

A/C . l/32/L.4 and A/C.l/:~/L.5 do have some ~oints of agreement and that the 
\ 

two }:arti e s ought to have been ~:;:.bll; t o rea ch a s;l.ngle text. But since that has 

not been the case, we hftve su~ported both drafts. In doing this, we wanted t o 

encourage any initiativE~ i n the direction of disartmment; we think t hat no 

ini tiative in that direction should be disregarded . 

The CHAIRMAN: If no other delegation wishes t o explain its vote, 

I sha l l declare the consideration of this draft resolution concl uded. 

This concludes consideration of item 46. 
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The Ccc.t:li-t.tee 1;;ill nell prc~ccd to talm a decision on draft resolut:;_C'G 

A/C.l/32/L.lO/Rev.l pertaining to Uem ~-3,. entitled ''Implemertation 

of the declaration on the denuclearization oi'·Africa". · This draft 

resolution has no financial implications. It is sponsored by 39 delegations 

and was introduced by the representative of Nigeria on 9 November 1977. 
I shall now call on those delegations that wish to explain their position in 

that connexion. 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): The United States is pleased to 

be able to support the .)bje·;-t:l.'TPS of this resolution. First, we strongly support 

the concept of nuclear-free zones in Africa as in other regions of the world. lis 

recently as 19 October of this year President Carter reiterated our belief that 

arrangements of this sort would contribute to efforts to control the proliferation 

of nuclear weapons. In particular, we believe that it is essential that Africa t,e 

kept free of nuclear weapons, for their tn~.rodt"ction into that continent could 

only threaten the security of all its nations. 

Secondly, my Government has shared the concern of the international community 

that South Africa 1 s advanced technology and, in particular, its unsafeguarded 

nuclear facilities could be employed to develop a nuclear-weapons capability. 

Reports that nuclear test preparations might be under way at a site in the 

Kalahari Desert in South Africa have clearly added to world concern. V.fe are in 

consultation with the Government of South Africa and have urged it to take 

concrete action to allay the fears of the international community on this account. 

As you are aware, these consultations have resulted in assurances that, first, 

South Africa does not have or intend to develop nuclear explosives for any 

purpose, peaceful or otherwise; secondly, South Africa is not developing a test 

facility for nuclear explosives; and, thirdly, there uill he no nuclear e;::pl0sive 

testing of any kind in South iifrica. My Government regards these assurances as a 

vi tal step in assuring the world of South Afr:i c~a 1 s intentions. Ue would regard 

with the utmost gravity any indication that they would not be honoured. 

In voting for this resolution, the United States wishes to reaffirm its view 

that nuclear co-operation under appropriate full-scope international safeguards 

and controls does not contribute to the proliferation of nuclear weapons and need 

not enhance national capabilities to achieve a nuclear-explosives stat~e. Q~ite 
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the contrary, we are persuaded that such co-operation can be a major incentive to 

recipient States to avoid programmes which vmuld lead to nuclear weapons 

development. Ue believe that the denial of co-operation on the grounds that a 

country might be on the threshold of developing nuclear weapons can do nothing to 

prevent that risk and, more than likely, will precipitate national decisions to 

cross the line between exclusively peaceful uses of nuclear energy and the 

acquisition of a nuclear explosives capability. lie must not lose sight of the 

fact that the common objective should be to ensure that nuclear energy is 

developed for peaceful pur?oses and to avoid measures that may in the last 

analysis defeat this fundamental purpose. 

He are urging South A:~rica as well as other countries vThich have not yet 

become parties to the Non-:?roliferation Treaty to do so and to put all their 

nuclear facilities under f·.lll scope international safeguards. He hope that our 

efforts will bear fruit soon in the case of South Africa. Meanwhile, we consider 

it unwise and impractical ·:;o cut off peaceful, safeguarded nuclear co-operation 

with South .Africa. lle wou:_d not be able to support prOJJOSals for the Security 

Council to take such steps under the present circums~nces. 

In closing, permit me to pay a tribute to the efforts of the representatives of 

the African countries, and particularly the efforts of the representative of 

Nigeria, which led to form1tlating a resolution capable of attracting the widest 

possible support. 

Mr. AKB!1M (Pakisi~n): My delegation considers the draft resolution 

proposed, A/C.l/32/L.lO/Re:v.l, to be an important expression of the view of the 

African countries 9.nd, inde:ed, of the international community that nuclear weapons 

should not spread to the ccntinent of Africa. Pakistan welcomes in particular the 

fact that -!-he draft resolutj on pinpoints the precise source from vThich the danger 

of proliferation arises tcday in Africa, that is, the racist regime of South 

ilfrica whose ambitions to acquire nuclear status are now well known, despite its 

protestations to the contrary. Important nuclear facilities in South Africa 

remain outside of any international safeguards of the International J\tomic Energy 

!1gency (DlEA). Ile therefore believe that the concern voiced, in tbe sixth preambular 

para[~raph of tr~e draft resolution, that South J\frica may detonate a 

nuclear explosion, to be most timely, and also the demand contained in operative 

paragraph 3 that South J\frica refrain from condncting any nuclear explosion. 
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Operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution is the first occasion where the 

Security Council has been called upon the prevent an attempt by a State to 

develop nuclear weapons. That is an impnrtant rleve.lopm<:ont. He also agree that 

while South Africa fails to give sufficient assurances about its intentions, 

nuclear co-operation with it should be reconsidered. In our vievl it is strange 

that nuclear co-operation ,rtth South Africa is to be continued while some of its 

important facilities are outside IJ~ safeguards and while such co-operation is 

hindered in other cases where all facilities are under safeguards. 
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I t is our hope that the determination exhibited by the international 

communi ty i n this case, t hat is on the proposal for the creation of a nuclear­

weapon- free zone i n Afrlca, will be matched by a similar det erminati on in other 

a r eas of the y;crld, particularly where other nuclea r -•-1eapon- free zones have 

been proposed and are u:1der consideration . 

For all those reaS•)ns" my de)..egatiop yill vote in favour of the draft 

resolution in document A/C . 1/ 32/L.lO/Rev .1 . 

~he CHAfR~N: The Committee will now vote on draft resolution 

A/C .l/32/L . lO/Rev . l . A record~d vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote wan taken. 

~1 favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria, Bahamas , 

l lahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, 

l loli via, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi , 

l lyrlorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, 

C'ape Verde, Central African Empire , Chi le , China, 

Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus , Czechoslovakia , 

I~mocratic Yemen, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, 

Ethi opia, Fiji, Finland, France, German Democratic 

Fepubl ic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, 

Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana , Hungary, Iceland, India, 

Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, 

Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya , Kuwait , Lao People's 

remocratic Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 

luxembourg, Madagascar, Mal aysia, Maldives , Mali, 

Maurit ania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, 

Mozambique, Nepa.a., Netherlands, Nev Zealand, Niger, 

Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, 

P~ilippines , Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania , Rwanda , 

S~negal, Sierra Leone , Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 

s ·1rinam, Swazil and , Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, 

Tt)go, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunis i a , Turkey, Uganda , 

u:crainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United 

K:~ngdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 
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United Republic of Cameroon, United States of America, 

Upper Volta, Uruguay, Ven~zuela , Viet Nam, Yemen, 

Yugoplavia, Zai re, Zambia. 

None . 

The draft resolution was adopted by 118 votes to none . 

Mr . MU;LLOY (Ireland) : We pressed the "yes'' button, but our vote 

was not r ecorded . 

The CHAIRMAN: One cannot vo~e after the machine has been locked . 

Your vote will be recorded accordingly. 

Mr . BANDORA (United Republic of Tanzania): I regret that t he 

r epresentative of Tanzania \-las out of the room while the voting was taking 

place, but it is t he wish of my delegation to vote yes on the draft resolution . 

The CHAIR.MAN: Tpe wish of the representati ve of the Unit ed Republic 

of Tanzania has been noted . 

Mr . RIOS (Panama ) (interpretation from Spanish): At the t ime when 

I came into the room t he voting machine was being l oc lred, and I am sorry 

that Panama' s affirmative vote was not registered. 

The CHAIRMAN: It will be noted. 

I call on t he representative of Fr ance , who wishes to explain his vote . 

Mr . MISTRAL (France) (interpretation from French): My del egation \-las 

happy to ;vote in favour of the draf t resolution concerping the denuclearization 

of Africa . I should just like to make one thing clear . Our r ecognition of Africa 

as a denucl earized zone, so f ar as t he French Territories are concerned, should 

be seen in the light of the c~arification given by the present Minister for 

Foreign Affairs of France, Mr . de Guiringaud, when he was Permanent Represent a t ive 

to the United Nations , in this very Committee on 26 Nove~ber 1975, when he stated 

France ' s over-all position concerning denuclear ized zones . I should like to 

quote the relevant passage on this p~int: 
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II the denucleariz8'tion regime established by a treaty cannot 

affect the status ·of •rerritories under the sovereignty of Franc~ 
. . 

wr~ch may be geographically located within a denuclearized zone. 

Nor could the French t}overnment accept injunctions from other States 

wi th a vie'• to compelling it to agree to a denuclear~zation. stat).ls for 

all or part of the territories under its sovereignty." (A/C.l/PV. 2098, p . 61) 

The CHAIRMAN: Slnce. no oth~r del egation wishes to explai n i ts vote 

on draft resolution A/C.l/32/L. lO/Rev .l, which has just beep adopted, the 

Committee has concl uded i t3 consideration of agenda item 43. 

The Committee will noN take a decision on draft resolut i on A/C.l/32/L. l6 

pertai ni ng to agenda it~m 52, entitled "Special session of the General Assembly 

devot ed to disarmament" . 'rhe, financ,ial implications of that dr aft, resolution 

are set forth i n document A/C . l/32/L.30, which has been circulated . The draft 

resolution i s sponsored by 3l delegations and was intr oduced by the representati ve 

of Norway on 11 Nove~ber 1177 . The sponsors have expressed the wish that i t be 

adopted by consensus . 

I f I hear no objectio~ I shall take i t , that the Committee wishes to adopt 

draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.l6 by con~ensus . 

The draft resolution was adopted . 

Mr . HSU Yi -min ~ ;hina) (int e r pre t ation fro~ Chine~e) : With regard 

t o the adopt i on by consensus of draf t resolut ion A/C . l/32/L.l6, t he Chin~se 

delegation wishes to s t ate that it dissociat es itself frcm the consensus . 

We request that our statement be included in the record . 
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The CHAIRMAN: The statement of the Chinese delegation has been noted. 

I should like to propose that the Committee take decisions on the 

following draft resolutions at its meeting tomorrovl morning: A/C.l/32/L.l7, 

L.lS, L.25 and L.27. Draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.25 has not been formally 

introduced in the Committee; however, under rule 120 of the rules of 

procedure it is not neces<:ary for the authors or sponsors of a draft 

resolution to introduce it formally from the floor. 

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.m. 




