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'I'he meetinG was called to order at 3.15 p.m. 

AGENDA ITE!viS 35, 37 46, 47 Al'!D h8 

The CHAIRHJ\N: As ac;reed at this :morning's PJ.eetinp;, the Cornmi ttee will 

start this afternoon by hearinr; the renaining explanations of vote after the 

vote on draft resolution A/C.l/33/L.//Rev.l. 

l''r. ADE~TIJI (Nigeria): l<iy delegation voted in favour of draft 

resolution A/C.l/33/L.//Rev.l, in spite of its rnisgivine;s about some of its 

parts. In particular, we have doubts about orerative paragraph 6 and had that 

parac:rapb been put to a separate vote we -vrould have abstained. Our doubts 

about parac:raph 6 stem frora two thinc;s. 

The first is the fact that it ties the concrete negotiations on a 

comprehensive test ban by the Cor:m1ittee on Disarmament to the submission of a 

trilateral drs.ft. 'fTe note, of course, that by an oral revision the sponsors have 

noH indicated that that trilateral draft should be submitted at the beginning 

o; the 1979 session of the Committee on Disarl"lament. In spite of that, we have 

always felt - and 1ve told the sponsors of the draft resoluion - that ln the 

lic:ht of what happened last year the commencernent of ne[!otiations by the 

Co:nrnittee on Disarmament should not be made conditional on the submission of 

the trilateral draft, because we were almost certain that that draft would not 

be sub!:l_i tted at the tir1e the sponsors of the draft resolution had in mind, 

that is, before the beginning of the 1979 session of the Comrn.ittee on Disarma:r:1ent. 

The staterr,ent made by the representative of the Unitecl States in explanation 

of vote has certainly confirmed that vie1,r, and •..re believe that the sponsors 

have now seen that such a lin1<:: is not likely to accor1plish "lvhat they had in 

mind. 
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Our seconL'· renson for havir>"' reservatjons OP this pararrraph is base<i 111 

in part on the point i.rJ.adP by the representative of Arr:entina earlier in the 

day" He said, and lTry delegation ar';ret's 1vi th hi:rn, that to expect the draft 

treaty to be submitted bv the Cm;mittee on Disar!"la:rJent to a resumed 

thirty-third session of the Gen<:ral A,ssembly might not give the Committee 

on DisP"rmament enough time to vork fully on a comprehensive test ban treaty" 

He think that the role of the CornmitteP on DisarmRIJlent should not be 

seen as that of rubber-starnninr: 1rhe"tever dre,ft treatv is vorl:ec.l. unon 

outside the context of that body: that Committee should be seen e"s the multilateral 

negotiB,ting body Hhich ought to be responsible for proposing a draft treaty 

which will 8,ttract the 1ddest possible ac'l.llerence "' as is the intention also 

of the co··sponsors of the draft resolution. 

I·1r.: 110RE.~!Q- (ItRly) (interpretation from French): My delegation had 

asked to speak this morning to indicate, not bein~ able to see clearly the 

indications on the board vrhich in vif'lv of the distance are not very clear, 

that the vote of Italy had not been recorded. Nm·r it has been confirmed to 

us by the documentx containing the results of that vote which uas distributed 

by the Secretariat that the vote of Italy has not been recorded, and yet 

I did indeed press the 11yes :; button in order to vote in favour of the draft 

resolution contained in document A/C.l/33/L,T/Rev,l. I think that this is 

a technical failure similar to lvhat happened yesterday, and I vrould request 

the Secretariat to be good enough to rectify the results of the voting 

accordingly and to take note of the fact that Italy voted in favour of the 

draft resolution on t~1e comprehensive test--ban treaty, 

Mr. VUICOV~~- (Yugoslavia) l1y delegation has the same or very 

similar reservations to those expressed by the representative of Nigeria. 

Houever, \!e voted for this draft resolution because l·re support its basic thrust 

urging the nuclear weapon Powers which are engaged in these negotiations to 

submit their draft treaty to the Cc·rnmittec on Disari11a"'lent 8S e.qrly as possible. 
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Mrs. GORDAH (Tunisia) (interpretation from French); A material 

error has crept into the vote of my delegation during the voting on draft 

resolution A/C.l/33/1.43. He would 1v-ish that vote to be entered in the 

record. We voted in favour of the draft resolution. I was not able to 

point this out this mornints, Sir, because you did not call on me to speak at 

that time. 

The CHAIRlfillN: There are no other dele~ations wishin8 to explain 

their votes. Thus, the consideration of the draft resolution A/C.l/33/L.7/Rev.2 

concerning the implementation of General Assembly resolution 32/78 is concluded, 

and with it the consideration of agenda item 38. 

As agreed yesterday, we shall now take up for the third time the ouestion 

of the production of a United Nations film on wars and their consequences. I 

would remind representatives that there is a report of the Secretary-General 

on this matter contained in document A/33/389 and presented under agenda 

item 47, "General and complete disarmament". 

Yesterday afternoon the Committee had a very thorough exchange of views 

both on the substance of the film and on the desirability of producing such 

a film, and also on the formal proposal by the representative of the 

United States that the First Committee should not at this time take a substantive 

decision on whether or not to produce it. Instead, in a procedural motion, 

the representative of the United States, supported by a number of other 

delegations, proposed that the question of the desirability and feasibility-

if I may put it that way - of producing such a firm first be submitted to the 

Secretary-General's advisory board of eminent persons for an advisory opinion. 
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(The Chairman) 

In the subsequent debate on that particular proposal, the representatives 

of Hexico ano_ Argentina, both members of the Aclvisory Board, took the firrJ. 

vic;,.r that the tP.sk :nroposed by the representative of the United Str>tes in 

his procedural motion would. not be ;,;rithin the> Boe.rd' s comnetence 

inasmuch as that competence had been defined in the Final Document of the tenth 

special session of the General Assembly. 

fl.s members will also recall, that particular legal view was not accepted 

by the representative of the Unit eo. States, 'llho considered that the General 

Assembly could give ne-vr tasks to the Advisory Board if it so wished. 

The debate ended,subsequent to a procedural alternative which I had proposed, 

with the formal proposal by the representative of l1exico to the effect that, 

before proceeding any further on this legal question, we should obtain the 

advice of the Leral Counsel to the Secretary-General, To refresh the memories 

of the members of the Committee, I shall repeat the forMulation of that question, 

which, as the representative of Hexico said, should be very carefully and very 

precisely formulated. He did so and 1-ras good enough to submit it in writing to 

the secretariat and it has been fon-rarded to the Legal Cotmsel in that form. 

I have the text nnly in Spanish, and I shall read out the formulation of 

the question in Spanish. 

(interpretation from Spanish) 

Is it within the coMpetence of the Advisory Board as defined in 

paragraph 124 of the Final Document to decide on the production of films? 

(continued in English) 

I understand that the Legal Counsel has had sufficient time to study this 

question and that he is nm-r prepared to give his reply. I therefore call on 

the Legal Counsel to the Secretary-General for that purpose. 

~1'-~_Sll_?' (lJncler--Secretary-General ~ the Ler-:al Counsel): It has been 

proposed in this CoD.1'1i ttee thet the Secretary· -General 1 a.ctinrr throu["h the Office of 

Public Information, shoulc be entruster~ Fith the tr-sk of nrcrrrin;-: a filn on the 

horrors of •rar. In this conne:zion, the question has been raised uhether it uoul:.i 

co!"'e •ri thin the terr1s of reference of the Advisor~r iloard on DisormmC~.ent Stuc.ies ~ 

establishet~. "flUrsuont to parar:raph 12!1 of the Final Docunent of the tenth special 
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(Mr. Suy, Lege,l Counsel) 

session of the General Jl.sse]'1'1bly, to advise the Secretary--General on the preparation 

of such e. fil''~. I understand t'hat if this question is not ans'Tered in the affirmative 

it has been asked whether the General Assembly could, for the purpose of the 

preparation of this film, eJ-.rpand the mandate of the Advisory Board to cover 

advice to t~1e Secretary-General on this subject. 

The Final Document of the tenth special session forms part of GeneraJ. 

Assembly r~solution S-10/2 of 30 June 1978. Paragraph 124 thereof reads as 

follows: 

"The Secretary-General is requested to set up an advisory board 

of eminent persons, selected on the basis of their personal expertise 

and taking into account the principle of equitable geographical 

representation to advise him on various aspects of studies to be made 

t"J.C.er the auspices of the United Nations in the field of disarmament 

and arms limitation, including a programme of such studies." 

The question that arises is 1·rhether preparation of a film on the horrors of 

war could be considered as corn.inp: vTithin the ambit of "various aspects of 

studi~s ••• in the field of disarmament and arms limitation". 

It would seem axiomatic that a film hir;hlighting the disastrous consequences 

of war is pertinent to the issue of disarmament, and this is recognized in the 

Final Documentcf the tenth special session where, for example, in paragraph 100 

it is stated that: 

"Governmental and non-governmental information organs and those of 

the United Nations ar.d its specialized aeencies should give priority to the 

preparation and distribution of printed and audio-visual material relating 

to the danger represented by the armaments race ••• ". 

Audio-visual materials include, of course, films. The subject matter of the film 

here under consideration would thus appear to come within the scope of the terms 

of reference of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies. 
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(Fr. Suy, Legal Counsel) 

It remains to be considered whether a film, in other uords an 

audio-visual presentation~ can be considered to be a 11study 11 idthin the terms 

of the Advisory Board's competence to advise on livarious aspects of studies 11
, 

or whether the term nstudy 11 should be confined solely to i-Tritten r.1aterial. 

In this connexion, it is to be noted that the General Assembly has full 

competence to interpret its own resolutions~ and to determine whether the 

"studiesfi or 11aspects of studies" referred to in paraGraph 124 of the Final 

Document encompass films. 

In its narrowest meaning, a study can be construed to ~c1ete to the 

written " rd and to nublicA.tions in J1rinted forn only, but such R. narrovr 

interpretation is not necessarily required by the term itself. T~1e Concise 

Oxford Dictionary, inter alia j defines the worc1 as referring to th~ 11devotion 

of time and thousht to acquirin~ information especiRlly frow books, nursuit 

of some branch of knowleage 11
• The pursuit of some branch of knowledc;e is no 

longer nece~:;::;arily confined to the 1·rritten word, and its results can be 

conveyed not only in print but on film. Hithin the United Nations increasing 

importance has been attached to audio-visual techuiques as a means of 

conveyin~ information or messages - the United Nations Conference on Human 

Settlements being a prime example of this - and the Organization has considered 

films as coming within the ambit of the term "publication11 for purposes of 

coDyrir;ht,for cxanple. It w·ould appear perfectly ler:itime.te, it seems to 

me, within the tenus of the Final Document, which contemplates comprehensive 

pr<.,.grammes of studies. to interpret the w-ords "studies" and "aspects of 

studies" to encompass films on relevant topics. In this respect, paragraph 98 

of the Final Document should be recalled, in which it is stated inter ali~ 

that: 
11 At its thirty-third and subsequent sessions the General Assembly 

should determine the specific guidelines for carrying out studies, takinr; 

into account the proposals already submitted including those made by 

individual countries at the special session, as i·rell as other proposals 

vrhich can be introduced later in this field." {S-10/2, para. 98) 

As it is concluded that the General Assenbly can interpret the existing 

terms of reference of the fc1_visory Board on Disarmament Studies to cover the 



P~/tg A/C.l/33/PV.58 
17 

(Hr. Suy, Legal Counsel) 

filra here concerned, it is not necessary to ansvrer in any detail the question 

whether the Assembly can amend the terms of reference of the Board to cover 

films. Should, however, the General Assembly prefer to give the narroH 

definition of "studies" and 11various aspects of studies 11 to confine those terms 

to vrritten materials, it is nevertheless clear from General Assembly practice 

that subsequent sessions of the Assembly may, without involving reconsideration, 

amend the terms of reference of any bodies established by or on the 

instructions of the AssePJ.bly. However, the extent to w·hich the Assembly nir.ht wish 

to do so, particularly if a vote were involved in relation to a paragraph 

forming part o!' vmat had been a long and carefully balanced consensus, is a 

matter of policy which lies beyond the scope of this legal opinion. 

The C!:rl'.IRHAN: Before callmng on representatives who have asked to 

speak, I wish to thank the Ler,al Counsel to the Secretary-General f'or what 

appears, at least to the Chair, to have been an extremely balanced, exhaustive 

and profound elucidation of all the pertinent arguments and considerations 

which can affect the question which, by decision of' this Committee, vas put 

to the Legal Counsel. I fl!'l. sure the 1-rhole Corol"l.ittee joins the Chnir in 

extending thanks for this help and advice on a matter which has exercised 

this Ccnnittee for a considerable time during the last two days. The Chair 

expresses the wish that this will expedite our proceedings to a proper 

conclusion. 

Hr. GARCIA ROBLES (Hexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I very 

much regret that what I have to say will not the profundity so adnircct by the 

Chairnan in the statement just made by the Legal Counsel. I shall 

r.crely :r:_~ke e.n improviser'~_ staterr:.ent on what I h1we just heard. I shall not 

be speaking to the very clc,r, precise and unequivocal question 1-Thich 

I put yesterday, and which the Chgirl"lall repeated today. At times one 

is not at all sure whether a verb is in the affirmative or in the interrogative, 

and at times a fact cannot be rendered properly in English. This is not placinr, 

any blame on the interpreters. So let me :rut it in Enrlish: 

(spoke in English) 
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(Hr. Garcia Robles, Hexico) 

does it fall within the competence of the Advisory Board to make a pronouncement 

on the production of films, it beine understood that the competence would be 

that defined in paragraph 124 of the Final Document? That uas the question. 

(continued in Spanish) 

The Legal Counsel has stressed, not once but several times, the fact that 

'1-Tithin the narrow sense of the word "studies" - I do not think "narrow" is the 

right word; I think we should say within the normal, customary, generally 

accepted meanine: of the word "studies". That is the area within which we should 

try to seek an answer. 

The International Court of Justice, whose advisory opinions, it must be said, 

Rre not always models of precision, hns on nore than one occasion said, in referring 

to a treaty or a convention - and the same applies to a question - that when 

the terms of a treaty or a convention are used in their normal sense, in their 

normal rneanine, there is no need to go further to consult dictionaries or 

speculate on possible meanings. One need take only the normal meanine of the 

word, and I think '\ore all have a fairly good idea of what the word "studies" 

means. 
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(I'ilr. Garcia Robles, Mexic_2) 

It is my honour to be a member of the advisory board. Here at United 

Nations Headquarters from 14 to 22 November that advisory board held its 

first session, and not a single member of the board once thought that the 

preparation of films could be construed as a study. 

Member.s may be familiar with Conference Room Paper Ho. 3. If they are 

not, they can ask the Secretariat about it. It is the draft report of the 

Secretary-General, vrhich vras adopted. I think eventually it will become 

"Rev.3", although it will not say that but 11Report of the Secretary-General 

on the first session11
• 

Novr, Sir, you could ask for that report, and the Legal Counsel could 

ask for it, and read it very carefully. I think that in its five pages 

you will not find a word that sugp:ests that the meaning of "studies" is 

anything but what I have suggested. 

It was our privilege .. we all had the opportunity - to attend the 

tenth special sessicn of the General Assembly. We have come to call it the 

first special session of the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament. 

I do not think anyone whc attended that session could have any doubt about 

the meaning of the word nstudies", in paragraph 98 or any other paragraph of 

the Final Document in which the term may be used. So, as the International 

Court of Justice recomraends for treaties and conventions - and I am quite 

sure the Legal Counsel is very familiar with all this - in applying that 

principle to the use of this word we should not think in terms of narrow 

meanings or broad meanings~ we should think in terms of the normal meanin~. 

~ve should give the word "studies 11 the meaning everyone normally attaches to 

it. 

May I now turn to another question. Here I completely ae.ree with the 

Legal Counsel, just as I completely disagree with him on the other matter. 

Obviously the General Assembly is a sovereign body and it is perfectly within 

its rights when it comes to amending decisions it adopted at earlier sessions. 

The rules of procedure say that when it is a question of changing a decision at 

the same session a two~thirds ma,iority is necessary. But when it is a question 

of changing a decision adopted at an earlier session there is no special 

majority laid down. 

Here, then, I completely a~ree with him. But I would venture to ask 

this question. He have had a Preparatory Committee. It held five sessions. 
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(~1r. Garcia Tiobles, Mexico) 

Later \<Fe had a special session, 1<1hich based its work on that of the Preparatory 

Committee. It lasted for five weeks. During that entire period - duriag the 

special session and in the work of the Preparatory Committee - major efforts were 

made anci. success 1ras achieved 0 There uas a consensus on a Final Document 0 That 

F'inal Docun:.ent should be viewed as a -vrhole. Everything is related to everything 

else. How, may I ask, are we going to start trvinr: to put forward a~;~en::lments, 

to bring about changes in the substance of that Fine>l Document? Are 1re going 

to start trying to do that with majority votes? I -vmuld say that that nould be a 

course of action fraue;ht with rrreat dangers for our work and the work o-'-' the 

special session of the General Assembly, lvhich we have praised so often. 

If we change the meaning or the scoDe of one ~ararrranh no1r
0 

then 

today or tomorrovr, usinp the sa!.'e proceo_ure, 're ni rr'J.t Fish to cJ-:.01Ye 

the meaninf'" or tl1e scone of other pararrrar>hs, Fhich mic,;ht be of much 

preater import than this nara["raph. 

VIr. RA.tvlPHUL (Mauritius): I should like very briefly to seek some 

information before a vote is taken on the question of the production of the film 

requested by Jl_mbassaoor Baroody, not to contjnue or to reopen t:1e debate on 

the item under consideration. 

I listened with great attention to the statement of ; 1r. J\J:F'.t ani 0 Under

Secretary-General for the Office of Public Information, and several statements 

of my distinguished colleague and rr.entor Ambassador Baroody and other colleagues 

concerning document A/C.l/33/389 regarding the production of a UniteQ Nations 

film on -vrars and their consequences. 

I hasten to add that I fully support the compilation of a film on the 

horrors of wars. However, I am wondering whether the Secretariat is in a 

position to inform the Committee whether the United Nations has in the past 

produced such a film on related subjects and, if so, ho1-r many Melllber Ste.tes have 

asked for the film to be shown in their respective countries. I essure the 

CoJ"Wl.ittee that my only J'71otive in asldnr this ouestion is to receive a 

favoureble reply so thR.t I nav convince l':Y o•m Goverm1ent to h<we such a 

filn r>ro.i ected in I'Iauri ti us in the event that it h8s not yet clone so. 
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(Hr. Raraphul. Mauritius) 

Finally; as a member of the Advisory Board, I thRnk my colleague and 

friend. l''r. r.~ri'~ St\'.', Under-Secretary-General for Legal Affairs. for his learned . 
opinion and guidance. I have noted with great interest the comments thereon 

of my colleague on tl1e ar"-visory boerr" Ambassador Garcia Hobles of i11exico. 

~j._._:'I5l-IJ'!:: (United States of America): I shall be quite brief. 

Having said that, I shall make the necessary absolutely essential and 

psyc'10lot ically necessary explanatio11 that I am always frightened when I disagree 

1·rith Ambassador Garcia Robles~ my friend, colleague and mentor, on a legal 

problem. But I am afraid I have to. 

The representative of Mexicn referred to the International Court of Justice. 

I vrould refer to the Permanent Court of L\rbi tration and that great jurist 

Max Huber, \·rho_ 1r~1en he deciCl.erl the Isle U.e PaLBas case, developed the concept 

of inter tem;Jo-ral lau o In other vrords : the uorld d:.anp:es. 

Hm-r. it is true that in older dictionaries :stuc"-ies n may have been defined 

as something that was 'i·rritten. It did not mean a movie in some of the old 

dictionaries, because there were no movies then. It did not mean a television 

show, because there 1m.s no television. 
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Right now, I personally conceive that astudy 0 is not for the purpose 

of someone readinc; by the lamp and putting something down in a delicate manuscript, 

-.;.;here only a few dedicated scholars could read it. The purpose of a study 

is to get information which is to be disserllnated, and I can think of no 

reason why in the year 1978 ue should say that a sound film to be shown in 

movie theatres and also on television does not play the role of a study as 

much as any learned tome which goes into a library and either gathers dust or 

is read only by a select few. 

Now, as I listened to the opinion of the Legal Counsel~ I heard nothing 

in his statement that would make it possible to rule out of order the 

amendment which I suggested. I am not suggestin~ that he made any recommendations 

as to how we should vote on this amendment. He clearly did not:, indeed, 

it would have been improper for him to do so, and he was quite proper. 

But I think that his statement made it possible for us to vote on rrry amendment, 

and, without saying more, I hope that vre do it and get this matter behind us. 

The CHAIRMAN: I must say that future historians will have 

great difficulty in ascertaining whether at this point this is the First 

Committee or the Sixth Committee. 

Hr. ORTIZ Dl!: ROZAS (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): Like 

tl1e representative of Mexico, I would have preferred to have the statement of 

the Legal Counsel in '\'Triting before stating my opinion. IJevertheless, 

I believe that there are certain aspects which can be commented upon. 

The first concerns the mandate of the Advisory Board and is part of 

the opinion requested of the Legal Counsel. I shall not repeat the arguments 

of the representative of Mexico, to vrhich I fully subscribe, because for my part 

I do not have the slightest doubt that the mandate conferred upon the Advisory 

Board - whether it is given a wide or narrow interpretation - has nothing to do 

1-rith its having to pronounce itself on the feasibility of producing a film. 

To be frank, I deplore the fact that the Legal Counsel should have been 

consulted on a second aspect, because, as the Chairman ,just re!'larked, future historians 

looking at our records might get the impression tha.t the representatives of this 
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Committee 1rere suffering from mental deficiency. Indeed, one need not show 

undue imaf,ination to consult the Legal Counsel as to whether or not the 

General Assen~ly is empowered to amend the mandate conferred upon a body 

vhich it has established. One need not have gone to law school to know that 

it does have such powers. In my statement yesterday, I began by saying 

that the Assembly was in fact sovereign and could change the mandate conferred 

upon a body. But, for that body to undertake the study~ the mandate would 

first have to be changed. 

Novr the question is to try to establish, by a process of interpretation, 

whether or not to produce a film. r,re must leave aside, for a moment, the 

question of the l'landate and concentrate on other important aspects. 

Hhat woulcl the Advisory Board be asked? vlhen I spoke yesterday, I 

sought clarification as to >vhat was to be asked of the Advisory Board. I 

did not get an answer and I still do not know what the Advisory Board may 

be asked to do. If it is to be requested to pronounce itself or make a study 

on the feasibility of the film, I should like to bring to the attention of 

the Chairman and of the representatives that that study has already been 

carried out at the request of the Secretary-General and is contained in 

document A/33/339, paragraph 2 of which states: 
11 In pursuance of that understanding the Secretary-General instructed 

the Office of Public Information to survey the possibilities of producing 

a film ... •v 

and in paragraph 3 it is stated that: 

·'The Office of Public Information conducted a survey !1 . . . . 
So the study has been made~ and the opinion of the Office of Public 

Information is that this study is feasible. 

Therefore, what is the Advisory Board going to be asked to do? 

I wish, in all seriousness, to raise this problem, because no less than half 

of the meetinr,s of the Advisory Board have been devoted to the exan1ination 

of its mandate and attributes. An aspect which was stressed above all was 

that the Advisory Board could in no 1-ray - I repeat, in no way - eventually 

convert itself into a ldnd of censoring, supervisory body or clearing-house 

with resnect to requests made by sovereign States in the General 

Assembly. In other 1vords 9 a State Hember of the United Nations can call 
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for a study on any sub,iect and if the General Assembly considers that it 

should be carried out, then it must be carried out. Hhat the Advisory Board 

cannot do is to say no~ that the study is not suitable, because the Advisory 

Board would then be setting itself up as a censor of the will of sovereign 

States of the General Assembly. That is very important. 

If the study has already been carried out by the Office of Public 

Information~ what is to be requested of the Advisory Board? The me~bers of 

the Advisory Board are eminent persons - at least~ in principle, one supposes 

that they are - but what can they say? That the film should be in black and 

white or in colour, that it should last 20, 30 or 60 minutes, as it is 

suggested, that it include certain aspects of this or that war? What is to 

be requested of the Advisory Board? None of its members know anything about 

producing a film; but it is presumed that they are knowledgeable in matters 

of disarmament. 

Yesterday I asked what was to be requested of the Board - and until now 

I do not know the answer - and I did so, furthermore, because the Assembly 

cannot issue instructions to the Advisory Board. The most that the Assembly 

can do is to request the Secretary-General - because the Advisory Board 

advises the Secretary-General and not the Assembly - to transmit a request 

to the Board with very specific r:uidelines on 1"'hat it will have to decide 

with respect to this film. 

There is a third point which I should like to raise. The Ad.visory Board 

is perfectly aware that at this thirty-third session there have been a series 

of requests for studies) and the Board unanimously decided that it was not 

going to consider any request for a study from the thirty-third session, 

primarily for lack of time. 
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(Mr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argentina) 

Finally - and I think this is of major importance - we all knovT that in a 

parliementary body one of the most customary procedures followed, when one does 

not vTish to deal directly with a reouest on the part of one of the members is 

to seek out dilatory procedures. I would suggest that this is such a form 

of procrastination. I vrould even go further than that. I woulc1 say that 

the advisory board began its studies in a most business-like fashion~ and if 

"I-re nmv today seek the easy way out and ask it to pronounce on 

the film, then I vould respect full" l'mbmit that in the future, vrhenever there 

is a draft resolution which is not to the liking of one or more delegations, 

it will use the same technique; it will say that the advisory board has taken 

the matter under advisement; that would only obstruct its work further. 

That ivould mean that it might very well become a censorship body or sorting 

house or supervisor;r board, uhich is sortethinf:! that has already been 

rejected. 

I think then that the proper course of action in this case is to vote 

in favour or against the proposal put forward by the representative of 

Saudi .Arabia. Those vrho have any doubts about the appropriateness of the 

film or its consequences,or perhaps even about the cost of the film, 

let them vote against the proposal. Those >tho believe, as I do, that 

television is cram~ed with violence, that it incites violence for 

all practical nurposes, could feel that it would not do any 

harm at all to bring to the attention of the new penerations "~-<rhat the horrors 

of Trar really mean for the future generations vrill have to take this matter 

seriously and carry out the process of disarma~ent themselves. 
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Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia): I must hasten to thank my good friend 

the Legal Consel of the United Nations for trying to enlighten us with regard 

to legal implications, since they were requested by none other than our friend 

from the United States. I gather that the Legal Counsel was not conclusive, 

and I endorse word for word what both my colleagues from Mexico and Argentina 

have said, so I need not recapitulate. 

But since you mentioned, Sir, that probably some of us at least might think 

this is the Sixth Committee, I have no better way of telling you that such 

arguments may lead to expect by quoting a quatrain of Omar Khayyam, who 

incidentally was not only a poet and an astronomer; he was also a tent maker -

Khayam - in Arabic, is the maker of tends - and was a practical man. Hy good 

collea~ue from the United States figures in this quatrain himself, as also 

does my good friend, ~tr. Suy- not by name but by implication. It runs: 

"Myself when young did eagerly frequent 

Doctor and Saint, and heard great argument 

About it and about: but evermore 

Came out by the same Door as in I went." 

Here the doctor is the Legal Counsel, and the saint is our colleague from 

the United States. He is horrified by war and he should know how it should be 

presented. And the doctor has to treat us all to see what dose of medicine he 

shouuld give to the United States and to the others who are in this difficulty. 

Suffice it to say that two of the pillars of the Advisory Board none 

other than Ambassador Garcia Robles and Ambassador de Rozas, have made it clear 

time and again- and I shall not go into their argument, it was very clear to us 

all - that they do not feel that they should deal with this question. 

Assuming that we were to refer this question to them and they feel that 

it is not within the scope of their studies - it is not a question of competence -

it means that the saint, my colleague from the United States, would sleep in 

peace. For then the thing would be sent back to the United Nations and in the 

meantime they can perhaps, since the United States is a major Power, be persuaded 

by the opinion of the representative of the United States Government. That is 

if his Government has not already given him instructions.- And if it has given 

him instructions, then it is a matter of policy. But we also, the small States 

and the medium-sized States, have our own policy as to what may be feasible and 

what may be good in the service of peace. 
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(!~!!~ _J3_a.!:oudy. Saudi Arab~~) 

There is doubt as to the interpretation of w·hat is narrow and ,.rhat is 

normal, but vre must take into account that w·ords are symbols of thought and 

not mathematical formulas, so that many of them become subjective when it 

suits our purpose. ~>fe must note also that at least two members of the 

a.O.visory board of eminent persons, or whatever you vrant to call it, two 

of its pillars, have, as I mentioned~ said that t~1ey do not feel that they 

should be seized of this problem because they have already other things on their 

hands. 

And I must answer my very good friend Ambassador Ramphul, who was at one 

time my opponent ei~ht years ago on the stamp issue in which he lost. We 

becrune ~reat friends after that. That was his first year: he learnt the 

came. I said that the United Nations vrould not impose the film on anyone, 

but that it would be accessible to any country that thought it might contribute 

to peace by showing the young and the old what past wars had done in terms of 

tra~edy, devastation, killinp.;, maiming - I will not catalogue all that 

wars do. 

And, as I think my colleague Ambassador de Rozas also asked, why is 

our colleague from the United States so nervous about it? By implication he 

says Hwe have enough violence n. Violence is that every day - violence and 

porno~raphy on your television, and we are learning from you because we think 

you are a great country. The mass media of information ape you - ape the strong, 

unfortunately, and which is revealing, without any motivation. 
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(Hr. Baroody, Saudi Arabia) 

To sum up, who created the Advisory BoFrd? The General Assembly. Do 

I have to remind the Corrunittee that when there is such a .controversial 

matter - and this is controversial only because thr· rf•prt'Sent·•ti ve of the· United 

States made an issue of it - we transcend that bocly which we for:m€c1; we 

tranacend it HS .' corF!ittr·0 of tht: vrhole h(ore. Furth•·n1orc>, the Eoard is not sure, 

:-1 s W(' hPvc- hPnrd fror.J. two of its pillnrs thA.t it is conp:=tent to dC'.1l "~>Ti th 

this c:nestion or that it 1-rill have the time" and it does not have any terms of 

reference as to hm-1 to go about it. Hhen you wa.nt to refer something to a 

committee, vrhether it is an advisory body 'Jf eminent persons or any connni ttee, 

you give it ~ .·rns of r•·fPrPncc•, You t0ll it to study soncthirw. 

Study "~>That? Without terms of reference, what is it? A book? Somebody 

mentioned the dictionary. Webster's Jictionary has been issueu every two 

years, in many editionE!. It does not have the interpretation 

th2t s cnc vrould think tr.'.t :. t fnconro~-·~ ;,, s f'V<-'rythin;::r th:".t it 0ncompnsses 
i nforr:.:'lti on , 

There are studies and studies. They may include <~udi.o visur·l :T:.teriF.l 

because, after all sound and sight are media of information. 

I may tell th .. r. ">Jr, .:. :~t~~ti .;,' of th. -:..:,1itcd St· t, s tlvt we hP..v,; bet·D 

through this, starting at Lake Success, in the Tl-"tter of frn•don of inforr1F•.tion. 

He are not here dealing with the substance of the matter, because the Bc,;rd 

is not competent; and even if it were competent it has no terms of reference. 

Th0 P:rninr·nt pPrsons on tht" BoPrd do not knovr FhPt to study or how to bt·crin 

to study it. They are loaded with "~>rork. 

The whole thing reso~ves itself into a simple matter. There are those 

who think such a film shoulcl be m!'l..de, a film which calls for the paltry sum 

of $200,000· :,rith all due respect to the generosity of the United States. 

if I vrere to ask my Government to finance it, I 1-muld be laughed at. My 

Government would say, "He Gave ~!il.50 million in six YPrrs to the World Food 

Progrannne. The other day we gave ~i5 million extra to such-and-such an agency. 

Baroody, what are you asking us? Have you lost your mind?" I say nothing, 

because if I tell them it is bece.use thP r0nrPsentative of thP United St!"_tes has 

brought up the question of funds the-y 1.rill 2.P..ugt at nc> 0 

.. 
I 



, 
' 

t 

EH/jf A/C.l/33/PV.5G 
37 

(i-·Ir. Baroody, Saudi Arabia) 

I know it is not the financial implications that 1rorry the· rr>prcsrnt<l,tiv~' of 

the UniteCi. States. The United States >rants to have thin3s it;; ovrn '"''·Y b ... ·c."'-US< 

it is a strong Pm-rer. There is nothing 1vrone; in the.t. If I bvlong(·d to 

a. strong Pm·rer I 1-TOuld perhf'..:ps d'-'V(•lo:n thlo sRr.k ns~rcholor:Y It is tlw psychology 

of thP strong. 

May I humbly suggest, I1r. Chairman, that you clo vrhat has been suggested 

by others. Do not refer this matter to the h:1•risory Board of eminent persons, 

tvo .,t l<·e.st of whom - and they are very important members of that board - have 

tole'. us they are not willing to nnrl;·rtnkr th:i~' stud~r. If tlw Unit<-·d States 

representative ''ants this matter referred to the J'.dvisor;v Bo<crd, he 11ants to 

bury it or shelve it; that is obvious. Let us come out with the truth. 

Why 1-rear ldc. gloves? The other members of the Committee can make up their 

minds ··s to whPther or not thc·~r YT['.nt to vot,, vith th" UnitPd StntPs to shPlvP the 

film or bury it. 

Of course, we come back to the dictum that the General Assembly <mu 

(·Vf·r>r "Lo1~Y ..:onstitut d by it is the master of its ovm procedure. So may I 

ask you, 1-Ir. Chairman, if nobody objects - :na I hOP•' the reprc'sPntati ve of the 

United States will not have any objection - to put to the vote the report of 

the Secretary-General and rrry request as to Hhsther or not we shoulc1 have the 

film. It is as simple as that. Otherwise, I shall have to repeat 

Omar Khayyam once again, in another quatrain. 

The CHAIPJvffi.N: This afternoon we have cliscussed this matter for 

almost two hours, the third consf'cutivo day that we heve done so. It is 

therefore my intention 11.ot to prolong the dt'bl".tf' or to postponr· the df·cis:i on any 

longPr, ThPrr- nrP thrPt' norr· srk'Rkcrs on ny list the r·--prf·srntc:.ti VPs 

of the United States, Mauritius end Hexico. After they have spoken it is my 

intention to proceed to the decision-makincs nl:.,_se •.rhich I sh:·,ll outlint' 1-rhPn the 

time comes. 

Nr. FISHER (United States of 1\n•ric:'): I 'vf:S V•. ry touched to be d<·scribed 

~s both: s·-int and". lr:wycr~ bcc".usc in ny country thosP hm trrms <>..rc not 

\ 
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(Hr. Fisher, United States) 

necessarily synonyrons o On thr. oth<"l' hP.nd, I rr~1=dly wish to point out thnt 

-.re have discussed this matter for five hours, of which I believe I took up 

less than 15 minutes. 

I dic1 not agree to a consensus, because I was ·not prepared for it, and 

I made a procedural motion. We have discussed for over three and a half hours 

whether or not that motion should be put to the vote, and we requested a legal 

opinion, 1vhich did not sc·• ~mr ob,it'Ction to its bPin~ -put t.o thP voteo If this is 11. 

democratic organization, why can we not vote on my motion? \fuat is the 

objection to it? Those who do not .like it, and there are obviously those vrho do 

not, will vote "no11
; those who do will vote "yes". This is a democratic 

Organization, so -.:vhat is the objection to voting on this motion? I cannot 

understand it - unless it really reflects a fundamental distrust of this 

Organization· L~ ability to decide how it wants to operate. 

I vould urge, Hr. Chairman that we vote on the procedural motion that I 

have made and then, depending on that vote, s<r· whe-rt> w,- go from thl'r~,. 

I am perfectly prepared to participate in that vote, ~n:~ my vote on the first 

motion -.Till be no surprise. I think vre ought to go ahead and vote. 

The CHAiill~~: I cannot resist making two comments on the statement 

of the United States representative. First, I am not quite sure about the 

15 minutes. Secono~y, it is now too late in the proceedings to rule him out 

of order because he explained his vote in advance on his ovrn motion. 

Hr. RAMPHUL (Hauritius): I did ask a question of the Secretariat 

and I wonder -vrhether it is in P position to rPplv? If not, I 

am quite vrilling to receive the information later. 
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!1r. GARCIA ROBLES_ (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): As I am 

one of those -vrho is responsible for the many hours and minutes spent on the 

subject, as pointed out by my friend Mr. Fisher, let me say that all that happened 

l'tgainst my -vrill. 

As I said yesterday, and as the representative of Saudi Arabia has said 

once a~~in today, for me the question has been very simple right from the 

beginning. 'I'he page and a half of the Secretary-Genernl 1 s report (A/33/389) 

is self-explanA.tory. I think that a vote could have been taken right away, and 

now, at this stage~ we would already know that the overwhelming majority of the 

General Assembly is in favour of that film. But that did not happen. I have 

nothing against a vote being taken now on the proposal of the representative of 

the United States. 

I do not wish to explain my vote in advance, but I would like to explain 

what the purpose of the vote will be. To vote in favour of sending this matter 

to the Advisory Board will mean i' a first--class burial n for the proposal of Saudi 

Arabia. If we decide not to send the matter to the Advisory Board, that will 

mean voting in favour of the proposal of Saudi Arabia. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Pakistan on a point of 

order. 

Ivir. AKRA!1 (Pakistan): l\Tot having contributed to the five-

hour debate, I would like to facilitate the disposition of this particular 

matter. However, since the motion made by the representative of the 

United States is being referred to as a procedural motion, I believe that 

if we examine the rules of procedure very carefully. we will see that 
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t~'hC' nropos •.1 H?.d. t.)y the• rr1Jr<'St'nt?tivf' of th··· Unitt'd st~·t.:c~; iR not 

a )rocedural motion but a substantive one. Rule 119 of the rules of procedure 

of the General Assembly defines procedural motions - and there are only four - as 

f:>llows: suspension of the meet in~~ adjournment of the meeting:. ad,j ournrnent of 

the debate~ and closure of debate. All other motions are substantive motions and 

those fall under rule 131 of the rules of procedure, which states: 
11If two or more proposals relate to the same question~ the Connni t.tee 

shall,. unless it decides othendse, vote on the proposals in the order in 

which they have been submitted. The committee may, after each vote on a 

proposal, decide whether to vote on the next proposal. il 

: would therefore submit that we first take a vote on the proposal made by 

the representative of Saudi Arabia to have a film on this subject. If that 

:i_)roposal is adopted, ve shall then decide whether to vote on the proposal made by 

the United States. 

The CHAIRlvi.AN: I r'ust S'itY thrct I rPgrct havinr.; given the floor to the 

representative of Pakistan, but whether right or vrrong - and I suppose that the 

Chairman can be impeached if necessary - it has been the ruling of this Chairman 

that this is a procedural motion. There was no objection to that ruling of the 

Chairman at that time. So I take it that if the representative of Pakistan 

wishes to pursue the matter~ he will propose, first of all) a challenge to the 

ruling of the Chairman~ and, secondly 7 also ask the Committee to reconsider its 

decision of yesterday, throt will require a tvro-thirds vote. I do not know when 

1-1e will co.ne out from here if i·'• · PJT1.b2rk on th?.t . 

'IJ:-J.iJ r I S<"P thf- point of viPV of thP r."pr(·St-'nt~ti ve of PPldstP.n I hope 

he sees mine. 

Hr. Ir1AN (Kuwait): I have three points to make and I shall be very 

brief. First, Hr. Chairman., with rec;ard to your rulin.ro; that it is a procedural 

motionJ I remember that yesterday the representative of Argentina challenged your 

ruling and said that it vTA.s not procedural, that it was substantive. And he 

explained his point. 

That js my first point. The second point is that the representative of 

Argentina asked a pertinent question: what is the Advisory Board asked to do? 

Until now I have not heard any answer to that question. 

I still have a further question, no matter what we vote upon, and it is this. 
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(Mr. Imam Kmrai t ) ---- , --
My third question relates to the manner in -vrhich the Board reaches its 

conclusions end hoH it >vould give an Rdvisory opinion. The question is simply 

this: is there a consensus rule in the Advisory Board? If there is not, 

do the members of the Board vote? If there is disagreement among the members 

of the Board, do they give separate opinions, and if so, of irhat value would 

such sepe.rrte opinions have and to '~>Th[tt extent could they help us in our work? 

These are the points on vrhich I should like clarification. 

The CHAIRHAN: I she~l be delighted to give the clarification 

requested by the representative of Kuwait. I shall give no reply to his first 

question. I shall reply to his second question, namely, what is the Advisory 

Leard asked to do, in a moment when I shall read out the procedural proposal of the 

representotive of the United States. I would suggest that the third question 

is premature at this time. It vould be relevant if the Cormni ttee were to e;i ve 

this tMk to the Advisory Board. In that event we could revert to that 

question, if necessary. 

The Committee i·rill vote first on the Drocedural proposal of the re}Jresentative 

representative of the United States, uhich reads: 

':The General Assembly requests the Secretary··General of the United 

Nations to invite the Advisory Board of e~nent persons, established 

under paragraph 124 of the Final Doclli"Ylent of the tenth special session of 

the General ft~sembly devoted to disarmament, to express its opinion on 

the advisability of the making of a film on wars and their consequences 

(A/33/389) and requests the Advisory Board to give its advice on this 

question promptly.:; 

~1r. GARCIA -~OBLE~ (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): Before 

we actually proceed to the vote I vrish to make the follm.;ing statement, which 

is quite pertinent in the circumstances. The Chairmen has read out the 

proposal on which we are about to vote? ivhich includes the phrase, 11and 

requests the Adviso:vy Board to give its advice on this question promptly 11
• 

I thinlr. it is important for the Committee to knoH that the Advisory Board 

at its meeting which has just been concluded, decided that its next session 

would not take place i.t11mediately but would take place from 30 April to 9 May next 
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ye~z. It also decided to give pricrity at that second session to the question 

to which the Secretary-General himself gave priority" namely" a comprehensive 

programme of studies on disanlP~ent. In this connexion~ the United Nations 

Secretl".riat has been asked to prepare a comprehensive document on that 

subject. 

The CHAIRM_I\N: The Committee will now vote on the procedural proposal 

of the representative of the United States, which I previously read out. 

The proposal ,:·r~ejected by 62 votes -to. 33, with 22 abstentions. 



RG/12/ad A/C .1/33/PV. 58 
51 

The CrffiiRMAN: The next decision to be taken by the Committee is on the 

substantive matter. That matter has a very simple content. As the members of the 

Committee will appreciate~ this is one of the few ·- but by no means unprecedented ~

decisions to be taken without a formal draft resolution. In a way, the role of a 

draft resolution in this instance is filled by the report of the Secretary-General 

(A/33/389), which was referred to many times during the debate on the subject. 

Therefore, with the approval of the original proponent of the idea, the 

representative of Saudi Arabia, I shall next put to the vote the proposal to 

recommend to the General Assembly that it proceed with the production of a United 

Nations film on wars and their consequences. 

As we know~ in decisions involving financial implications, these are normally 

requested. However 5 in this instance the members of the Committee have been aware 

for three days that the production of the film as described in the Secretary

General's report is estimated to cost approximately $200>000. 

The Committee will now proceed to the vote on the proposal. 

The proposal was adopted by 96 v2tes to none, with 26 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on those representatives who wish to explain 

their vote. 

Hr. LIDGARD (Sweden): The Swedish delegation fully agrees with the 

objectives of this proposal, which have been so well explained to us by the 

representative of Saudi Arabia. We also agree with him that a film can be a very 

important medium to achieve those objectives. 

However, we abstained in the vote because we considered that the question had 

not been prepared in an appropriate and sufficient way. Now that the decision has 

been taken, the Swedish delegation wishes to give the assurance of its wholehearted 

support, particularly by seeing to it that that film will be widely distributed in 

our ovm country - and we are convinced that all other delegations will do likewise. 

In order to add to our knowledge and experience, I should like to request that 

the Secretary-General keep the Members of the Organization informed not only on 

pror,ress with regard to the production of the film but also, after it has been 

produced, with regard to its distribution among Member States and how it is 

received. For our guidance in matters of this kind in future, I am convinced that 

we all agree that such information would be of great value. 
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Mr. RAMPHUI: (Haurit ius) : My deler;ation voted in favour of the 

substantive question and against the procedural question. I have represented 

Hauritius in the United Nations for the past decade, and I have never before seen 

so much red on the voting board. That is should have looked so red as to match 

-che colour of my tie on a motion of the United States made me blush. 

Earlier I asked a question of the Secretariat, and I have now received a 

Yritten reply. I believe that it would serve some purpose if I were to read it 

' .. mt at this stage. It is brief, and, with your permission~ Mr. Chairman, I shall 

now do so. 
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(Mr. Ramphul, Mauritius) 

"Nuclear Countdown exists in English, French, Spanish, Arabic and Japanese. 

Distribution has been made to all United Nations Centres and UNDP offices 

,.,here film libraries are in operation. Nuclear Countdovm has received 

very good TV exposure world-wide in developed countries, as well as 

developing countries. These countries are: Argentina, Australia, Austria, 

Bahrain 1 Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia, Finland, 

Federal Republic of Germany, India, Jamaica, Hadagascar, Maldives, Mexico, 

Horocco, New Zealand, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Romania, Senegal, 

Singapore, Spain, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United States (six major 

educational stations, including 't-TETA TV, Hashington DC), Yugoslavia, Zaire." 

It will be noted that Mauritius is not on this list, and that is precisely why 

I asked the question. 

"Telecasts in languages in addition to the ones listed above include: 

Bulgarian, Finnish, German, Polish, Romanian, Serbo-Croat, Portuguese. 

"Repeat telecasts of the film were suggested for Disarmament lieek. 

Most of the television organizations responded to this suggesion." 

The CHAIRMAN: That concludes consideration of the question of the 

production of a United Nations film on wars and their consequences, which, 

I would observe, has been studied in depth. 

The Committee will now continue its consideration of the draft resolutions 

on disarmament. 

As announced this morning, it is my intention to take up first for 

consideration draft resolution A/C.l/33/L.39, presented under agenda item 37, 
11 Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons", which has the record number 

, of 44 sponsors. It was introduced to the First Committee by the representative 

of Poland at the 51st meeting, on 27 November 1978. 

Although no request to that effect has been made by the sponsors, regardless 

of their great number, it is my recollection that previous similar draft 

resolutions on this subject have more often than not been adopted by consensus. 

Are there any objections to such a procedure being followed on this occasion? 

I declare the draft resolution adopted by consensus. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/33/L.39 was adopted. 
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Mr. FAN (China) (interpretation from Chinese): Hith regard to the 

draft resolution that has just been adopted by consensus (A/C.l/33/1.39), the 

Chinese delegation wishes to state that it did not participate in the decision. 

As for the draft resolution still to be put to the vote under the same item 

(A/C.l/33/1.41), the Chinese delegation will take the same position. 

The CHAIRIY1A_W: That concludes consideration of draft resolution 

A/C.l/33/1.39. 

Members will recall that the other draft resolution under ae:enda item 37 

(A/C.l/33/1.41), which concerns the Review Conference of the biological weapons 

Convention cannot be considered until tomorrow, when the statement on the 

financial implications is expected to be available. 

I now invite the attention of the members of the Committee to the report of 

the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, and more particularly to the draft 

resolution contained in its chapter V, "Recommendation of the Ad Hoc Committee 

on the Indian Ocean11
• The draft resolution is entitled "Implementation of the 

Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace". As will be recalled, 

this draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Sri 1anlm, 

Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, at the 36th meeting of 

the First Committee, on 13 November 1978. The financial implications of the 

draft resolution are detailed in document A/C.l/33/1.52. 
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l'-'Jr. JOSEPH (Sri Lanka): On behalf of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 

CoffinUttee on the Indian Ocean the deleeation of Sri Lanka wishes to refer 

to the Secretary-General's statement on the administrative and financial 

implications of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean 

(A/C.l/33/L.52). It lrill be noted that paragraph 3 (b) (i) of that 

statement refers to the Heeting of the Littoral and Hinterland States 

and says that provision would be made for in-session docQmentation in 

Arabic, Chinese, Enelish and French and that in the case of summary 

records provision ;.rould be made for Chinese, English and French. 

Since quite a number of countries that i·rould take part in the 

Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland States would be Arab countries, 

the delegation of Sri Lanka sugc:ests that this Committee recommend to the 

General Assembly that interpretation and summary reocrds for that conference 

be provided in Arabic as well. That would mean that provision would be 

made for Arabic, Chinese, English and French at the Meetinc; of the Littoral 

and Hinterland States. 
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-~r.:....J·,~Sf;}\~r (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): The 

representative of Sri Lanka has said that Arabic should be added to the languaGes 

to be used At the r-ieeting of Littoral and Hinterland States. I would point out 

that cn· .. wll'r ij •r;ortant are the documents that will be issued prior to the lvleeting. 

Pararrraph 3 (a) (iii) of the statement submitted by the Secretary-General 

(A/C.l/33/L.52) indicates that pre-session documentation will be issued in Chinese, 

Enr,lish and French. 

The States Members of the United Nations and those thP.t uill c')Rrt:i.ci:)8te in the 

Meeting of Littoral and Hinterland States attach particular importance to pre~· 

session documentation. He hope that that documentation will be issued in Arabic 

also. He therefore propose that iJre session r:.oclPe'Jt<J ,,e issued in ,l\rAbic PS 

vrell as Chinese, English and French the 'lm1n~uo-~es r'iv:;n in nara ·:ra;_1h 3 (c:) (iii) 

of document A/C.l/33/L.52. 

The CHAIRHAN: The proposals of the representatives of Sri Lanka and 

Democratic Ye····ei:1 will be taken into account .Jncl.. -~_eci,-:c::cJ. unon by the General 

Assembly. 

I believe the Committee is now ready to pronounce itself on the <lr<-J.ft 

resolution on the implementation of the !Jecler?tion of the Indian Ocean as a zone 

of peace contained in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Oc3an 

(A/33/29). 

P.Q·e there any objections to this draft resolution? 

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): 

for a recorded vote to be taken. 

I think it might be advisable 
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The CHAIRMAN: I now put to the vote the draft resolution contained in 

!Jara,~ranh 20 of the re";1ort of the ~~c!. ~r9~- Corn~nittee on the Indio.n Ocean (A/33/29). 
A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, 

Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, 

Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, 

Burundi, llyelornssian "ioviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, 

Central African Empire, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, 

Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, 

Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, 

Fiji, Finland, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, 

Guinea, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, 

Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, 

Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Liberia, 

Libyan Arab Jamahariya, ::adan-ascar~ lalaysia~ 

ii&lcl.ives, Mali, Malta) Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, 

Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Niger, 

,•i-ceria 9 Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, 

Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Senegal, 

Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 

Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, 

Trinidad and Tobago, ':l:'unisia) Turkey, Uganda, 

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Repuhlics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic 

of Cameroon, United neryublic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, 

Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, 
ZF1111bia. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic 

of, Guatemala, Ireland, Israel, Italy, LuxeE1bour~:, 
rTeth.erhmrls, ~ro11ray, Fni ted TCinr;C.or·1 of Great Rri to in and 

Northern Irel:md, Uni tecl States of America. 

Tbc C.roft r0solution in paragraph 28 of document A/33/29 was adopted by 

112 votes to none, with 14 abstentions. 
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The CHAI~ffiN: I shall now call upon representatives who wish to 

explain their votes after the vote. 

~~. EILfu~ (Israel): Israel supports all efforts to promote peace and 

stability in the region of the Indian Ocean. This attitude stems not only from 

our general policy but in particular from our close proximity to that region 

and our concern for the safety of the maritime routes there, which are vital to 

the security and economy of Israel. 

Therefore my Government has follow·ed with considerable interest the 1-rork 

of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean and the Group of Littoral and 

Hinterland States, with which it wishes to be associated. 

However, the draft resolution just voted upon includes certain provisions 

the language of which we cannot support. In addition we object to the wording 

of operative paragraph 4 relating to the category of countries to be invited 

to the Meeting of Littoral and Hinterland States. 

Israel therefore had no option but to abstain. 

V~. ISSRAELYJU~ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet delegation voted for the draft resolution submitted 

by the Comraittee on the Indian Ocean. However, the nreambular paragraphs of the 

draft contain certain provisions concerninr; >·rhich the Soviet delegation wishes 

to provide some .. clarification. 

I rua referring to the formulation regarding the military presence and 

military rivalry of the great Powers in the region of the Indian Ocean. The 

Soviet delegation states that the Soviet Union bears no responsibility whatsoever 

for military tension and the activation of the !"l.ilitary )Jresence in that regiono 

The Soviet Union considers that the basic premise for the establishment of a 

genuine zone of peace in the Indian Ccean is the elimination from that region 

of foreign military bases and the prohibition of the establishment of new ones. 

As for the appeal contained in the draft resolution that the talks between 

the USSR and the United States concerning their military presence in the Indian 

Ocean be resumed at an early date, we likewise wish to make it quite clear that 

since February 1978 the Soviet-American talks have been suspended by the American 

side. As has been stated on a number of occasions, the Soviet Union is ready to 

resume those talks. 
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Mr. PFEIF!i"ER (Federal Republic of Germany): Spealdng on behalf of the 

nine members of the European Community, I should like to explain why we abstained 

in the vote on the draft resolution contained in the report of the Ad Hoc 

Committee on the Indian Ocean in document A/33/29. 

We share the desire of the littoral States of the Indian Ocean for peace 

and stability in their region and we wish to •rork with them towards that end. 

'I'he StP.tes men:ibers of the European Community have always adopted a positive 

attitude tm-1ards regional arms control measures, and this year we shall be 

voting in favour of the Belp.:ian draft resolution on steps for rep.:ional disormament 

(A/C .1/33/TJ. 35). Hovrever, vre have been urcable to respond positively to this draft 

resolution on the Indian Ocean peace zone for two main reasons. First, 

there has been no precise internationally negotiated definition either of the 

area or the activities to be excluded from it. Secondly, the draft resolution 

covers a major ocean area which is subject to international jurisdiction, 

and we should therefore need to be assured that the provision of international 

law concerning freedom of movement by sea and air for all nations would not 

be contravened. 

He believe that decisions on thse questions should precede rather than 

follow the declaration of any peace zone. 

For those reasons, vre have reluctantly abstained in the vote on that draft 

resolution; rmrt ver, 11e shall keep our policy under constant review in the lieht of 

the outcome of the United States-USSR discussions ~nd the proposals which emerge 

from the Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland States of the Indian Ocean 

proposed in this dr~ft resolution. 

'Ihe CHAIRHAH: That concludes consideration by the Co!""l!l.ittee of a.""encla 

iten 46. 

At this point, I unsure that del~r,ations will be delighted to know th~t during 

these past four dnys we have tRken rtecisions on all the draft resolutions the.t 

were ready for considtration. I now call on the representative of the USSR 
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( 'lhe Chairman) 

to introduce, under a~cmda iten 128, "Conclusio!" of an international 

convention on the stren~thening of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear 

States", draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.6/Rev.l. 

Hr. ISSRAE1YAiif (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russi an) : On behalf of 18 sponsors, I should lil:;:e to introduce the draft 

resolution in document A/C.l/33/1.6/Rev.l, on the que. .. tion of the "Conclusion of 

an international convention on the strengthening of guarantees of the security of 

non-nuclear States '1 • 

The Soviet delegation, taking into account the exchanges of views with other 

delegations, has introduced a number of chanGes in its initial draft resolution 

in document A/C.l/33/1.6. The revised draft resolution will be distributed by 

the Secretariat shortly. The basic change applies to the operative part, in which 

operative paragraphs 2 and 3 have been replaced by a ne"Yr operative paragraph, 

'ivhich 11ill become operative paragraph 2. In that new paragraph, there is a request 

to the Committee on Disarmament to examine, for the purpose of concluding a 

convention on the strengthening of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear 

States, a draft convention of that kind as well as views and proposals concerning 

effective political and international legal measures aimed at ensurinG that 

States not possessing nuclear weapons have guarantees against the 

threat or use of nuclear weapons. 

'I'his new formu~ation takes into account the course of discussion which took 

place in the First Committee on the questions of guarantees of the security 

of non-nuclear States. Also, from the preamble we have deleted the paragraph 

referrinr, to Security Council resolution 255 (1968), adopted in connexion with the 

Trer.ty on the ITon-Proliferation of Nuclear Hea:r;ons. Finally, in the text of the draft 

resolution the expression 11non-nuclear States" has been replaced by the formulation 

"non-nuclear -vrer''"'C'r. States." \<There nossible, ¥re h~ve also dropped 

formulations relating to the strengthening of guarantees of security, replacing 

them with the formulation 11strengthening the securi tyn. 

We hope that all these changes, which take into account all the observations 

made by a large number of delegations, will contribute to broad support for draft 

resolution A/C.l/33/1.6/Rev.l. 
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR) 

In conclusion, I should like to take this opportunity to express my 

gratitude and that of the Soviet delegation to the delegation of Pakistan for 

its co-operation in the consultations which we held over a long period. 

Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): After having carefully listened to and 

studied the enlightened statement of the representative of Liberia this morning, 

and taking into account the introduction just made by the representative of 

the USSR, I wish to announce that I should like my country, Mauritius to be 

added to the list of sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.6/Rev.l unless, 

of course, the Soviet Union and the other sponsors have any serious objection 

to my joining them as a co-sponsor of the draft resolution. 
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Mr. NAIK (Pakistan): The Committee will recall that under agenda 

item 128 my delegation had also submitted a draft resolution contained in 

document A/C.l/33/1.15. Since the initial submission of the draft resolution 

my delegation has been en~aged in intensive consultations with several members 

of this Committee with a view to finding a text which we hoped could have 

formed a basis of a consensus. 

With that aim in view, my delegation has also handed to the secretariat 

a few minutes ago a revised version of our draft resolution, which, perhaps, 

the secretariat would be in a position to circulate in all the languages, 

maybe later this evening or some time tomorrow· morning. I hope, Mr. Chairman, 

we have your permission then to formally introduce our revised version of 

A/C"l/33/1.15 some time tomorrow morning with the earnest hope that the 

Ccm:mittee could perhaps find it possible to adopt it by consensus. 

The CHAiffi~AN: I think it is in the interests of the Committee that that 

revised draft resolution be introduced as early as possible, and I suggest 

that we might begin our proceedings tomorrow by havin~ it introduced. It is 

hoped that it will be possible to print and distribute the text in time for 

it to reach delegations tomorrow morning with the normal distribution of 

documents. 
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The CHAIHIWT: \ve have nmv- come to the end of the official business for 

this afternoon and before we adjourn I should like to inform the CommittEe of ~he 

order in Hhich I intend to put the remainint; draft resolutions to the vote 

tomorrov. 

First, draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.40, under agenda item 35, followed by 

draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.~1, under agenda item 37. The statements of the 

financial implications of these two proposals, which we have been awaitin~o should 

be ready tomorrow morninr;. 

Next, draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.35, under agenda item 47. ;;General and 

complete disarmament;' and, on that same item, draft resolution 

A/C.l/33/1.42/n.ev.l, to which the proposed amendments in document A/C.l/33/1.54 

have been submitted by the dele~ations of Argentina, Germany, Federal Republic of, 

Mexico, ]:.1orocco? IJetherlands 0 lTic:eria, Sweden and Venezuela. 

I had hoped that we should be able to deal with draft resolution 

A/C .l/33/1. 42/Rev .1 today, but contacts between the sponsors of the amendments and 

the sponsors of the draft resolution are continuing, and therefore a delay until 

tomorrm1 has been requested. 

Next. we would consider draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.34 under aeenda item 48, 

concerninG a world disarmament conference, which also has been in abeyance pendine 

a statement on the financial implications. 

Finally, as we agreed on Honday last, in order to give full latitude to any 

possible consultations, we shall take up -~ on what is to be the last day of 

voting -" the draft resolutions under agenda item 128, 11Conclusion of an 

international convention of the strengthening of guarantees of the security of 

non-nuclear States11
• As representatives heard a moment at;o, there is to be a 

revised version of draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.6 sponsored by the delegation of 

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 
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(The Chairman) 

There will also be a revised version of Paldstan' s draft resolution A/C.l/33/1.15 

on the same item. 

It would seem that only unexpected developments could prevent us from 

concludine; this part of our work by tomorrow evening, so that we should then 

be able on rlionday morning to begin, as envisaged in the original programme, 

consideration of the only remaining item, item 50 9 nimplementation of the 

Declaration of Strengthening of International Security". 

Tomorrow morning, at 10 o 1 clock, there is to be one of the regular meetings 

of the restricted Bureau of the General Assembly at which the Chairmen and 

principal staff members of all the Hain Committees are present. I would 

therefore suggest that we begin the meeting of the First Committee tomorrow 

morning at ll o'clock instead of at the normal time. 

Mr. IMAH (Kmrait): I gather from -vrhat you say, Hr. Chairman, that a 

meeting is to be held tomorrow which may finish at ll o'clock. However, our 

experience of such meetings is that they are sometimes protracted. V.Te have a 

limited number of draft resolutions before us, so would it not be more 

advisable for the First Committee to meet in the afternoon only which would 

give delegations more time to read the texts, and those holding consultations 

time to finish those consultations? 

The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid not. ~lliile it might appear on the surface 

that we do not have many draft resolutions left to deal vrith, some of theN may 

perhaps take more time than we have bargained for. Therefore, it is my very 

firm conviction that we should start at 11 l 1clock so that we have two full 

good hours of work. It being a Friday, it would be the preference of the 

Chairman, if we work well, to conclude our afternoon meeting a little earlier 

than 6 o 1 clock rather than risk going beyond that hour. 

Chile and Uruguay have joined the sponsors of draft resolution 

A/C.l/33/1.42/Rev.l, and Venezuela has become a sponsor of draft resolution 

A/C.l/33/1.35. 

The meeting rose at 5.45 p.m. 


