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The meetigg was ~!!led to order at 11 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 39 ~0 57, 133, 136, 138 AND 139 (continued) 

ihe· CHAIRMAN: trbe Committee will continue its consideration of and 

~tion upon.draft resolutions related to disarmament items. 

Mr. (lARCIA R~BbES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I am 

gdint ~o introduce in succession three draft resolutions: document A/C.l/37/L.50, 

on the·World Disarmament Campaign; document A/C.l/37/L.51, on the Additional 

Protocol I of·the Treaty of Tlatelolco; and document A/C.l/37/L.l2/Rev.l, on 

·the-obligation to inform the United Nations about disarmament negotiations 
~ . . 

cond.ucte.d outsidE' the framework of the Organization. 

Tbi~ statement introduces to the First Committee. the draft resolution on 

the ~prld Disar;mament Campaign (A/C.l/37/L.50) sponsored by the delegations of 

India, Mexico~ Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden and Yugoslavia. The preamble to the 

draft resolution briefly summarizes the main antecedents of the Campaign~ 

beginning 'd.th the P,ertinent decisions and the Final Doc')JD'lent of the first 

special ~ession o~ the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in which, as the 

Committee will recall, .the Assembly declared that it was essential that not only 

Governments but also the peoples of the world should recognize and understand the 

dangers in the present· situation and stressed the importance of mobilizing world 

public opinion on behalf of disarmament. 

The two draft resolutions on the campaign which have been adopted by the 

AssemblY already~ at its thirty-fifth and thirty-sixth sessions respectively, are 

alsQ specifically mentioned, as are the reports of the Secretary-General submitted 

td the. thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly and to the second special 

se.ss:i.dn. devoted to disarmament respectively. 

The preamble also notes with satisfaction that the World Disarmament 

Campaign was solemnly launched at the openinS meeting of the second special 

lession ot the General Assembly to which I have referred, on 7 June 1982, and it 

notes that at the same session the Assembly 
11

•· •• defined in general terms the objectives, contents, modalities and 

financial implications of the Campaig~? and requested the Secretary-General 
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to submit to the Assembly at its thirty-seventh regular session 

the specifics of the programme outlined in its previous report" 

in other words~ the report dated 11 June 1982, contained in document A/S-12/27. 

The preamble to the draft resolution concludes by ~aying that the Assembly· 

has examined the new report which, in response to the request I have j~st referr~d 

to, was submitted to it by the Secretary-General - that is the report contained in 

document A/37/548, dated 3 November of this year. That is quite a comprehensive 

report and, as requested, ~t defines in precise terms the structure and the general 

plan for the Campaign as well as a programme of activities for 1983. I do not 

intend to repeat in this statement what should be earefully examined during the 

review of that document but I shall make general remark.l3 on each of the topics 

contained therein which I feel deserve special attention. 

With regard to structure, I should like to point out that the report,. after 

recalling the three main purposes of the Campaign - to inform~ to educate ·Ud t.o 

produce understanding and public support for the purposes of the United Nations 

in the field of disarmament - stresses that: 
11The Campaign should be carried out in all regions of ·t'he world 

in a talanced,. factual and objective manner. (A/37/548, para. 9) 

Tb that end the participation of the United Nations system of Member States and 

other bodies is especially envisaged, in particular the participation of 

non-governmental organizations 11
• 
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"Member States ·uill be encoura(5ed to co-operate with the United 

l'Jations to ensure a better f'low of' information with regard to the various 

aspects of' disarmament and to avoid dissemination of' false and 

tendentious information.;; {ibid., para. 11} 

It has also been noted teat the Campaign 1v.i.ll focus largely on f'i ve main 

groups: elected representatives, mass media, non·-governmental organizations, 

educational communities and research institutes. 

It h~s been emphasized that: 

;:The United Nations will ••• co-ordinate ••• the implementation of' 

the Horld Disarmament Campaign which should be carried out at the e;lobal, 

regional and national levels under the auspices of' the /Organization/ •11 

(ibid •• para. 12} 

It has also been stated that the Secreta!') -General will submit to the General 

Assembly on an annual basis a report on the implementation of the World 

Disarmament Campaign during the preceding year and: 

;;"Till convey to the Assembly the rele·1ant views of' the Advisory Board 

on disarmament studies''. (_ibid., para. 21) 

It would be most advisable that, when it deals with matters pertaining 

to the Campaign there be appropriate participation of' non-governmental 

organizations. 

Concerning the programme of' activities for next year, I will simply 

note that, as indicated in the report: 

'
1The specific activites to be conducted in 1983 have been selected 

primarily on the basis of three criteria: their immediate impact, 

multiplier effect and their ability to be carried out 1v.i.thout extensive 

preparation. 11 (Ibid. 2 para. 23) 

I would draw attention to the fact that it is expressly recognized that: 
11The success of the Campaign "r.i.ll greatly depend on the extent of the 

active and material support of ~.fember States and co-operation of 

non-governmental organizations.·' {ibid. 2 para. 22) 
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Bearing in mind the scope of the report and the specific nature of 

its provisions~ the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.50 have felt 

that it vrould suffice for tl::.e Assembly to approve both the overall structure 

of the Campaign and the programme of activities for 1983. That is the purpose 

of the first two operative paragraphs of the draft • 

The next three are designed to promote the Campaign v s financing. 

The first of thehl - operative paragraph 3 - reiterates the Assembly's 

invitation to all Hember States which have not yet done so to supplement 

available United Nations resources vrith voluntary contributions. This invitiation 

should be understood as applyin~ in particular to certain States which have 

been the most demanding 1-rith regard to the Orc;anization and operation of the 

Campaign but have not yet announced any contributions to it. 

The second of those paragraphs - operative parac;raph 4 - would have 

the Assembly decide that at the thirty-eighth session of the Generaly Assembly 

there should be a Pledging Conference of contributions of the Member States 

for the Horld Disarmament Campaign - a procedure which~ as everyone knO't·rs, 

is customarily follm·red in similar cases • 

The t'b..ird of tl::.ose paragraphs - operative paragraph 5 - declares again 

that voluntary contributions made by non-governmental organizations~ foundations 

and trusts and other private sources would also be welcome. 

The delegations sponsoring the draft resolution 1-rhich I am introducing 

trust that, because of its general nature and meticulous preparation, 

in which special care was tween to avoid the inclusion of controversial 

issues, the draft will be adopted by consensus in the Connnittee as 1-rell as 

in the plenary Assembly. 

That concludes my introduction of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.50. 

I now wish formally to .introduce draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.51, sponsored 

by the delegations of 20 States parties to the Treaty for the Prohibition 

of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America~ generally kno'tm as tr..e Treaty of 

Tlatelolco~ of w·hich the Government of Mexico has the honour of acting as the 

Depositary Government. 
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'l~e delegations in question are: the Bahamas~ Barbados, Bolivia~ Colombia, 

Costa Rica~ the Dominican Republic , Ecuador~ El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, 

Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico~ Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay~ Peru, Suriname, 

Trinidad and Tobago and Uruu"Uay. 

The specific subject of the draft - that is~ the signature and ratification 

of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty - is far from beinc: anything nevT on the 

agenda on the First Committee~ as witnessed by the fact that the first 

1 
preambular paragraph mentions no less than nine resolutions on the item~ the 

first of l-Thich l-Tas adopted 15 years ago, on 5 December 1967. 

The draft resolution takes into account that witr~n the area of application 

of the Treaty there are some territories which, in spite of not being sovereign 

political entities, are nevertheless in a position to receive the benefits 

deriving from the Treaty through its Additional Protocol I, to vhich the States 

that de jure or de facto are internationally responsible for those territories 

may become parties. 

As is recalled in the third and last preambular paragraph, three of those 

States - the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the 

Netherlands and the United States of America - became parties to Additional 

ProtOcol XI, in chronological order, in 1969, 1971 and 1981, respectively. There is 

only one State to which the Protocol is open; although that State signed it 

nearly four years ago, on 2 March 1979, it has not yet become a party to the 

Treaty because it has not ratified it. 
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Thus the first two operative paragraphs of the draft resolution are aimed at 

regretting that that situation continues to exist despite the time that has 

elapsed since the signature and the 11pressinc; invitations 11 which the Assembly 

has addressed to the State in question, which is urged on this occasion ;'not 

to delay any further such a ratification which has been requested so many 

timesn. 

In vie1>T of the fact that the State in question is France~ one of the three 

main exponents of the Romance tradition in Europe and that the Treaty of 

Tlatelolco is considered - and rightly so - to be one of the most important 

contributions of Latin America at the international level, the sponsors of 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.51 wish to believe that this will be the last 

time that the Assembly -vrill h~ve to urge that country to act in conformity 

with the excellent political, economic and cultural relations that exist 

bet,-reen it and the States parties to the Treaty. '·le therefore hope that 

inclusion of this item in the provisional agenda of the thirty-eighty session 

of the General Assembly will be solely for the purpose of celebrating next 

year the fact that Additional Protocol I will be fully in force, as envisac;ed 1-rhen 

it was prepared in 1967. I have thus concluded the introduction of the se~ond 

dra.ft resolution. 

I 1-Tish now to introduce draft resolution A/C .1/37 /L.l2/Rev .1. 

As 1oTill be recalled, on Friday, 5 November, I offered some explanations 

on a text which was to be reprodubed that same day as draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.l2 

and w~s mainly intended to highlight the need for complying with the 

obligation of keeping the United Nations duly informed about disarmament 

neGotiations which may be undertruten outside the framework of the Organization 

so that the United Nations could play effectively the ;:central role 11 and the 

"primary responsibility' 1 which it has in this area, as cor.tained in the 

l!'inal Document of the first special session on disarmament in 1978, which 

was unanimously and categorically reaffirmed by all Member States at the 

second special session on disarmament which took place in June-July of this year. 
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The brief comments that I wish to ado today to what I said at that time 

are intended solely for a better understanding of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.l2/Rev.l 

which is sponsored by Indonesia, Stveden, Yugoslavia and Hexico and was handed 

to the Secretariat last Friday for distribution, as well as to refer to the 

chane;es this entails compared with the original text. Those comments are 

the following. 

First , the first two preambular paragraphs are the same as in the 

original text, to whicn, so far as we know, no one has objected. 

Secondly, given the fact that the titles of the two sets of bilateral 

negotiations referred to in the text of 5 November were not unanimously 

supported by the two super-Po"t>rers , the third preambular paragraph and 

operative paragraph 3 of the revised text use a title - 11Bilateral nuclear arms 

negotiations 11 
- which, because it is general and states an irrefutable fact~ 

we think 'trill not give rise to any difficulties. 

Thirdly, the position is similar in respect of operative paragraph 2. 

With regard to substance, it reproduces verbatim operative paragraph 6 of 

resolution 36/97 I, which was adopted by consensus on 9 December 1981, 

that is to say~ the need for the two negotiating parties "to bear constantly 

in mind that not only their national interests but also the vital interests 

of all the peoples of the world are at stake in this question 11
• 

Fourthly, with regard to the request contained in operative paragraph 1 

and as allowed by the need in principle to maintain unchanged the obligation 

to inform the United Nations entered into in 1978 and reaffirmed in 1982, it has 

been worded in terms of the date envisaged- 1 September 1983- as well asof 

the fact that two alternatives are provided for - a joint report or two 

separate reports - and will~ it seems to us , be easy tor the t1oro super-Powers 

to implement. 

In the light of the aforementioned, representatives will easily understan~ 

why the sponsors .of the revised draft resolution venture to hope that our efforts 

'trill be rewarded by the adoption of this text by consensus. 
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Mr. de LA GORCE {France) {interpretation from French): The French 

delegation would like, on behalf of the 35 sponsors, to introduce draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.55, entitled 11Monitoring of international disarmament 

agreements and strengthening of international security {proposal for the 

establishment of an international satellite monitoring agency) 01
• The sponsors 

of the draft are the delegations of the following countries : Algeria, Argentina,. 

Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Central African 

Republic, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Egypt, France, Ghana, Greece, India, Indonesia, 

Italy, Mexico~ Norway, Pakistan, Peru) Philippines, Portugal, Romania, Senegal, 

Sudan, Sweden, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, United Republic of Cameroon and Yugoslavia. 

The second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 

was called upon to consider the report prepared for it by the Secretary-General 

with the assistance of a group of experts on the proposed satellite monitoring 

agency. The special session was not able to consider the report or to draw 

conclusions from it. In accordance with a decision which is to be found in the 

report of the plenary Committee, adopted on 8 July 1982, the report of the 

Secretary-General, and the study of the experts are thus before this session of 

the General Assembly. 

The sponsors of the draft resolution would like to recall the conclusions 

contained in the experts' report: 

~,The Group ••• recognized the valuable contribution which 

monitoring by satellites could make to the verification of certain 

parts or types of arms-control and disarmament agreements. • •• The 

Group also appreciated the positive role that satellite monitoring 

could play in preventing or settling crises .•• thus contributing to 

confidence-building among nations. 11 (A/34/540 Annex, p. 9, para. 23.) 

The technology of satellite monitoring is gradually becoming more widely 

known and a growing number of States will have national systems in the years 

to come. It would be wrong not to give the international community as well 
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access under proper conditions to this modern and irreplaceable tool for 

verification and monitoring. The proposal for a satellite agency is a long-term, 

very complex undertaking and one that would have to be carried out by stages. We 

feel that all its aspects should continue to be considered. We felt that a report 

from the Secretary-General on the means of implementation of the experts' 

recommendations on the institutional aspects of the proposal would be a useful 

contribution. 

The experts considered various formuli in respect of the possible legal 

status. They concluded unanimously that the Agency should be an independent 

body, closely linked to the United Nations through the General Assembly and one 

that would have international legal status. The constituent l~gal instrument, 

which would be a treaty, would define the bodies of the agency. 

rhe e~perts' report contains proposals which we feel require further in-depth 
' . . 

consideration. The proposals should be further elaborated and 'possible solutions 

considered in relation to problems that are raised in the report as to the 

e·stablishment and operation of the bodies of the agency. Some of those problems 

are of great importance, particularly those in relation to me~bership of the 

Council, the appointment of its members and the decision~making process. It would 

also be very useful to study the means of implementing the conclusions reached by 

the experts in the initial development phase of the agency, taking into account the 

technical means available and the missions with which it would be entrusted. 

We feel that the report requested in the draft resolution could be prepared 

by the centre -· or the department of disarmament - without any need for recourse 

to experts. If so, adoption of the draft resolution would not entail any financial 

implications. 

Other studies on various aspects of the proposed satellite monitoring agency 

would no ddubt have to be carried out before the General Assembiy takes a decision 
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on establishing this agency and calls for the opening of negotiations to that end. 

For the time being, we believe that the adoption of the text before this Committee 

would be a useful contribution to the preparation of this item. It will also give 

the international community an opportunity to confirm its already demonstrated 

interest in the subject. 

~~.SARAN (India): I have asked to speak to bring to the notice of the 

Committee a revised version of the draft resolution contained in document 

A/C.l/37/L.2/Rev.l entitled ··Prevention of Nuclear War· 1 ~ on behalf of the 

delegations of Ecuador~ Liberia, Mexico and India. 

During the past few weeks we have had the opportunity to engage in intensive 

consultations with a number of delegations concerning the proposal for the 

Secretary~General to appoint a representative group of eminent persons to advise 

the General Assembly on special measures and procedures for the prevention of 

nuclear war. We have been gratified by the favourable reaction to the proposal. 

but it appears to us that a number of delegations would like more time for 

reflection. The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.2, have all along 

expressed the desire to have the proposal accepted as non-controversial and 

adopted by consensus. 

Therefore, in order to preserve this initiative as one that can command 

consensus and to accommodate delegations which have requested more time to study 

the proposal in all its aspects, the sponsors of A/C.l/37/L.2 have decided to 

present a revised draft which invites Member States to communicate to the 

Secretary-General their views on the proposal. It is our hope that at the next 

session of the General Assembly, a unanimous decision to convene the Group may be 

adopted. 

The sponsors request that the draft resolution contained in document 

A/C.l/37/L.2/Rev.l be adopted without a vote. 
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Hr. 1-TOOLCOTT (Australia): Last Friday~ 19 November, my delegation had 

the honour to introduce formally into the First Committee a draft resolution on 

the implementation of General Assembly resolution 36/85 9 on the urgent need for a 

comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty. vTe did so en behalf of a number of 

sponsoring delegations. These were my own delegation~ Austria~ the Bahamas) 

Canada, Denmark. Ecuador, Fiji, Finland, Ireland, Japan, Malaysia, the Netherlands_ 

New Zealand~ Niger, Norway,Papua New Guinea~ the Philippines~ Samoa, Sierra 

Leone) Singapore, the Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, Thailand and Uruguay. The 

draft resolution is contained in document A/C.l/37/1.40. 

Today, we wish to give a short explanation of the intent and purpose of this 

draft resolution. My delegation, to~ether with the other sponsors 9 reiterate 

our conviction) which has been expressed in other General Assembly resolutions in 

previous years, that a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty leading to the 

cessation of all nuclear test explosions for all time is a matter of the highest 

priority. 

It would cover explosions for both military and peaceful purposes and would 

thereby limit and perhaps even stop the vertical proliferation of nuclear 

vreapons by the parties to the treaty. Added to this, such a treaty would make 

the development of new nuclear weapons and the improvement of existing ones more 

difficult. The implementation of and 1ride adherence to such a treaty could 

considerably strengthen the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty by leading to its 

fuller implementation and by helping overcome the objections of those States 

which see the Non-Proliferation Treaty as discriminating in favour of existing 

nuclear-weapon States. Certainly the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban 

treaty 't'Tould be seen as a major demonstration by the nuclear-weapon States of 

their intention to work for measures of nuclear disarmament which are fundamental 

to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

As I have said, the conclusion of such a treaty would also contribute to 

limiting or even preventing horizontal proliferation. In this respect it is 

relevant that States which are not a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty could 

become a party to a comprehensive test-ban treaty and thus provide assurances 

that they would not become nuclear-weapon States. 

My delegation vrelcozned the formation of a working grr:>Up under the nuclear 

test···ban agenda topic of the Committee on Disarmament this year and we 

participated actively in its work. ~tle regarc1 it as logical that vrork on such a 

treaty should begin by exa~mining fully the issues of verification and compliance, 
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without which such a treaty "'vould not be possible. He hope that the Committee on 

Disai'l.ilament will be able to carry forward its "'vork with all due speed. Its 

successful completion would clear the way for the initiation of substantive 

negotiations on the drafting of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty 1·rhich 

could then be submittecl to the General Assembly at the earliest possible date. 

In this connection, my delegation regards the work of the !_cl Hoc Group of 

Scientific Experts to establish an international data exchan3e system as of great 

importance and hope that all States will continue to co-operate with this Group. 

1.1y delegation remains of the vie-.:·r that if we are:> to prevent further 

proliferation of nuclear 1·reapons and if we are to make a positive contribution 

tovrards ending the arms race and towards the achievement of nuclear-arms 

reduction and disarmament, then a comprehensive nuclear-test ban is a vital element 

in action towards those objectives. Ue believe that the text, as it no-.:v stands, 

takes into account the points of vievr of a very 1vide range of countries. 

On behalf of its sponsors. I commend the draft resolution to the Committee. 

1-lr. OICAHA (Japan): Hy delegation 1vorked intensively vrith other 

sponsoring delegations in trying to reflect the vievrs of others in the draft 

resolution contained in document A/C .1/37 /L.40, which vras introduced by the 

representative of Australia last Friday and which the Ambassador of Australia 

further commented on a fe"'r minutes ago. 

Taldng advantage of this opportunity- I should like to reiterate the position 

of my Government on the issue of a comprehensive test ban. As I stated on 

3 November 1902 in the course ·of the general debate, the great significance my 

country attaches to a comprehensive test-ban as one of the most effective 

measures in the nuclear disarmament field lies not only in the fact that it 

would constitute a brake to the further sophistication of nuclear "'veapons, but 

equally important, that it would help prevent the appearance on the scene of ne-vr 

nuclear·~veapon States. At the same time, Japan has been grappling idth the 

comprehensive test-ban problem as a matter of the highest priority in the field of 

nuclt->ar disarmament because vre think it vrill ;provide a realistic basis for 

efforts tovrards the reduction and eventually the complete elimination of nuclear 

weapons • In other words , a comprehensive test ban would indeed be an important 

first step in the direction of nuclear disarmament. 



AU/3 A/C.l/37/PV.39 
23 

It "i-Tas from that this vie"t-J"point that my Government "i-Telcomea the establishment 

in the Committee on Disarmament last April of an ad hoc "i·rorking group on a 

comprehensive test ban which has initiated consideration of issues relating to 

verification and compliance vTi th a view to making further progress towards a 

nuclear-test ban. Japan strongly hopes that the worldng group, "'rlth the active 

participation of all nuclear-weapon States, will continue and intensif,y its 

l·rork from the bec;inning of the Committee on Disarmament session in 1983 in 

order to make possible early agreement on a comprehensive nuclear test-ban 

treaty. 

Finally my delegation "irould like to stress once again Japan 1 s basic view 

that a. nuclear test--ban should be comprehensive - comprehensive in the sense that 

it should prohibit all nuclear-test explosions, including so-called peaceful 

nuclear explosions by all States and for all time. 

!Jlr. TI-IIELICKE (German Democratic Republic) : 1Jy delegation would like to 

inform the Committee that .today a revised version of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.l5, 

on the prohibition of chemical and bacteriological weapons, was submitted. 

The ne"'T text is the result of many consultations "1-Te had with other delegations. 

Ue hope that draft resolution A/C .l/37 /L .15/Rev .1 vTill achieve broad support. 

The clelesation of the German Democratic Republic is in favour of the draft 

resolution contained in document A/C.l/37/L.lJ.4, since it is aimed at the 

intensification of the negotiations on the Committee on Disarmament on the 

complete prohibition of chemical w·eapons. Draft resolution A/C .1/37 /L.l5/Rev .1 

provides for additional "i'Tays and means to further the quick achievement of such 

a convention. It therefore supplements draft resolution A/C.l.37/L.44. 

This applies especially to the aim of stopping the qualitative arms racl'~ 

in the field of chemical vreapons and to curb the geographical spread of these 

"t-reapons • There can be no doubt that such steps lrould promote an early achieveme~ 

of a total prohibiJcion of these 't-reapons. 

As far as verification of compliance with a convention on the prohibition 

of chemical "'reapons is concerned 7 my country advocates a combination of national 

and international measures. At the same time 't·Te cannot but express our conceru 

that certain delegations do not seem to look upon verification along the lines of 

the relevant provisions of the Final Document, that is , that disarmament measures 
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should provide for appropriate verification procedures and that those procedures 

should depend on tne scope of prohibition of the concrete disarmament measure. 
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On the contrary, those delegations try to deal separately ~·rith verification~ and to 

forget about disarmament - to put it philosophically. The consequences of 

such an approach are especially clear with regard to a comprehensive 

nuclear-weapon test ban, where the singling out by same countries of a 

so-called verification question is calculated to consolidate their position that 

the time is not propitious today for a comprehensive test ban. 

Mr. FIELDS {United States of .America): Before the voting 

begins on the draft resolutions before the Committee I should like to note 

certain procedural understandings that significantly affect our work. 

It is vital to the fiscal integrity of the United Nations system 

that there be no failure to prevent unwise and uncontrolled increases 

in the United Nations budget. It is understood that all those resolutions 

that require an appropriation additional to the regular United Nations 

budget will be accompanied, before action is taken on them here, by 

financial implications statements , as required by General Assembly rule 

of procedure 153. 

The United States wishes to request that all financial implications 

statements be made available in writing, with sufficient time for all 

delegations to consider them thoroughly at least 24 hours before our 

consideration of the resolution in question, as implied by rule 120. 

I wish to put a qu.estion to you, Mr. Chairman. May we assume that 

no increase in the regular United Nations budget will be authorized in 

support of any activity arising from a resolution for which no financial 

implications statement was provided before our consideration of that 

resolution? 

The CHAIRMAN: The understandine of the representative of the 

United States is correct: the financial implications statement will be 

provided before we vote. 
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Mr. HARLAND (New Zealand): For many years New Zealand has taken 

an active part in preparing and sponsoring a resolution calling on the 

Committee on Disarmament to negotiate a comprehensive test-ban treaty as a 

matter of the highest priority. The urgent need for such a treaty is 

evident, and what it would accomplish is not in question. It would 

retard technical advances in nuclear weaponry of the sort which have had 

such destabilizing effects over the past two decades; it would limit 

growth in the nuclear arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States~ and it would, 

if universally adhered to, prevent the spread of nuclear weapons to 

countries which do not now have them. The conclusion of a nuclear test-ban 

treaty would, moreover, be a demonstration by the major nuclear Powers of 

their commitment to the arms control process, and of their acceptance that 

military competition needs to be limited by negotiation. 

Although every Member State of this Organization has expressed 

support for the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty, it would be 

idle to ignore the fact that there are different views concerning the 

content, timing and modalities of such a treaty. I wish to comment on two 

of these points - the problem of so-called peaceful nuclear explosions and the 

issue of verification - because it is mainly in these areas that the three 

draft resolutions before the Committee can be distinguished from one 

another. 

A peacefUl nuclear explosion is not essentially different from that of 

a nuclear weapon. The mechanism in bo"i..h cases is a bomb. It is highly 

doubtful whether any practical non-military uses for nuclear explosives can 

be developed. But even if they can be, which is more important - the 

conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty~or a test-ban treaty that would 

allow States to continue with so-called peaceful explosions? There is no 

doubt in our mind that a comprehensive treaty must take priority. At the 

very least, non-military uses should be permitted only after a universally 

agreed, and universally applicable, international system of supervision and 

control has been devised and put into operation. 

The second, and related, issue is that of verification, which has been 

in the past, and is now again, one of the principal obstacles in the way of 

agreement. It has often been said that national capabilities are sufficient 
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to detect all but low-yield explosions~ and that the risk of undetected teets 

in that category must be wei~hed against the gr~ater risk involved in the 

continuance of nuclear testing programmes without restriction. That, in 

fact~ has been new Zealand's position for some time. It must nevertheless 

be recognized that that approach is not shared by all the nuclear~ueapon 

States, and that their requirements for verification must be satisfied before 

any treaty on the prohibition of nuclear tests can came into effect. 

In the Committee on Disarmament this year an Ad Hoc Harking Group 

was set up to examine the issue of verification and compliance. So far 

it does not seem to have achieved very much. For that reason~ among others~ 

it appears that same members of this Committee would prefer that the 

\~orking G~~oup should next year proceed directly to the drafting of a treaty. 

That, of course, is for the Committee on Disarm~ent to decide, and 

Nm·r Zealand is not a member of it. We would simply observe that a treaty 

that does not contain provisions on compliance verification in which 

the nuclear Powers· have confidence is no"'.; likely to 1:5et their support. 

It follo"t-TS, in our view~ that the Committee on Disarmament would be 

unwise not to persist with its work in the area of verification, though 

that need not be an obstacle to its consideration of the text of a 

comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

It is against that background that my delegation has considered the 

three draft resolutions concerning a test ban. The first of these, 

in document A/C.l/37/L.32, in its operative paragraph 2~ reaffirms the 

conviction that a treaty to achieve the prohibition of nuclear-test 

explosions by all States for all time is a matter o~ the highest priority. 

But what the draft then calls for is, first, negotiations on a treaty that 

would only prohibit nuclear-weapon tests and, secondly, a moratorium on 

nuclear testing only by the three nuclear-weapon States that are the 

depositaries of the partial test-ban Treaty. It omits any 

reference to the need for any treaty to be adequately ~erified. 
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The second draft resolution is that submitted by the Soviet Union in 

document A/C.l/37/L.6. It, too, would not prohibit so-called peaceful 

nuclear explosions, and therefore falls short of the objectives of a 

comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. It proposes a moratorium which 

would not be binding and would not be supervised~ and though the annexed 

text of the treaty includes general provisions on verification, these are 

not in a form that gives confidence that the measures would meet the 

minimum requirements of other nuclear-tveapon .States" 

Accordingly, my delegation will abstain on draft resolutions L.32 

and L.6, and will vote in favour only of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.40, 

of which New Zealand is a sponsor. That draft resolution alone calls 

for the negotiation and conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban 

treaty as a matter of urgency, and acknowledges that no such treaty can 

be effective unless it is adequately verified 

The CHAIRMAN: The announcement made on Friday in connection with 

the Committee's programme of work and timetable for this week had been 

prepared by the Secretariat with the co-operation of the sponsors of the 

draft resolutions before the Committee. Because of some difficulties, 

certain draft resolutions which had been s~heduled for today will not be 

put to the Committee for action today. The Committee will take action on 

them at its future meetings. 
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I now ca.ll on the Secretary of the Committee, who will inform the 

Committee of the draft resolutions on which action should be taken today 

and a.lso of additional sponsors to various draft resolutions. 

:t-ir. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): As you have indicated, 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee will take decisions on the following draft 

resolutions: A/C.l/37/L.20, L.24, L.25, L.33, L.35 and L.58/Rev.l. 

I shall now read out the list of additional sponsors: 

for draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.l/Rev.l, the German Democratic Republic; 

L.3/Rev.2, Colombia: L.6, Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

the German Democratic Republic, Poland, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic 

and Viet Nam; L.l2/Rev.l, Colombia; L.l6, Liberia; L.l9, Guyana; 

L.24, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Ukrainian Soviet 

Socialist Republic; L.27, the German Democratic Republic; L.28, MOngolia; 

L.29, Viet Nam; L.31, Viet Nam~ L.30, Indonesia: L.32/Rev.l, Colombia and 

Bangladesh; L.35, Bangladesh; L.39, the Bahamas~ L.4o, Colombia; 

L.4l, Spainj L.42, Ecuador and l:Iorocco; L.44, the Federal Republic of Germany, 

Mongolia and Belgium; L.50, Colombia; L.52, Colombia, Morocco and Uruguay; 

L.53, Ecuador; L.56, Ecuador; L.58/Rev.l, Colombia and Costa Rica; 

L.59, Ecuador and Mongolia; L.6o, Ecuador and the United Republic of Cameroon; 

L.62, Ecuador; L.63, Ecuador; and L.64, Venezuela and the Maldives. 

The CHAIID,WI: Ue shall take up first the draft resolution in 

docUlilent A/C.l/37/L.20, under agenda item 40, entitled ;;Reduction of 

:rui.litary budgets". It has 16 sponsors and was introduced by the representative 

of Romania at the 34th meeting of the Committee on 16 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee, who will read out the list of 

sponsors. 

til'. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The list of sponsors for 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.20 is: Austria, Bangladesh, Colombia, Costa Rica, 

Ecuador, Indonesia., Ireland, Mali , Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Rt-randa, Senegal, Sudan, 

Sweden and Uruguay. 
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The CHAIRMAN: 't·Te shall now begin the voting procedure with regard 

to draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.20. Its sponsors h~ve expressed the wish 

that it be adopted by the Committee without a vote. 

I call on the representative of Brazil, who wishes to express his 

delegation's position before a decision is taken. 

Mr. de SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): The Brazilian delegation has 

consistently supported the general thrust of the resolutions adopted by 

the General Assembly under the agenda item dealing with the reduction of 

military budgets. 

It is our understanding that the reduction of military budgets is 

first and foremost incumbent upon the nuclear-weapon States, whose military 

expenditures account for nearly 90 per cent of the resources devoted to 

armaments. We also support the principle generally recognized in the 

United Nations that savings generated by reductions in the military 

expenditures of those States be reallocated for economic and social 

development, particularly for the benefit of developing countries. 

Operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.20 requests 

the Disarmament Commission to continue its consideration of the item entitled 
1;Reduction of military budgetsn at its 1983 session. Hy delegation understands this 

provision as being in direct connection with the general directives which 

will be given the Commission on the organization of its future work and which 

are containen in another draft resolution to be voted upon later. 

In our view, operative paragraph 5 does not mean that the question of 

military budgets enjoys any privileged position among the items from which 

the Commission will select, at the appropriate time, the specific subjects 

to which it will direct its attention at its 1983 substantive session. 

The CHAI~mN: No other representative wishes to explain his delegation's 

position before the Committee takes a decision. 

If I hear no objection, I sh~ll take it that the Committee wishes to adopt 

d~aft resolution A/C.l/37/1.20 without a vote. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.20 was adopted. 

The CHAI~: I shall nm·r call on those representatives who wish to 

explain their position in connexion with the decision just taken by the Committee. 
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Mr. SARAN (India): Although draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.20 has been 

adopted without a vote I should like to state that, had a vote been taken on 

the> draft, my delegation would have abstained. 

It has been our consistent position that sine~ it is the five or six 

militarily significant States which account for over 80 per cent of globe~ 

military expenditures, it is they who must take the l~ad in cutting military 

budgets. We are unable to a.ccept the proposition that rising military 

expenditures is a. phenomenon for which all States are somehow responsible. 

It is this mistaken assumption that has led to the idea of codifying principles 

for freezing or reducing military budgets which would be applicable ~qually to 

all States. 

The considerations I have just outlin~d apply equally to draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.22/Rev.l, which will be taken up for action in this Committee at 

a later date. A further objectionable element in this draft resolution 

is the faulty notion that the question of the reduction of militexy 

expenditures can be based on unte·na.ble concepts, such as that of military 

balance. India's position in this regard is well known. He are of the vi~w 

that notions such a.s military balance, parity, equal security, etc. are 

inherently unquantifiable and cannot in a.ny event serve as the basis for 

undertaking measures of disarmament. 

The United Nations has already undertaken a study on a so-celled 

internatione~ reporting system to be used by States to provide data on their 

military expenditures. Only a small handful of States have been using this 

so-called reporting system. Despite the very clear impracticability of such an 

exercise, the drA~t resolution contained in document A/C.l/37/L.22/Rev.l proposes 

an even more complex and technical study which has a rather tenuous rela.tionship 

with the question of the reduction of military expenditures. It is not la.ck 

of da.ta or lack of prior agreement on verification procedures that is responsible 

for the failure to make progress in disarmAment. As we have point~d out time 

and again, it is the lack of political will on the part of the major Powers 

that is responsible for the fact that the arms ra.ce, particularly in the 

nuclear field, continues unabated. Exercises such as the one proposed in 

draft r~solution A/C .1/37 /L .22/Rev .1 serve merely to detra.ct attention from 

this central political issue. 
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In aceor4enc~ with this consistent position, India will be forced .to 

ab~tain aleo on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.22/R~v.l. 

Hr •. HAG:emm.KERS (Netherlands): The ])TethE'-.rlands has participated 

:i.n thE" consensus on draft resolution A/C .1/37 /L .20, entitled "Reduction of 

militar;y b~d~ets 11 • vTe- shall explain our position on that draft resol,ution wn~n 

th~ Committee takes a decision on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.22/Rev.l. 

The CHAIRMAN: We have concluded consideration of draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.20. 

\ole;. now move on to draft resolution A/C .l/37/L.24 ~ under agenda item ~0 (c)'· 

entitlE':'d 11~eview of tlle inl,pleinentation of the recoMendations and decisions 

adopted by the G~neral Assembly at its t~nth specifl.l session 

DisarJ'Ilame:p.t Ueelt:. 11 ~is draft resolution has 12 sponsors and was introduced 

by the re-presentative of Uongol:i.a at the 34th meeting of the First Committee 

on Hi Novt<mber 1982. I now call on the Secretary of the Committ~e to rE-ad out 

tbP. list of sponsors. 

Nr. RATHORE (Secretary of the CommitteE'!): The sponsqrs are 

Afgb~.nistan, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, G-erman Democratic Republic, +ndia., 

Je.pa.n, Lao People 1 s Df'mocratic Republic, Mali~ Nongolia~ Mozaml;>ique> and 

Vi&t Nam. 

The CHAIRMAN: He shall now· proceed to vote on draft ;resolution 

A/C,l/37/L.24. The sponsors or this draft resolution he.v~ expressPd a, 

wisn that it be adopted by the committe~ "t-Ti.thout a. vote. 

lf I hear no obje>ction, I shall take it that the Committee ~Ti.shes. to adopt 

thA draft reaolution in document A/C.l/37/L.24 uithout a. votE". 

Draft resol1,1tion A/C.l/37 /L.g4 lTas adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: lfe have concluded consideration of draft 

r~solution A/C.l/37/L.24. 

liP movF. on to draft rt"solution A/C.l/37/L.25 unde>r agenda item 50 (g)' 

entitled 11Revie"t-T of the implementation of the recommendations and 'decisions 

adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special session: prohibition 
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of the nuclear neutron 'tveapon. This draft resolution has 22 sponsors 

and was introduced by the representative of the German DPmocratic Republic at 

the 34th meeting of the First Committ~e on 16 NovembPr 1982. I call on the 

s~cretery of thP CommitteE" to give the list of sponsors. 

Ur. RATHORE (SecrPta.ry of the Committee): The sronsors {)f draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.25 are Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Cuba., Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German 

Democratic Republic, Grenada, Hungary, Jorda.n, Lao People's DPmocratic Republic, 

Mongolia, Mozembique, Poland, Romania., Se.o Tome and PrincipP, Syrian Arab Republic, 

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Viet Nam and Zimba.b1-1e • 

The CHAIRMAN: I sl-:.:111 ncM c:::tll on tl'--'CL -~~le.•.ations 11hic~1 1Tis~1 to ------· 
explain their vote before the vote. 

Mr • de SOUZA E SILVA {Brazil) : The BraziliRD delegation will abstain 

on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.25. Brazil condemns with equal vigour all 

ma.nifesta.tions of tht=- current accelera.tion of the nucle>a.r arms rae~ which puts 

in jeopardy the security of all nations, nuclear and non-nuclear a~ike. He 

bt>-lieve, hol·Tever, the.t it does not servE> a useful purposE" to single out in A. 

draft resolution of this kind any particular aspect of the nuclear-arms race. 

The inclusion of a specific item on neutron weapons in the agenda of the 

Committee on Disar.mamPnt 1~uld further compound the difficulties that already 

exist in that multilateral negotiating body with regard to the long overdue 

nPgotia.tions on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. 
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.My df>l<"'Ga.tion continues to bf> f'irmly convinced that urgent steps must 

be taken to halt and reverse the nuclear arr.,s race in all its a.spects and 

that the nuclear··Weapon Povrers should ref'rain f'rom enga.Gine; in the> 

prolif'f>ration of' nuclear weapons, as regards both their numb('>rs and their 

horizontal spread in a geographic dimension, as well a.s f'rom increasing 

the sophistication of' their nuclf>ar arsenals f'ar in excess of' their 

secUrity needs. 

!·1'r. LIDGAPJ?. (Sweden): The Swedish Government has on a numbPr of' 

oecasions strongly conder·med plans to develop and produce neutron weapons. 

Ever since such plans bE' came known it has emphasized the gra:ve risks of' 

lowerinc; thf> nuclear thrf>shold, which these weapons entail. My Government's 

position remains unchanged as f'ar as such rreapons a.re concf'rned. The 

development, testinc; and production of' a.ll nuclear vreapons, includinG the 

neutron "1-ree.pon~ should be prohibited. As a matter of' principle the Srvedish 

Government theref'ore has reservations against the idea of' prohibiting one 

specif'ic nuclear weapon vrhile omitt~ng other nuclear rveapons of' the same 

c~.te&ory from the prohibition. 

He notE> rri th satisfaction that the draf't resolution this year includes 

a ref'erl"nCf> to thE' development of' nuclPar ne-utron weapons. SlvE>c1en had 

proposed to the sponsors thet operative paragraph 1 should be amended to 

include the words '1tactical nuclE-ar weapons, in particulari1 after the 

vrords ''and use of''; and bt!'f'ore the words 11nuclear neutron wea.pons '1
• It is 

our understanding that the sponsors do not accept this amendment and 

S't-Teden ·vrill: therefore abstain in the vot~=: on the present draft resolution . 

.Mr. Sil'TCLAI~ (Guyana): The delPt:;a.tion of' Cuyana has consistently 

expressed its ~ssatisf'action with what has been achieved vrlth rec;ard to 

the establishme-nt of' conditions f'or a sPcure anc1 lasting pea.ce. Ue have 

consistPntly called · · and I here reiterate thHt call ~ f'or the adoption 

of pf'f'ective measures to enc1 thE' nuclear--arms race at a.n early elate and 

for genuine and complete nuclear disarmament. 
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The draft resolution b~fore us in document A/C.l/37/L.25, in ~ts second 

prf'ambular parac;raph) l:ltrf'ss~s that thE> ·nuclear neutron weapon rE'pres~nts a. 

further ste:t;> in the qualitative arms rae~ in the field of nu,clear weapons. 

Cuya.na opposes the qua.litativl" improv~'>:ment and developmf'nt of nuclear w·eapons 

in a.;tl· their· af!Pf'G.ts, includinG the neutron '\·Teapo.n. It is our 

conviction that the introduction of this ,.,eapon represents . ~mother up,vard 

move~ent in the spi:rallinc arms race and dangerously worsens th~ present 

situation of tension· and crisis in the 't-TOrld whilt=> complicating and 

:frustrating Unitf'd Nations efforts for the a.ttainL1ent of its disarmaxnent 

goals. 

Hy delegation uould. like to express its appl'ec;l;ation tp thP a.uthors of the 

Q.raft resolution in d,ocument A/C .1/37 /L. 25, for reflect inc: as ,.rell as thPY do 

the 'profound concern which Cuyan~ feels at the introduction of what has 

properl;y- been · describeCI. as the u1 timate capit;;a.list 1reapon - tlle ne1,1tron ueapon. 

Cuyana oppost:"s the production of all types of nuclear "rea pons , vd thout 

exceptio11'J and ue are pl'epared to lf>nd our support to any measure which seeks 

pr.ohibitJ.on of the production of nuclear vTE'apons in r;enE>ral, but vre Q.o not 

believP in callinG for selective prohibitions. There are othE>r types of 

nucleHr ueapons~ apart from the neutron weapon, which mflli:e for an escalation 

of the nucle&r arm:3 race- and ~m l·Those production we would also lil\:e to see 

a prohibition placed. Guyana believes~ therPforB, that·tc give its support 

to any sell':ctive approa.ch to the questiqn of nuc:}.ear··,·reapon ref'inPmPnt l·Tould 

be l.nconsistent ,ri.tp the c:eneral concern which we feel. at th~ overall process 

of thf; qualitative improvemE"nt and dE"velopmf'nt of' nucl~ar wea.pons. My 
' . 
delecation will therefore': abstain in the vote on this draft resolution? as 

l-TE> ,did last yea.r. 

,'!'.!!,.E"__cj!!,l_RH~[ ~ ThP Coromi ttee vTill nm·r procf>ecl. to vote 

on the drEJ.f'tcresolution in documE"nt A/C.l/37/L.25. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 
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A recordl"'d vote vras talt':!n. 

Against: 

A:rghflnistan .. Algeria"' Ane;ola ~ Bahrain, Benin:. Bulgaria, 

Burundi~ Byelorussia.n Soviet Socie.list Republic ~ Chad~ 

Congo, Cuba: C!"'JPruS . Cz«:>choslovakl.a, Democratic ~«:>:men, 

:Cominican Republic~ Ecue.Cl.or, L"'th:i'.opia, Finla.nCI.. Gabon, 

Gel'Iila.n Democratic Republic, Gha.na, Guin«:>a:. Hun,-;ary) 

India~ IndonPsia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq~ 

Jordan, Kc:>nya) Lao Peopl«:> 1 s Democratic Republic, 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya~ Hadac;Hscar _ NaJ.i:. Mexico~ 

Monr;olia, Hozambique, Hicaragua:. Panama, Poland, Q,atar, 

Roraania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe: Sierra Leone 

Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic~ Tor;o. Trinidad end 

Tobago, UGanda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Re~ublics, United Arab 

Em.:i.rates J United Republic of Cam.eroon~ United Rc:>public 

of Tanzania.~ Viet Ham~ ~Pm«:>n? ~ugoslavia, Zambia; 

Zimbabwe 

Australia, Dele;ium, Canada, F'rancP, GPrmanY:· "~"t"Cl.eral 

RPpublic of, Israel, Italy, Japan. Luxembourg~ 

rTelr Zealand~ Portueal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great 

Britain and l'forthern Ireland~ United StatPs of America 
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!'\}>_~¥1.;!-!...G. · Are;entina, .Austria, Bahamas , Ban~la.desh . Bhuta.n .. 

Brazil. Burma, Chile~ Colombia., Denmark~ Djibouti. 

E~ypt; li'iji, Gre>E"CP; GuaterOB.la~ Cuy~na, Iceland, 

Ireland~ Ivory Coast, Ja:m.e.ica, Kuwait:. Lebanon. 

Liberia, Hala,d, 1-iala.ysia, Maldives, Horocco, 

J:Tepal, Netherlands , Higer c Hiceria, I~orway, Oman 

Pakiste.n, Papua ne~v Cuinea:. Paraguay~ Peru, 

PhilippinE-s. Saint Lucia; Saudi .Ara.bia, Singapore:. 

Somalia, Spain~ Sri Lanka. Sudan,, Sweden, Thailand. 

Tunisia Upper Volta., Urueuay~ Venezuela~ Zaire 

The §raft resolution ,.ras adopted by 59 votes to ;J-4. with 52 abstentions. 

J.'he CHAIRl:lf!IIT · I shall no~r call upon those representatives ~rho vrlsh 

to explain their vote after the vote. 
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ilfr. SARAN (India): India voted in favour of the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/37 /L.25 in line with our total opposition to 

all nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction. 

It is our vievT that the Committee on Disarm&ment should without delay 

undertake multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear ar:ms 
race and on nuclear disarmament aimed at the total.elimination 

of all nuclear weapons~ including nuclear neutron weapons. 

M"iss DA SILVA (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): Fith re&:ard. 

to draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.25, on the prohibition of the nuclear neutron 

weapon, the delegation of Venezuela vrlshes to reiterate its position, as 

expressed at the last session on the draft resolution on the same item. 

Our country has alvrays been in favour of the prohibition of all nuclear 

weapons. lTe consider that all negotiations on the prohibition of a specific 

type of nuclear Wt!apon~ such as the neutron weapon..- should take place vrithin 

the fra.meuork of the nuclear disarmament negotiations in the Committee on 

Disaro.ament. 

For those reasons the delegation of Venezuela abstained in the voting 

on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.25. 

Hr. MICHAELSEN (Denmark): The Danish delegation abstained in the 

voting on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.25. As stated last year, the Danish 

Government opposes production of the neutron weapon. 

As was further stated, Denmark~ as part of an area which is free of nuclear 

-vreapons~ would not accept such a weapon on its territory. 

There has been no change in that position~ but as the draft resoluticn 

just adopted seems to constitute an undisguised attempt to split the l"Testern allies 

in an important area of defence policy_ we again decided to abstain 

on the draft resolution. 
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I.'Ir. AHMAD (Pakistan}: Pakistan's position on the nucl.ear question 

in all its aspects is firm and unequivocal: we bel.ieve that nuclear vreapons -

all. nucl.ear weapons - pose the greatest dane;er to mankind and to the survival 

of civilization. It is therefore impt::rative to halt and reverse the nucl.ear 

an~ race in all. its aspects~ and the objective in this conteA~ is the 

elimination of all. nuclear weapons. 

lle are against the nuclear arms race, "'·rhether qualitative or quantitative. 

vertical or horizontal. 'He are against the neutron weapon as well as other 

nucl.ear weapons. However~ we do not believe that the process leading to the 

ultimate goal - namel.y ~ the compl.ete el.imination of nucl.ear vTeapons - is served 

by singl.ing out one particular "'veapon system. 

The Pakistan del.ee;ation~ therefore~ while in full agreement with the 

goal of nuclear disarmament, has abstained on draft resolution A/C.J./37/L.25. 

l'r. CARASALF§ (.Argentina} (interpretation from Spanish}: 

Hy delegation's expl.anation of vote is simil.ar to those of other del.egations 

and I shal.l therefore not go into detail.. 

~ly dele{•:ation has repeatedly expressed condemnation of the neutron 

weapon and its development, considering, as 1-re do, that it adds a ne'tv qualitative 

element in the race to develop nuclear weaponrvo which should certainly 

be condeLm.ed. Ifeverthel.ess we have abstained this year, as vTe did J.ast year, 

because as I have said~ while we are against the development of any nuc·lear 

vreapons ~ we consider it inadvisabl.e in the negotiating process to singl.e out 

a specific type of weapon~ especially "'vhen there are others which are also 

subject to condemnation but which apparently_do not ~erit speci~l treatment. 

For those reasons my del.egation abstained on this draft resolution. 
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Mr. MOUSSA (Egypt) (interpretation from Arabic): The Egyptian 

delegation abstained in the voting on draft re~olution A/C.l/37/L.25 in keeping 

with the ~gyptian position set forth on this matter last year and on the basis 

of the follm·ring considerations. 

The Egyptian position is consistent concerning our support for general 

and complete disarmament under effective international control, and ~e are 

opposed to the development_and proliferation of nucle~ weapons~ whether 

qualitative or quantitative. In this respect we do not accept or understand 

the singling out of one particular type of nuciear weapon when there are other 

similarly dangerous nuclear weapons. On that'basis, and in view of the delicate 

nature of the ongoing negotiations and the existence of certain notions in the 

draft which relate to the competition between the Eastet-n and Uestern blocs 

the Egyptian delegation abstained in the voting on it. 

Mr. O'CONNO~ (treland): Irel~d has consistently. stated its 

position that the development~ testing and production of all riuclear weapons. 

should be prohibited. We consider the neutron '\-Teapon to be a particularly 

destabilizing form of nUclear device which would lead to the lowering of 

the nuclear threshold. However, we have difficulties in singling it out 

while ignoring other weapons in the same category. 

He therefore abstained in the voting on the draft r.esolution befot-e us 

because we do not consider that the approach proposed wil1 lead to the objective 

which we share with the authors of the draft resolution. 

Mr. WAGENMAKERS (Netherlands): The Netherlands abstained in the 

voting on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/37/L.25, concerning 

the neutron weapon. We wish to place on record, as we did last year, that 

our reasons are the following. The Netherlands does not intend to have the 

neutron weapon stationed on Netherlands territory. At the same time, however~ 

it is obvious that the draft resolution in document A/C.l/37/L.25 is politically 

inspired. 
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Furthermore, vre are~ in fact, not interested in a convention prohibiting 

this ..,.,eapon system specifically. 

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus}: .My delegation is definitely against all nuclear 

"'·reapons. ~·Te consider any strike .. first, second or third - a crime against 

humanity. Therefore, 't·Te -vTish to see a prohibition of the use of every ldnd 

of nuclear weapon. 

Ho"'-Tever, there has novr developed the notion of getting rid of the 

deterrence element of nuclear war so as to make nuclear -vrar more likely to 

occur. In this sense we feel Wf;:l ought to support any measure that restricts 

that tendency towards a limited nuclear 't-Tar, that maltes it more achievable or 

more probable and brin~s us nearer to the danger of a nuclear war. 

The neutron weapon is one of those 't·Teapons. Ue should like to see 

other weapons restricted in the same fashion as this , and we "1-Tould vote in 

favour of the prohibition of any nuclear "1-Teapon that makes for a limited nuclear 

-vrar, because that is a grave danger, and we have to face it. 

Therefore, it is not enough to say -vre want the prohibition of all 

nuclear weapons. Yes, "1-Te do, and "'ie should like to see a resolution that 

prohibits all nuclear -vreapons. But in the mean-vrr..ile -vre would encourage any 

measures that restrict the tendency tovrards making a nuclear war more acceptable 

and more achievable.. ..,.,hich would thus brine; us nearer to total catastrophe. 

Mrs. CASTRO de BARISB (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): 

The delegation of' Costa nice did not take part in the voting on the draft 

resolution in document A/C .1/37 /L.25 because -vre share the vie-vr of delegations 

that consider all nuclear weapons inhuman and abhorrent and favour their 

total prohibition, vrith no sine:line out of individual weapons, 

especially when done for political reasons. 

Costa Rica vrill continue to strive for the total abolition 

of nuclear weapons, since all of them are equally dangerous. 

I also take this opportunity to declare Costa Rica's great interest in joinin~ 

the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.32/Rev.l# dealinr specifically with the 

cessation of all test explosions of nuclear 1-1eapons, and c1_raft 



A/C.l/37/PV.39 
50 

(Mrs. Castro de Barish~ Costa Rica) 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.45, on the prevention of nuclear 't'Tar~ as l'Tell as 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.33, on the prohibition of the development, 

production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons, and draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.35, on confidence-building measures. 
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Mr. ABDEUT.AHAB (Sudan) : Sudan has c6nsistently supported the idea 

that the arms race in all its a_spects, and particularly its nuclear aspect, 

~epresents a serious threat to manltind and ~o the maintenance of international 

peace and security. He share the VIi de concern and alarm of the overwhelming 

majority of the Members of this Organization that the continued expansion 

and production of nuclear weapons escalate the nuclear arms race and 

significantly lowers the threshold of nuclear war. 

We abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.25 because 

we oppose a selective refe~ence to one particular weapon in the escaiating 

arms race. 

· Mr • .Syed ALl (Bangladesh): Banr:ladesh's position on the 

disarmament question is clear and unequivocal. Vle are firmly committed 

to working for general and complete disarmament , particularly nuclear 

disa~ament. As a party to t~e Non-Proliferation Treaty, Bangladesh 

has been actively advocating the halting and reversing of the current nuclear 

a~s race and the halting of the production of all nuclear weapons. 

The draft resolution put to the vote a few minutes ago singled out a 

particular type of nuclear weapon. Since we are opposed to any selective 

approach, .my delegation, as on previous occasions, abstained in the vote on 

that draft resolution. 

Mr. I<ABiA (Sierra Leone): The delegation of Sie~ra Leone 

voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.25 because of bur strong 

opposition to the development, production and testing of: ali nuclear weapons., 

including the neutron nuclear weapon. We are also in favour of negotiations about 

the production of neutron weapons being carried out in the Committee on 

Disarmament. 
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The CHAIRNIAN: That concludes our consideration of draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.25. 

The Committee will now take up draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.33 

:under agenda item 55 {a), 1;General and complete disarmament: 

prohibition of the development, prcduction, stockpiling and use of 
radiological weapons". The draft resolution has five sponsors and was 

introduced by the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany at 

the Committee's 35th meeting on 17 November 1982. 

I call on the Committee Secretary to read out the names of the sponsors. 

Mr. RATHORE {Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors are 

Costa Rica, the Federal Republic of Germany, Hungary, Japan and Sweden. 

The CHAIRMAN: lve shall begin the voting procedure on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.33. Its sponsors have expressed the wish that the 

Committee adopt it without a vote. 

If I hear no objection I shall take it that the Committee wishes to 

adopt draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.33 without a vote. 

The draft resolution was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on representatives who vrish to explain 

their position. 

~~. ISSRAELYAN {Union of Soviet Socialist Republics){interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet delegation supported the adoption by consensus of 

the draft resolution on the prohibition of radiological weapons, As is 

known~ our country has always been an active supporter of preventing any 

possibility of the appearance in the arsenals of States· of this new kind of 

weapon of mass destruction, and thus of closin~ one possible path for the arms 

race. 

The Soviet Union has actively participated in talks on the prohibition 

of radiological weapons, notably in the Committee on Disarmament. 

Naturally, we fully share the view that this work should continue ·and even 
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be speeded up, so that the draft of the relevant treaty can be prepared for 

the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly, as indicated 

in operative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution. 

As is known, sienificant complications arose in the Committee on Disarmament 

durin~ the talks on·the prohibition 9f radiological weapons, in conection with 

the question of refraining froM attacks on peaceful nuclear· facilities. 

The Soviet Union - and we have said this on several occasions - does not 

oppose proposals to draft international measures designed to prevent attacks 

on civilian nuclear facilities. In·addition, we ourselves drew the 

attention of States Members of the United Nations to the importance of 

this issue ~rhen we submitted for consideration at this session of the 

General Assembly a proposal on the need to intensifY efforts to remove 

the threat of nuclear war and to ensure the safe development of nuclear 

enerBY. 

The prevention of attacks on civilian peaceful facilities is an 
... 

important separate item which requires serious consideration.--- In our 

view, a solution to this problem should not be tied in with that of 

prohibiting radioloeical weapons. 

In connection with draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.33, the Soviet delegation 

lTOuld like to state that it understands the provision of the second part of 

the ninth preambular paragraph as relating to peaceful nuclear facilities, 

since at the beginninG of the paragraph 1-rhat is specifically referred to is 

the peaceful use of nuclear enerrr,y. 
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We also put the same·interpretation on the provisions of operative paragraph 2. 

In this connection, we emphasize that the provision on continuing to seek a solution 

to the question of the scope of the prohibition of attacks on nuclear facilities 

can in no way be considered as a change in our position on this question. It should 

be interpreted only as an appeal, an attempt to reach agreement among States that 

have different view-points. on the scope of such a prohibition. 

Mr. de LA GORCE (France) (interpretation from French}: The French 

delegation joined in the consensus on resolution A/C.l/37/L.33, but it would like 

to express a reservation about the title of the resolution. We note in fact that 

the resolution itself deals with two quite different topics, and we would like the 

resolution to be confined to radiological weapons, which is in the title and which 

was the mandate of the working group which did the preparatory work in the Committee 

on Disarmament on which this resolution is based. 

The CHAIRMAN: That completes the Committee's consideration of draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.33. 

We now turn to the draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.35 on confidence-building 

measures under agenda item 133, ;;Review and implementation of the Concluding 

Document of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly 1
:. 

This draft resolution has 35 sponsors and was introduced by the representative 

of the Federal Republic of Germany at the 35th meeting of the First Committee on 

17 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read the list of sponsors. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors are: Austria, 

Bahamas, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Congo, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France, 

the Federal Republic of Germany, Ghana, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy; 

Mauritania, Netherlands, New·zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Romania, 

Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom, United States, Uruguay, Zaire, Bangladesh, 

Costa Rica and Egypt. 
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The CHAIRMAN: We shall now begin the voting Pl\()cedure on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.35. The sponsors of this draft resolution have expressed 

the wish that it be adopted by the Committee without a vote. There are no requests. 

to speak in explanation before the decision is taken. Therefore~ if I hear no 

objection I shall take it that the Committee wishes to adopt draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.35 without a vote. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.35 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the representative of Japan to explain his 

delegation's position. 

Mr. OKAWA (Japan): My Government believes that mutual trust among nations 

is essential for the promotion of disarmament. Therefore, it fully recognizes the 

significance of promoting confidence-·building measures in general. How·ever, my 

Government maintains that in considering the possible introduction of confidence

building measures in particular regions~ the specific political, military and 

other conditions and requirements prevailing in the region concerned should be 

fully taken into account. 

MY delegation's concurrence in the resolution just adopted without a vote 

should not in any way be construed as affecting this basic provision of my 

Government. 

The CHAIRMAN: That concludes the Committee's consideration of draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.35. We move on to draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.58/Rev.l, 

under agenda item 133, 1'The Review and Implementation of the Concluding Document 

of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly 1
'. This draft resolution 

has 31 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of Belgium at the 38th 

meeting of the First Committee on 19 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the list of sponsors. 

Mr~ RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): Tb~ sponsors are: Au~tria, 

Bahamas. Bangladesh, Belgium, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, 

Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France, Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Guatemala, 
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Indonesia~ Italy, Malta~ Netherlands, Norway, Pakistan~ Peru~ Poland 3 Portugal, 

Romania 3 Singapore, Spain, Sweden~ United Kingdom and Viet Nam. 

The CHAIRMAN: The sponsors of the draft resolution have expressed the 

wish that it be adopted without a vote. As there is no objection, I take it 

that the Committee wishes to adopt draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.58/Rev.l without 

a vote. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.58/Rev.l.was adopted without a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on those representatives.wishing to explain 

their delegation's position. 

Mr. SARAN (India): India would have abstained on resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.58/Rev.l had it been put to a vote. In the vital field of disarmament, 

there is an imperative need to focus on priority and central issues, particularly 

the halting and reversal of the nuclear arms race and the achievement of nuclear 

disarmament. In this respect only a global approach with generally accepted 

principles 3 priorities and objectives can have any opportunity for success. In 

an age of nuclear weapons, peace and security are indivisible. Disarmament 

cannot be piecemeal in terms of geographical extent. Our position of principle 

in this regard has already been stated in the First Committee on 22 October 1982. 

Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary): The Hungarian delegation was pleased to be part 

of the consensus on the draft resolution dealing with regional disarmament measures 

introduced by the representative of Belgium and sponsored by delegations from 

every group. It did so because it considers this question important and timely. 

The Hungarian delegation attaches importance to the resolution that has been adopted 

because regional disarmament measures represent an increasingly significant part 

of the general disarmament pro'cess. Such measures; adopted on the initiative and 

with the participation of all States concerned, are important and potentially 

effective in that they can contribute to the achievement of general and complete 

disarmament under effective ~nternational control. 
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The Hungarian delegation considers the resolution adopted by consensus as a 

very timely one. When disarmament negotiations on the global scale are facing 

difficulties, regional disarmament measures could play a very important role. The 

resolution is al~ the more timely since its adoption coincides with the ongoin~ 

Madrid meeting as a follow-up to the Conference on Security and Co-operation. in 

Europe. As. all of us are aware , one of the most important questions at these 

meetings is the convening of a European conference on confidence-building and 

security measures and disarmament, which is practically the central issue of' the 

Madrid meeting. 

My delegation hopes that the resolution just adopted, as an appropriate, timely 

and important message from the United Nations General Assembly, will favourably 

influence the proceeding~ of the Madrid meeting in this respect and will serve as 

an impetus for the development of a variety of measures which, by contributing to 

strengthening securitY' in Europe, will advantageously influence the solving of 

global problems as well. 

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): Draft resolution A/C.l/37/"L.58 does not. 

include some important elements which, in the opinion of the Brazilian delegation, 

must be considered in connection with regional measures of disarmament. Action in 

the field of disarmament should take into account the priorities recognized by the 

international community and the realities of the international situation. 

Recommendations on this subject should therefore be directed primarily to those 

regions where there is the largest concentration and accumulation of armaments and 

particularly to the nuclear-weapon Powers, who bear a special responsibility for 

disarmament. 

For this reason my delegation would have abstained in the voting on this 

resolution had it been put to a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN: We have now concluded our consideration of draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.58/Rev.l. 

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m •. 




