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AGENDA ITEMS 24, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 34, 35, 100, 101, 103, 107 (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall now call on 

those representatives who wish to explain their votes after the vote on 

the draft resolutions in documents A/C.l/L.681 and L.682, which were adopted 

this morning. 

Mr. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): I should like to explain my 

delegation's vote on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/L.682. 

As the Permanent Representative of Yugoslavia pointed out in his 

statement in this Committee on 7 November, the ~ugos~av Government has 

always supported initiative~ aimed at the creation of nuclear--v1eapon-free 

zones in various regions of the >mrld because such zones can represent 

an important step within the context of s~-called collateral measures of 

nuclear disarmament. We are convinced that they can contribute usefully 

towards limiting the arms race and creating favourable political conditions 

in the various geographical regions of the 1·1orld. 

We consid"er that-one of-the·essential premises for the creation of­
nuclear-iveapon-free zones concerns the right of countries to take decisions 

themselves on the estahlishment of such zones after the necessary steps and 

preparations have been taken to arrive at such decisions. We have no doubt 

ivha tsoever about Pakistan 1 s good will in regard to the creation of a nuclear­

weapon-free zone in South Asia. We feel, however, that more balanced 

language in the resolution 1vould have better served· the purpose of this 

initiative. It is for this reason that we abstained. 

Mr. ECKERBERG (Sweden): The Swedish delegation abstained in the 

voting on both draft resolutions submitted regarding the proposal for a 

nuclear-free zone in South Asia. I should like to take this opportunity 

briefly to explain why. 

The Swedish delegation has often expressed its support for regional 

approaches to disarmament, including the establishment of nuclear-free zones. 

He believe that the basis for any such regional measures must be the active 

co-operation and agreement of all countries concerned in the region itself. 



NR/mcm AjC.l/FV.2025 
3 

(Mr. Eckerberg, Sweden) 

Not until they themselves are ready to agree on specific steps to be taken, 

and the nuclear-free zone thus can be clearly defined, would it seem appropriate 

for the General Assembly to endorse the establishment of a zone as decided by 

the regional States. 

The Swedish delegation sincerely hopes, of course, that the explicitly 

stated intention of the countries in the region of South Asia not to become 

nuclear-weapon States will prove a lasting reality and that this could be 

a factor facilitating future agreement on the establishment of a nuclear-free 

zone in South Asia. The Swedish Government ·has taken note of the statements 

to that effect, and we should welcome it if next year the First Committee 

were to be presented with a single draft resolution on the question of a 

nuclear-free zone in South Asia sponsored by all the countries in the region. 

This year, however, the Swedish delegation felt constrained to abstain on 

both draft resolutions relating to this item, because, regrettably, there 

does not at present seem to exist any such agreement. 

I should like to add that, in our view, 'the need to regulate peaceful 

nuclear explosions· internationally should be taken .into account- also in .. 

connexion with the question of nuclear-free zones. 

Mr. KAMIL (Malaysia): The Malaysian delegation abstained on the draft 

resolution contained in document A/C.l/1.681 and that contained in documenY 

A/C.l/1.682 pertaining to iterw. 107, entitled nDeclaration and establishment of 

a nuclear-free zone in South Asia". 

It is a matter of regret to my delegation that, on the q~estion of the 
' 

establishment of a nuclear-free zone in South Asia, the First Committee has 

been faced with two somewhat conflicting draft resolutions when there 

appears to be almost a consensus for the idea as a whole. In this respect, 

it would have been less difficult for my delegation to give its support to 

a draft resolution on this item had there emerged, as a result of consultations 

and compromise, only one draft resolution. 
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I should like to add that the debate on this item, nevertheless, served 

a useful purpose, and I 8hC\ . .::n like to express the hope that, through 

consultations, agreement on the idea of establishinG a ru0.lear-free zone 

will soon be reached among the States concerned. Being one of the signatories 

of the Kuala Lumpur·Declaration, which establishes South-East Asia as a zone 

of peace, freedom and neutrality, I wish to reassure this Committee that my 

delegation continues to be sympathetic to the idea of establishing or 

creating similar zones of peace or nuclear-free zones elsevJbere. 

I~. DI BERNARDO (Italy): 
(2) 

TheJitalian Government bas always favoured 

proposals and initiatives aimed at the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free 

zones in the world, because it is convinced that the creation of such zones, 

if baseu on certain J_rinciples, .cannot but contribute to better 

international security and v1orld detente. Accordingly, the Italian 

representative to the United Nations speaking during the general debate has 

_re:(erred to the prol?o~al f?r the establishment of a nuclear-l'learon-free 

zone in South Asia as interesting and ·worthy of careful consideration. 

The debate that bas taken place so far in the Committee bas revealed 

the interest of the >wrld community in the creation of denuclearized zones. 

It has also confirmed that careful study and consideration must be given 

to the problem in both its general and its specific implications. 1he proposal 

put forvmrd by Pakistan aims, in our view, at objectives that v1e cannot but 

consider 11ith the greatest sympathy. In fact 11e see in this proposal an 

attempt to strengthen regional detente and to create a better political 

climate in Asia. Hov1ever, comments and reactions which we have heard in 

this Corrilllittee make it clear that this proposal must be submitted tc 

further study and rrore careful consideration in order to achieve full 

success. 

In the light of these considerations, the Italian delegation abstained 

i.r. the voting on the two prorosals put fonmrd under i tern 107 of our agenda, 

because it deems it more constructive not to influence-the hopeful positive 

developments of the dialogue arr.ong the parties more directly concerned. 
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• 
Mr. F. KARIM (Bangladesh): My Ambassador wished to speak to exp1ain 

our vote on the draft resolution A/C.l/L.682, but because of some 

misunderstanding about timing I am afraid he is not here yet. Therefore, 

may-I·suggest, Mr. Chairman, ht:mbly, if it is·poss:.ble,·that you pror.eed with 

the other speakers who may wish to explain their vote and then later on we 

may have an opportunity to ·speak. I hope by that time my Ambassador will be 

here. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): Later on in our 

meeting I shall call again upon the representative of Bangladesh. 

Mr. CRAW (New Zealand): This morning my delegation voted in 

favour of both resolutions on the nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia 

because we believe that the General Assembly should encourage all positive 

proposals which will increase regional stability and security in varicu s 

regions of the world by the institution of nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

There is one· aspeCt, however, of the r<esolution which is contained in 

document A/C.l/L.682 on which we wish to comment. In the general debate in 

t,J:ds Committee my delegation referred to nuclear proliferation and the need 
,-

to strengthen the non-proliferation Treaty. We pointed out that the question of 

whether a State which exploJes a nuclear device does so for peaceful or for 
' 
military purpos~s is not really relevant to the proliferation danger if the 

state concerned is not prepared to conduct its nuclear programme under 

recognized international procedures and safeguards. 

New Zealand is. a sponsor of the--:draft--tre-solut:ion cQ.ntained in document 

A/C.l/L.690 which, inter alia, points out the desirability of 

" •• , the planning and,-,-conduct-ing of peacef.ul nuclear e.xplosions .. Jc 

ff.einf!] carried out under agreed and non-discriminatory.~. international ,_ 

arrangements, such as those envisaged in the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear 'ltJeapons, which are designed to help prevent the proliferation of 

nuclear explosive devices and the intensification of the nuclear arms race". 
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The resolution contained in document A/C.ljL.682, which was adopted 

this morning, does include provisions looking forward to an equitable and 

non-discriminatory system of verification and inspection to ·ensure that 

nuclear programmes are in confonnity with commitments by the states concerned 

to use nuclear materials exclusively for peaceful purposes and to prevent the 

testing, use 'and so on, of any nuclear weapons. 

But the resolution, at least as we understand it, does not propose an 

agreement which would preclude the development by any party of a capacity to 

ronduct nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. As my delegation noted in 

the general debate, it is impossible for a state to develop a capacity to 

conduct nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes without acquiring a device 

which could be used as a nuclear weapon. My delegation wishes, therefore, to 

record its view that great care must be taken in the formulation of proposals 

for regional nuclear-free zone~ so as not to weaken in any way the restrictions 

which the non-proliferation Treaty imposes on the parties to the Treaty which 

are -not- nueleaJL-weapon states, in -regard to the -conduct -of· nuc-lear- explosions -

for peaceful purposes. It must, in our view, be the aim of such agreements to 

strengthen the non-proliferation Treaty. And it follows, therefore, that the 

development of such regional arrangements does not relieve the participants of 

the need to accept the obligations of the non-proliferation Treaty, but, as we 

have already stated, make9 it even more desirable that they should do so at the 

earliest possible date. 

· Mr. MISHRA (India): My de legation has, in the course of the general 

debate on disarmament items and while intrcducing the draft resolution contained 

in document A/C.l/L.68l, explained and stated India's consistent ·position in regard 

to the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. Now I would like to express 

some views on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/L.682 and explain 

why we voted againstr:H. 

Our basic objections are directed towards the opP.rative part of the draft· 

resolution.- However, there are· one or two- points in the preambular portions· as 

well which seem to us to be inconsistent with our position. 
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:rn the fourth preAmbul~r paragraph a convictior1 is expressed that the 

establishment of such zones can contribute most effectively to halting the 

proliferation of nuclear weapons. As would have been clear from our 

statements in this Committee not only this year but .in previous years, 

we believe that the question of the non-prcliferation of nuclear weapons is 

of a ~ider nature and cannot be tackled merely by binding the hands of 

non-nuclear-weapon States. This is a question in ~hich the greater 

responsibility lies with the nuclear-weapon States. 

:::n the seventh preambular parag·:ra.ph C'erta it. ideAs are mentioned, ideas which 

are supposed ·to' be inoispensable to the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free 

zones. One of them is the reference to an equitable and non~discriminatory 

system of verification and inspection to ensure that nuclear programmes are 

in conformity with the foregoing commitments. 

Now, as we have explained India's views in regard to verification, 

inspect ion and a syctem of safeguards., it should be clear that we c:re in 

favour of universal; functional and non-~iscriminatory safeguards whica 

apply to all, whether they are nuclear-weapon States or non-nuclear-weapon 

States, an~ that they apply to all programmes. 
1 

It is not possible for us 

to agree ·to a system of verification and inspection which would be applicable 

to the peaceful activities of non-nuclear-weapon States only; orJ at-best, 

applicable to the peaceful activities of all States, while leaving ooen the 

military activities of nuclear-weapon States. 

·Then, in the last preambular paragraph there is a mention of the 

Treaty on the Prohibit ion of Nuclear vJeapons in Latin .America, and it is 

said that this could serve as a model to be emulated vlith advantage by other 

regions. \ve have supported the military de.nuclearization of Latin America. 

He have supported the particular Treaty mentioned here. But it is not 

necessarily true that the E~Jme kind of arrangements wo<1ld be satisfactory in other 

regions. 
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Turning to the operative paragraphs of the resolution, operative 

paragraph 1 takes note of the affirmation by the States of the region not 

to acquire or manufacture nuclear weapons. We have made repeated statements 

in this regard, but those statements ar~ of a unilateral nature. If any 

internati~nal commitment is to be entered into by the Government of-Infria, 

it has to be on a particular basis. Therefore, operat:ve paragraph 1 does 

not seem suitable to us, as it is out of context. 

Operative paragraph 2 of the resolution endorses, in principle, the 

concept of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia. As we have stated in 

this Committee, our view is that South Asia is an integral part nf a larger 

region and it is not possible for us to agree to the endorsement of the 

concept of a nuclear-weapon-free zone merely in South Asia, even though that 

may be in principle. This text, by endorsing the concept, places sorre of 

us who are for negotiations and agreement in regard to a larger region at 

a disadvantage. 

Operative par~graph_3 i~vites the St?te§ of th~ South J\sian region to 

enter into consultations without delay. In regard to the creation of a 

nulear-weapon-free zone in South Asia, it should be clear from what I have· 

just said that we could not accept it on the very same grounds. ~~reover, 

we do not believe that it is the function of the General Assembly to invite 

States in a particular region to ente~ into such consultations. We believe 

that the initiation of such consultations, in fact the very initiation of an 

idea of a nuclear-weapon-free zone, must be from the States of the region 

must flow from agreement within the region. 

In operative paragraph 5 the Secretary-General is requested to convene 

a meeting for the pu~ose-of the consultations envisaged in operative 

paragraph 3. Again, our objections are similar. We do not believe that the 

Secretary-General should get involved in such consultations without the 

prior agreement of the States concerned. 

Finally, operative paragraph 6 decides to include in the provisional 

agenda of the thirtieth session the item entitled "Declaration and establishment 

of a nuclear-free zone in South Asia11
• We do not agree to this in tr.e absence 
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or prior consultation and agreement within the region. In fact, the inclusion 

of this operative paragraph more or less indicates the continuance of an 

acrimonious debate in this Committee next year. 

For these reasons we felt obliged to vote against the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/1.682. We should like to make it clear that -we 

are not obliged to enter into any consultations envisaged in that resolution. 

It is a matter of regret to us that that draft was adopted by the Committee. 

Mr. TANKOUA (United Republic of Cameroon) (interpretation from French): 

This morning my delegation voted in favour of the two draft resolutions in 

documents A/C.l/L.£81 and A/C.l/1.682, presented respectively by the 

delegations of India and Pakistan. In acting in this way, we heeded four 

kinds of considerations. 

First, as I already said in my statement in the general debate on 

~isarma~nt, my country is in favour of general and cor~lete disarmament. 

Consequently, we cannot take a position against the denuclearization uf -

geographical zones. 

Secondly, the two draft resolutions are not contradictory, and their 

sponsors have recognized this fact. We should even say that .the draft 

resolution in document A/C.l/L.682 to a certain extent subsumes the draft 

resolution in document A/C .1/L. 681. 

Thirdly, we consider that the fundamental differences which ~· remain 

between the two countries are an internal affair -- a family quarrel 

between them. 

Fourthly, we have very good relations with the two countries. 

For these reasons, therefore, we voted in favour of the two draft 

resolutions. 

Mr. NISIBORI (Japan): This morning my delegation voted in favour 

of both draft resolutions ~n 1ccurrents A/C.l/1.681 and A/C.l/1.682. In my 

statement on 25 October before this Committee I had an opportunity to state 

my delegation's general view on the question of the establishment of a 

nuclear-free zone, namely, that we can understand the idea of establishing 
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nuclear-~ree zones ~rom the point o~ view o~ the necessity to prevent nuclear 

prol~eration. The dr~t resolutions which have been adopted seek to promote 

such a zone in the region o~ South Asia and meet '\'Ti th the approval, o;f my 

delegation. 

I Wish to state at the same time that be~or~ establishing these zones 

it is necessary to study the matter ~rom the point o~ view o~ ensuring their 

e~~ectiveness, taking ~ully into account the e~~ects on the peace and 

security o~ the entire world as·well as on that o~ the region directly 

concerned. 

My delegation believes, there~ore, that it is important that adequate 

veri~ication measures §_l:lould be worked out and also that the concurrence 

of the States concerned should be obtained. 

My delegation hopes that in future consultations affiong the States 

regarding a n~clear-free zone in South Asia, as envisaged in the dra~t resolutions, 

the points I have just mentioned will be given proper and full consideration. 

Mr-. ALLEN (United Kingdom): The United Kingdom Government 

sympathizes with the concept of promoting regional security through the 

establishment of ef~ective nuclear-~ree zones compatible with article 

of the non-proliferation Treaty. The leader of my delegation said as much 

in his statement be~ore this Committee on 5 November, and we have given 

effect to our point of view. The United Kingdom was the first nuclear-~ea~on 

State to accede to Additional Protocol II o~ the Treaty of Tlatelolco. 

We ~elcorred the ~.ns~ription of' this item on the agenda. We have followed 

with interest the emergence of the two dr~t resolutions and we have much 

sympathy with the help~ul attempt of the representataive o~ Nigeria to avoid 

a formal vote. We regret that he did not succeed. 
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in the light of the known opposition by two countries of the region. In the 

circumstances, the adoption of the draft resolution is going to make the task 

of the Secretary-General in the matter of consultation a difficult, indeed 

an impossible,one. We would have liked to see the Secretary-General use his good 

offices under more favourable circumstances after the countries concerned had 

arrived at some ~reliminary understanding or agreement. 

These considerations played an important role in our decision to abstain 

on the Pakistani resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The representative of 

Pakistan has asked to speak, presumably to explain his vote on the draft resolution 

in document A/C .ljL.631 since his delegation is a sponsor of the draft resolution 

in document A/C.l/L.632 and under the rules of procedure the sponsors cannot 

explain their vote on their own draft resolution. Since the Minister'f'or Foreign 

Affairs is better aware of procedures than I am, he will, I am sure, refer to 

- the draft r~solution in ·document· A/C .-l/t.63i. · 

Mr. SHARI (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, my intention was only to explain 

Pakistan's vote on India 1 s draft resolution. I am fully aware, Sir, of your 

meticulous regard for the rules of procedure and your responsibility to uphold 

them in letter and spirit, so I will endeavour in what I say to keep within the 

strict framework of what is permissible under the relevant rules. 

First of all, I should like to state that Pakistan had no basic objection 

to the Indian draft resolution. Our abstention is to be explained in terms of 

our regret that it did not proceed further than it did. We considered it to be 

an incomplete draft resolution and that what was stated in its operative part 

was so self-evident and such a truism that we did·not think it belonged in any 

draft resolution. 

So, as I have said, we entirely agree that the creation and establishment 

of a puclear-free zone can be the result oniy of consultations, but we felt that 

the Indian proposal led nowhere and, indeed, was not necessary at all. But we 

shall accept it in the spirit in which it has been offered. 
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Mr. Chairman, I am under very great constraints imposed by your ruling; 

I could say a great deal but I do not wish· to convert my explanation of vote· into 

a right of reply. All that I should like to do - ·- if you would permit me is 

to thank all the delegations which have supported our draft resolution; we have 

noted that even those who abstained have been in favour of consultations vii th a 

view to considering the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone. There has 

been no opposition expressed to the endorsement in concept of such a zone 

except by two States of our region. 

As I have said, Mr. Chairman, the great respect in which I hold you and in 

my deference to your ruling I am under great constraint and I should not like 

to give my comments on wha~_~as been said by the representatives of India and of 

Bangladesh. But I should like to state that the interpretation put on certain 

paragraphs of our draft resolution by the two delegations -- India and Bangladesh 

is certainly not in accord with the intent and clear, grammatical meaning of 

those draft resolutions and, in particular, I cannot accept the interpretation 

·put by the representative· of· Bangladesh -on the rol~ of_ the Secretary-Get}-eral. 

That is all I wish to say. However, Mr. Chairman, with your permission 

I should like to stretch your ruling to a certain extent in a non-controversial 

direction. I was guilty of a great sin of omission in that I failed to mention 

the role played by Ambassador Garcia Robles in trying to evolve a compromise 

between the Pakistani and Indian drafts. I should like to put on record 

that he strove mightily, and we benefited from his wise counsel and were 

prepared to go much further to reach a consensus, if that had been possible. 

I am only perturbed about the interpretation put by the representative of India 

on his own draft resolution. I should like to point out that the Indian draft 

resolution has to be read in conjunction with the Pakistani draft; and as to the 

refusal of India to engage in consultations, we always have bilateral consultations 

with India, but this is essentially a :::oncept that requires multilateral 

consultation among the regional States. I hope and prefer to believe that 

what the representative of India has said is not the last word of the Government 

of India. 
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Mr. DUGERSUREN (Mongolia) (interpretation £rom Russian): I should 

like to explain, some of -:;be reasons why our delegation abstained 

in the vote on the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.682. The position of 

our Government with regard to the establist~en~ of a nuclear-free zone is 

well known, so I do not need to go jnto it. ·After we learned, to-our regret, 

that the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of Pakistan and the representative 
I 

of India could not ccme forward with a joint draft resolution on this subject 

our delegation weighed very carefully the merits of both drafts and came to the 

conclusion that the one in document A/C.l/L.682 as a draft resolution---

and I stress, as a draft reso~utior. -- did not meet with the support of soree of the 

States in the area where it was intended to create a nuclear-free zone. 

Secondly, in our view, the draft resolution contains some provisions which 

require study. As the Committee will no doubt remember, during the general debate 

many delegations supported the idea that it was necessary to have a comprehensive 

study by appropriate bodies of the problems connected with the estab:ishment of 

nuclear-free zones. In the light of that, we thought it pr~feraple tha~ :the 

draft resolution (A/C.l/L.682) should not be adopted at this session and that 

it would be better to await the outcome of the comprehensive study of the 

problems connected with the creation of nuclear-free zone~. 

Those were some of the points we wanted to make to explain why we abstained 

in the vote on this draft resolution. I shall not now go into the other aspects 

of the question of creating a nuclear-free zone in South Asia. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish):' The representative of 

India has asked to speak. Since he has already explained his vote, I presume 

he wishes to exercise nis right of reply, and I now call upon him. 

Mr. MISHRA (India): I merely wish to reiterate t.wo points. 

First, the United Nations has a very distinguished Sef'reta.ry-General and 

the delr=:gation cf =r_dia has ahrays extended full co-o:r;erati on to him. However, 

as I said earlier, we do not see that the Secretary-General bas a role to play 

in this ty:r;e of question without t.he prior agreement of the States concerned. 
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Secondly, the Government of India is not obliged to enter into consultations 

in terms of the :iraft resoluti 8n in d0cument A/ C.l/L. 682. 

Mr. AKHUND (Pakistan): I have no wish to prolong this debate. The 

Committee has adopted, by very large majorities, two draft resolutions -On the 

item which my country had the honour to submit for consideration at this session. 

Both drafts speak for themselves. The fact that the Committee has adopted the 

draft resolutions surely entails certain consequences. I do not think that we 

wo-lld be helping matters, or contributing to the process of co-operation which 

everyone has stressed so much, or upholding the principles of the United Nations 

Charter if we engage here in an exegesis of these documents. It is not for my 

delegation as an individual Member of this Organization, or even as a sponsor 

of one of the draft resolutions, to state what the Secretary-General may or 

may not do. I do not think it is for any individual Member here to pre-empt 

the role of the Secretary-General in the Organization. 

- I wculd suggest that we now-go. forwarQ with thes~ draft resolutions and 

in the spirit which has animated these discussions -- and I think everyone here 

will agree that the debate, although it reflected differences of opinion, perhaps 

very sharp differences of opinion, on certain matter, was remarkably free of 

acri~ony and that not only between the sponsors of the drafts but all round a 

considerable effort of goodwill was deployed. I think if we persist in that 

direction and continue to show that gocdlvill the difficulties which at this 

point seem to loom so large, in the immediate aftermath of the adoption of the 

two draft resolutions, will not be impossible to overcome. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): No other delegation has 

expressed a wish to speak on this item. 

I regret that the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of Pakistan is 

not in the room because I personally would like to say to him how grateful I 

am for his co-operation With the Chairman and to express my pleasure at seeing 

him again in the First Committee. I would ask the representative of Pakistan to 

convey those sentiments to his Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
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I should like also to thank the representative of India for the way he 

dealt with this subject, which enabled us to conclude our consideration of the 

draft resolutions A/C.l/L.681 and L.682. 

The Committee has now concluded consideration of agenda item 107. 

Mr. CLARK (Nigeria): I should like to request that the name of 

Gambia be added to the list of co-sponsors of the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/L.694 of 18 November 1974. 
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Some weeks ago, after following the debate on the five items relating to 

nuclear-free zones, we indicated that we proposed to introduce a draft resolution 

on the deuu2learization of Africa. That we ·have been unable to do so before 

now has not been due to any lack of will. It is because we have had to deal 

with the festering foreign sores on the body politic of Africa; it is because 

we wanted our effort to be seen in the proper perspective of history and 

geography; it is because we wanted to secure prior, unanimous support and 

approval for our draft resolution. 

Caught in the reality and contingency of both underdevelopment and 

unarmament, the 25 African States on whose behalf I-h~ve the honour of 

introducing the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.694 have been closely 

associated with the consideration of agenda item 35, entitled "General and 

complete disarmament 11
• When the discussion became specific regarding nuclear­

free zones, we did not shirk our responsibilities. Thus, at the instance of 

.African States, the General Assembly adopted resolution 1652 (XVI) in 196i 

and resolution -2033. (XX)- in 1965. -Both resolutions-, which have been so 

graciously referred to by many delegations, dealt· with the question of the 

denuclearization of Africa. 

Let me hasten to clarify our objectivawith respect to the question 

in the words of His Excellency Dr. Ahmed Esmat Abdel Meguid, Permanent 

Representative of the Arab Republic of Egypt to the United Nations, when he 

addressed this Committee on 25 October 1974 on agenda item 101, entitled 
11Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle 

East 11
• The Ambassador said: 

11 The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone means the total 

absence of nuclear weapons, but it does not mean a prohibition 

on enjoying the benefits of the peaceful uses of atomic energy, 

especially for developing countries in their rightful quest for 

economic development." ( 200lst meeting, p. 36) 

Our draft rBsolution in document A/C.l/L.694 is not asking for a new 

declaration. The only necessary and relevant declaration has already been 

made. It was solemnly made by the Assembly of Heads of State or Government 
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of the Organization of African Unity at its first regular session, held at 

Cairo in July 1964. That histor1c declaration on the denuclearization of 

Africa has also been endorsed by the Heads of State or Government of the 

non-aligned countries. That endorsement took place in·Cairo on 10 October 1964. 

Both the declaration and the endorsement were the subject of General Assembly 

resolution 2C33 (XX) of 3 December 1965, which was overwhelmingly adopted by __ _ 
• 

a vote of 105 to none, with 3 abstentions. 

In our view, nothing has happened since then that has changed the 

fundamental intent, purpose, scope and application of the declaration. If 

anything, we are more determined -- in the language of the charter of the 

Organization of African Unity -- to establish, through faithful adherence to 

the declaration, conditions for peace and security in our continent and in 

the world,so as to safeguard and consolidate the hard-won independence, 

as well as the sovereignty and territorial integrity, of our States and to 

fight against neo-colonialism in all its forms. But a declaration, unless 

otherwise stated or interpreted, has no force of law. Its moral effect often 

wears thin,- once its glamour and novelty are gone. Binding-obligations are 

more lasting, more dependable, more reassuring and more realizable. That 

is why, given the opportunity, we would like to take the next logical step. 

Indeed, it is a measure of the uniqueness of the African declaration that it 

has remained and continues to remain valid and operative. 

Secondly, our draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.694 is not calling 

for the implementation of the declaration on the denuclearization of Africa 

in any particular act or document. Like our sister States in La~in America, 

whose exemplary Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin 

America is now a byword on the subj~ct -- and I want to seize this opportunity 

to congratulate them again on its success -- the initiative to implement 

the declaration in one way or another rests with us, the member States of 

the Organization of African Unity. That initiative will be taken in Africa. 

The decision to do so will be taken by our Heads of State or Government. 

Our Heads of State or Government will decide the time and circumstance to 

do so. 
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What, then, is the purpose of our draft resolution? The purpose is simple 

and non-controversial: it is to reaffirm our conviction of the vital necessity 

of saving the world from the scoUrge of a nuclear war; it is to register our 

opposition to the harmful biological and other consequences of radio-active 

fall-out; i~ is-to express our concern about the present rate of nuclear 

armament and the possible spread of nuclear weapons; and it is to enable us 

to focus undivided attention on the task of harnessing the natural and human 

resources of our continent for the total advancement of our peoples. 

Hence, the draft resolution is procedural in character only. Thus, 

it aims only at capitalizing on the interest being shown in the issue of 

nuclear-free zones, particularly at the current session of the General Assembly, 

as ~anifested by five-items on our agenda: the Treaty of Tlatelolco and its 

two Protocols; the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace; and the 

two proposals for the establishment of nuclear-free zones in the Middle East 

and in South Asia. 

Because of the pride of place which Africa enjoys in United Natior.s 

efforts to prevent the spread of- nuclear weapons-~~ either through the_ 

establishment of nuclear-free zones in which all nuclear weapons are-· ... 

prohibited or through the elaboration of treaties which specifically ban 

the supply and acquisition of nuclear weapons -- as well as because Africa 

is a major source of supply of uranium and ~ther ores that are abused in 

the manufacture of nuclear weapons, we of Africa strongly believe that the 

interests and the pioneering role of Africa in matters pertaining to general 

and complete disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, have to be borne in 

mind constantly when items on the subject are being discussed. 
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This is all the more true because the items on the declaration of the Indian Ocean 

as a zone of peace and on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the 

region of the Middle East touch Africa, not tangentially, but in a manner that 

does not lend itself to isolated and insulated treatment, with an eye closed to 

African inter~st. A number of African countries, with which the other independent 
--- - -~ -- - --

member States of the Organization of African Unity are irrevocably linked together 

in a common destiny, are directly affected. Like the two eyes of a man, when one 

is hurt, the other spontaneously ·and instantly sheds tears. Africa is cne and 

indivisible. 

I want also to be frank. For quite some time now we have been worrying 

about the military might of South Africa that enables it to defy the world. 

Numerous resolutions have been adopted by the General Assemb~_decrying arms 

sales to South Africa and expressing profound anxiety that South African arms were 

not only contributing to its repression and suppression of the African population 

of South Africa m pursuit of its nefarious apartheid policy, but also that its 

arms were being used for aggressive purposes against independent African States 

nor::c. of the TJimp·op0. MY own country,· Nigeria; was ·a target ·of South Afr-ica'n .arnis; 

So is Zimbabwe today. Zaire was a target of South African arms in the early l96os. 

So is Namibia today. Novr we are apprehensive, very apprehensive. 

It is common knowledge that South Africa has nuclear capability. Will South 

Africa use its nuclear capability to blackmail the independent African States so 

' as to weaken their opposition at the -:~r:.it~d Nations and elsewhere to its policy of 

apartheid? What protective measures can the African States legitimately take 

against South Africa's nuclear weapons? Are there ways whereby the African States 

can ensure that South African nuclear capability is converted to solely and purely 

peaceful purposes? These are some of the considerations at the back of our minds 

in submitting the d:caf't resolution, for ve have ;--, s2~rin.:; in :r-ri_zeria to the effect -::.hat 

1 a leopard which has just escaped from a trap fears every crooked tree. 

After all that I have said, there is very little left to be said to explain the 

provisions af the draft resolution and to commend it to tte J;.nar:.i~nous .<t:pproval of 

this Committee. The first two preambular paragraphs are self-explanatory. They 

, are sacrosanct in the theology of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament 

and in the vocabulary of the.United Nations. 
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The third preambular paragraph is equally non-controversial. The phrase 

"militarily denuclearized zones 11 means what it says. Like many other good ideas, 

that phrase was borrowed from the third preambular paragraph of the Treaty for 

the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin .America to define our vehement 

opposition to the manufacture, use and proliferation of nuclear weapons and at the 

same time to emphasize our connnitment to the use of nuclear energy for e-xclusively 

peaceful purposes. With t.hiF: explanation, the fourth preambular paragraph is 

logical and needs no further clarification. 

The fifth and sixth preambular paragraphs merely recall what is no longer an 

issue. The declaration of Africa as a nuclear-free zone is universally accepted 

and respected. The geographical area or zone, as delineated in the former, is in­

confonnity with article 1 (2) of the Charter of the Organization of African Unity 

which reads as follows: 

"The Organization [that is, the Organization of African Uni~J shall 

include the continental African States, Madagascar and other islands 

surrounding Africa. 11 

The last preambular paragraph is self-evident. A-majority of the non-aligned 

countries are in Africa, Asia, the Middle East and Latin America. It is the 

countries in those areas that are directly .q,ffected by the five agenda items on 

nuclear-free zones of which this Committee is seized. It is therefore important 

to recall that the declaration on the denuclearization of the continent of Africa 

has been endorsed by the Heads of State and Government of the non-aligned countries; 

that those countries, unable to compel the nuclear Powers to disarm, are taking 

steps to ensure that nuclear weapons are not used against them. 

The five operative paragraphs also should raise no problems. Paragraphs 1 and 

2 merely repeat the provisions of General _Ltsssmbly resolution 2033 (XX). So also 

does paragraph 3, except that the idea of "transporting", which was in resolution 

1652 (XVI) and inadvertently omitted from resolution 2033 (XX), has 'teen restored 

and reinstated. Let me emphasize in this connexion that central to our thinking on 

the matter is our fear that nuclear weapons in trc;nsit across Africa may be dropped 

or even fall 8-r·.<:idE:c-i-F>l~y on our continent, resulting in unspeakable calamity and 

annihilation. After what we heard the represeotn.tive of Je.pc.a s:;_~, on 

18 November 1974 concerning the experience of his country, we want to avoid this 

fearsome contingency. 
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In any case, it is reasonable to expect that the question of transportation 

will be dealt with later, when the written text of a treaty is also available for 

negotiation; but the question of transit must be seen in the light of international 

' law. In addition to the four or so criteria enunciated by the United States and 

I the United Ki·~gdo:_n w~th regard to the concept of nuclear-free zones, there must be 

< other equally compelling criteria, including an undertaking on their part not to 

do anything that will jeopardize regions that have voluntarily renounced the 

' noclear option. In this regard, one cannot but recall the views of His Excellency 

~. Agha Shahi, Foreign Secretary of Pakistan, when he said on 15 November 1974 

:in reference to the inadequacies of the security guarantees extended to non-nuclear 

States under Security Council ;resolution 258 (1963) that: 

"One would have thought--that on the question of refraining from the use or 

threat of use of nuclear weapons against such States -- 11 

·and here he v1as referring to the States that have renounced their nuclear option --., 

"the attitudes of the nuclear ·Powers would be more positive." (2020th meeting, 

p. 17) 

By action or .inaction, like failure to appreciate the genuine fears of the 

African States concerning the transporting of nuclear weapons into and from their 

'territories, the nuclear Powers may be endangering the life of the goose that lays 

fue golden egg. Speaking for Nigeria, I would say that the lesson will not be lost 
I 

on us, if the word 11transporting" in this paragraph is seized upon by any nuclear 

!Power to refuse us their full support. 

·: Paragraph 4 is merely to serve notice on the Secretary-General that we shall 
1 

r.eed his help and assistance in this our venture to maintain and prorrote 

international peace and security in Africa and the world. We do not envisage any 

'illlllEdiate financial implications or technical assistance at this stage. Our 

'Heads of State vJill have to decide into what form the declaration should be 

translated and vrhat features the exercise should have tefore 11e shall return to 

,the Secretary-General for necessary assistance. We can only hope at this stage 
1

fuat the Secretary-General will be as generous to us as he has been to our 
' friends of latin America with whom we share mary common aspirations. 
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The fifth and last operative paragraph is the main goal of our present 

endeavour. We want an item to be inscribed on the provisional agenda of the 

thirtieth session of the General Aasembly, so that Africa's views may be heard 

more pertinently in the ccr.text of t.r.e fjve items on our agenda aaa. such other 

related items as may be proposed later on the subject of nuclear-free zones. 
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the 

representative of Nigeria for his introduction of the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/1.694, on item 35 of the agenda. The Committee has taken 

, due note of the fact that the delegation of Gambia has joined the 

co- sponsors. 

Mr. STEPHANIDES (Cyprus): Mr. Chairman, ~ith reference to the 

, draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.686, ~hich the Committee adopted at 

yesterday's meeting, I should like to state for the record that had ~e 

, been present at the time of the voting, ~e should have voted in favour of 

that draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The statement of the 

representative of Cyprus ~ill appear in the records of the Committee. 

Mr. MARIN (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): Just a fe~ 

words,· Mr.· Chairman, it'1;- explanation of the revi-sed version of- the amendments 

which the delegation of Mexico presented ~ith regard to the draft resolution 

• in document A/C.l/L.690. The revised draft amendments appear in document 

A/C.l/1.693/Rev.l, circulated this afternoon at the beginning of our 

meeting. 

In the light of the comments made by the co-sponsors of do2ument 

A/C.l/1.690, ~e have modified the text of our draft amendments as follo~s: 

The text of the first amendment, relating to a ne~ preambular paragraph, 

remains unchanged. 

The text of the second amendment has been modified slightly. First, 

it will become paragraph 5, not paragraph 2, of the operative part. 

Second, the text no~ reads: 
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"Invites, in this connexion11 
-- and that is the new part, ''in 

this connexion11 
-- "the United States of America and the Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics to provide the review conference of the 

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 11 
-- this too is 

new, the invitation to them to inform the review conference on the 

non-proliferation Treaty 11with information concerning such steps 

as they have taken since the entry into force of the Treaty, or 

in~end to take, for the conclusion of the special basic international 

agreement on nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes which is 

envisaged in article V of the Treaty; rr. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the 

representative of Mexico for the explanations be has provided in connexion 

with document A/C.l/1.693/Rev.l, containing revised draft amendments to 

document A/C.l/L.690 • 

. I. now call on the r~presentative of Mauritius to introduce the draft 

resoluti~n in document A/C.l/L.699· 

Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritiu.:): I have the honour of introducing a 

least controversial draft resolution on the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian 

Ocean, which I submitted this morning and which has been efficiently and 

speedily processed by the Secretariat and circulated in document A/C.l/1.699· 

The purpose of the draft resolution is to make the Ad Hoc Committee on the 

Indian Ocean more representative in character, taking into account the 

political changes that have occurred in the Indian Ocean area since the 

establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee in 1972, and to intensify its efforts 

for completion of its task. 

The Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian lcean was established by General 

Assembly resolution 2992 (XXVII), of 15 December 1972. According to that 

resolution, the main objective of the Ad Hoc Committee was to study the 
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implications of the Indian Ocean peace-zone proposal with special reference 

to the practical measures that might be taken in furtherance of the 

'objectives of the Declaration contained in General Assembly resolution 

2832 (XXVI), and having due regard to the security interests of the 

littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean and t:C." icte:reeJ..:s 

of any other State consistent with the Purpose-s and- Principles of the United Nations 

c:r,artc:T. :;:he C',ene:rc.l J-:::s;;E-Dly L:.rt:ter dee!iced in resoluticn ·2992 (ZZVII)} that the 

Cprrrn~_tt.;::c shnuli'l c0:r:sisi of t~.e fr>lln~dng 15 i•Iember St~tes: Australia, ::L.:!.na, India, 

Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Japan, Madagascar, Malaysia, !•iauritius, .Pakistan, 

Sri Lanka, the United Repvt:-ic or~ Tanzania, Yemen and Zambia. 

There is a general realization among the countries of the area that 

the full implications of the proposal for the establishment and preservation 

of a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean have not been worked out fully. 

In compa-rison with other oceans, the question of de::'ining oceanic limits 

of the Indian Ocean is complicated and remains unsettled. Further clarification 

is required on other questions • 

. In its. report contained in document A/9629, the Ad Hoc- -Committee X'­

recommended that it should: (a) proceed with its consultation with the 

four permanent members of the Securi~y Council which are not members of the 

' !:_~ Hoc_ Committee -- this is contained in paragraph 31 of the report; 

(b) give priority attention in 1975 to the definition of such terms as 
11 limi ts of the Indian Ocean, in the context of the Declaration"~ 11litto:·el 

and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean11
, and 11 foreign military bases 11 

this is contained in paragraph 34; and (c) give consideration to the 

convening of a conference of the littoral and hinterland States -- and this 

is contained in paragraph 33. The Committee, therefore, felt that it should 

continue and intensify its efforts in accordance with its mandate. 

There has been in recent times an increase in the military presence of 

the great Powers in the Indian Ocean 1v-l:J ch hP.R made the ~· .;-:_r;:t~·-: :::~ : =· 
the area more keenly aware that deliberations concerning the Indian Ocean 

' as a zone of peace need to be pursued in a p';.rposeful n:acner. 
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I believe, therefore, that it is now desirable to give due consideration 

to the question of enlargement of the Ad Hoc Committee's membership. Those 

States that were not Members of the United Na.tic~s at the time o:f the 

establishment of the Committee should get an opportunity to serve on~it. ·-. 

Since the establishment of the Committee, one littoral State, namely 

Bangladesh, having a long coast line on the Indian Ocean; occupying a 

strategic position and having an abiding interest in the establishment of 

a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean, h~s become a Member of the United 

Nations. Mozambique, another littoral State of the Indian Ocean, is now 

virtually self-governing and, with the process of decolonization which the 

Portuguese Government has so happily introduced, we can reasonably expect 

Mozambique to have full independence and membership in~the United Nations 

in the near future. With the continuing process of decolonization in parts 

of Asia and Africa, we can expect a number of other countries for example, 

the Comoro Islands, Papua New Guinea, the Seychelles, etc. -- to secure 

statehood in the not too distant future. The membership of the Ad Hoc 

Committee, tf.i.erefore,-should be enlarged-to keep pace.with the.increased 

membership of the United Nations and offer the new Member States which have 
• 

an abiding interest in, and commitment to, the concept of the Indian-Ocean as· a 

zone of peace an opportunity to serve on the Committee. 

I would now like to explain the specific proposals contained in the 

draft resolution. 

The first preambular paragraph of the draft resolution recalls 

resolution 2992 (XXVII), of 15 December 1972, by which the Ad Hoc Committee 

was originally established. 
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The second and third preambular paragraphs note the two trends of 

development in the area to which I referred earlier in my introduction~ 

, namely~ an increased interest on the part of the littoral and hinterland States of 

the J:.nd ian· 0Gee.n in ere at ing a zonef-of ·peAce' in that region and the emergence. of new 

states in the 1area ·since the ·estnbiishment of the Ad Hoc· Cc,mmittee .r The fourth 

preambular paragraph recognizes the interest of those littoral and hinterland 

, states in the establishment of the Indian Ocean as a zone of reace. 

The core. o~f the draft resolution is really the first andji.Pin fact, the 

only operative paragraph, which, in the light of the new developments in the 

area, would decide to enlarge the composition of the Ad Hoc Committee from 

15 to 17 _.or 18 member States to offer an opportunity to other countries that 

have shown an interest in the matter to serve on the Committee. 

There arises here a question of procedure, and I believe there is a 

valid precedent regarding this, co.ntair1ed in docurr..ent i1Aj8908,, the report of 

the First Committee on agenda item 34 of the twenty-seventh session, 

' paragraph 9 of which states: 

'~At its l9lOth .meeting, on 5 December" -:- tbat is, in 1912 --. 

"the Committee decided to put to the vote ffh~7 draft resolution ••• 

on the understanding that the names of the members to serve on the 

ad hoc committee ••• would be designated by the Chairman and would be 

communicated to the President of the General·Assembly before the draft 

resolution was put to the vote in plenary, and that this decision should 

be recorded in the report of the First Committee to the General Assembly" 

(A/8908, para. 9). 
I would mention for the information of the Committee that I have had an 

opportunity to conduct some limited informal consultations in this connexion. 

, I regret that I am heading a one-man delegation, and it has been impossible 

for me to contact ail the members of this Committee, and I apologize to them, 
1 

but I have certainly contacted Mr. Am.erasinghe of Sri Lanka, who is the 

bachelor-father of this item, and discussed it with him. I should like to 

inform you, Mr. Chairman, that Somalia and Bangladesh have expressed the wish 

to be appointed to the Ad Hoc Committee. If. there is any other·thir.d country that 

would wish to serve on the' Committee, I' hRYe noidoubt' that it will communicate its 

narr:e to you. 
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The draft resolution that I have just introduced is very simple and 

certainly non-controversial. Therefore I formally request that you, 

Mr. Chairman, consult the Committee as to wheth= r it is prepared to adopt 
( 

this draft by consensus, without undue debate, and dispose of it without 

much ado. Otherwise I would formally request that the draft be put to the 

vote as so_on as- possible -- pref-erably -i.J:tm'ied iately -- and I hope it will be 

adopted unanimously, but I do not believe this wi:11 be necessary·. I thank you, 

Mr. Chairman, for your co-operation and understanding. 

Mr. HASSAN (Sudan): MY statement concerns the question of the 

denuclearization of Africa. 

( continued in Arabic) 

vle have always had a very clear attitude concerning nuclear-free zones, 

for we have always supported this principle ever since it was submitted. The 

reason, of course, Las is well kmown to .. everyone,-c lies in the dangers represented ·. t 

by nuclear weapons -- dangers from explosions or from the possession or •use of 

nuclear weapons. In. addition~ tCD·-t;hese threats, we know that -:ehe-cdevelopment of 

nuclear weapons does indeed involve a great deal of effort to no useful end 

and indeed threatens to result ·iin ·the disappearance of mankind from the ,globe. All 

efforts exerted in this .particular field are at .. the expense of what the d~:veloping 

countries need for much more useful things, particularly in the economic and 

social fields. 

The efforts exerted with regard t0 disarmament are E.· reflection of the true 

political will among the nuclear-weapohcPowers to denuclearize r-l. :- · .:. 

several zones and to eliminate-all use.-of such weapons, as: a first•step: towards the 

complete denuclearization of their territories. In the face of such an attitude, 

the _non-tmclear· Powers, as we ha:ve heard· from one of the speakers, indeed 

have no choice but to widen these nuclear-free zones'unt il they extend all 

over the world. Thus the nuclear zones would be isolated and actually 

quarantined areas. 
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Although the concept of denuclearized zones was introduced into the 

United Nations in 1957, the African and Latin American continents were . -
pioneers in the elaboration·of the concept. Actually the African states were 

the first to obtain a declaration on that concept, while· Latin America was 

the first to implement that concept. At the epoch-::making fifteenth session-· 

of the General Assembly -- which was called the session of the African states, 

because rr:any of them were admitted to the Organization at that particular 

session -- the African delegations submitted the idea in the Assembly. It was 

no wonder that they did so, since they had suffered from the development of nuclear 

arms. The declaration of the zone was adopted at the sixteenth session, when 

14 African countries, my country included, introduced what became resolution 

1652 (XVI). 

When Africa decided to establish its regional organization in May 1963, 
the African Heads of state and Government unanimously endorsed the declaration 

reaffirming that decision at the first session of the Assembly of the Organization 

of African Unity, which rr..et ::_n Cairo in 1964. The General Assembly 

again· reaffirmed its -preVious resolution by adopting r~solu·Uon 2o33 (XX). 

The ultimate aims and objectives of the.declaration of Africa as a 

denuclearized zone were spelled out in resolution 1652 (XVI) as follows: 

and 

nRecognizing the need to prevent Africa from becoming involved 

in any competition associated with the ideological struggles between 

the Powers engaged in the arms race, and particularly with nuclear 

weapons,n 

11Recognizing further that the task of economic and social 

development in the African states requires the uninterrupted attention 

of those states in order to allow them to fulfil their goals and to 

contribute fully to the maintenance of international peace and security, 11
• 



NR/mvr A/C .1/PV .2025 
44-45 

(Mr. Hassan, Sudan) 

Africa is indeed looked upon as a non-aligned, neutral continent. 

·The African States, with their different peoples, different religions, 

different languages and rich cultures, have been living in peace and wish 

to co-operate and combine their efforts in order to solve the problems of 

the heavy burden they have inherited from foreign domination. Consequently 

- we note that the .African states do not fear one another. They do not have 

the desire or the ambition to go nuclear. 
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But from where does the threat to Africa come, consequently, and why should 

Africa be declared a· nuclear-free ·zone1 ' In fact, the threat comes from the 

north and from the south. The representative of Nigeria, in a brilliant 

statement, pointed out the threat posed by South Africa. South Africa has 

been provided by "nuclear reactors in excess of its power needs. And 

indeed, this has been done in contravention of General Assembly recommendations, 

particularly resolution 2033 (XX)? which indeed calls for not giving such 

weapons to any authority in Africa, directly or ~ndirectly, so that it may 

Let contribute to having one of the States of the continent develop 

nuclear weapons. Nevertheless, aid has.been given to South Africa in 

contravention of General Assembly resolutions, unless they_ want us to believe 

that South Africa has no negative intentions. The struggle against 

apartheid and racial discrimination, which are the policies adopted by the 

Government of South Africa, is tndeed going to become much more intense. 

We are now faced with a turning point. Africa must be safeguarded against 

such a danger.. Is rae 1 .occupies part of· the African continent, and the- ·stand· 

of the two countries is very well understood. The Egyptian delegation has 

told us of its intentions, whereas Israel has remained silent. The tense 

situation in the Middle East is known to all and Israel's intentions to 

produce nucl~ar weapons are well known to the international community. 

In this particular field we want to draw attention to the threats 

against Africa coming from the north. South Africa and Israel did not sign 

the non-proliferation Treaty, whereas the attitUde ·:of the African States 

is quite clear to the General Assembly and needs no further comment. We 

would like to appeal to the international community against the threat to 

o~ continent from the north and from the south. The protection of 

non-•uclear States is absolutely essential and the signing of the Treaty 

on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in conformity with the 

resolution of the Security Council, is essential. As to whether ~t is a 

sufficient safeguard or not, this will be rediscussed in the review conference 

of the Treaty which will be held next May. 
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But as we know, there are countries which have not signed this Treaty 

and do not abide by it, and these have to be protected so they do not have 

to join the nuclear armareents race. To say that denuclearized zones would 

be sufficient safeguard to these States is not enough. Hence the importance 

of the role of the nuclear Powers when they accept the commitment of 

declaring a zone to be a nuclear-free zone. It is their commitment not to 

use nuclear weapons against this particular zone and not to threaten the 

use of such weapons and not to undertake any steps which would introduce 

nuclear weapons in this area. 

Africa has special characteristics. It stands between the north and 

the south. Foreign domination is still apparent in many parts of Africa. 

We state as an example Rhodesia. Our delegation has pointed out the danger 

posed by those colonial enclaves, when we were discussing the denuclearization 

of Africa in the twentieth· session of the General Assembly. The safety of 

Africa is imPortant and the responsibility of the Member States is great in 

this sense. Let us pray that Africa will be free from colonialism and 

- racism and will- .be spared .from the. nuclear _armaments race. 

Allow us to conclude . this statement by saying that if there were ever 

to be a ·nuclear threat against an African State, and this State were not to 

be protected fully, everything we will have achieved in the field of 

disarma~ent will go with the wind. Hence, on this basis sttrrs o~ 

attitude to the draft resolution submitted to us. 

Mr. MEERBURG (Netherlands): On behalf of the co-sponsors of the 

draft r~solution A/C.l/L.690 on the subject of non-proliferation and peaceful 

nuclear explosions, we want to express our appreciation to the representative 

of Mexico for the words he has just spoken. The strength of spirit which 

Mexico has shown on this subject, as is clear from the revised version of the 

~exican amendments before us, gives US good hope for fruitful co-operat~9n 

in the field of non-proliferation problems in the future. The Netherlands 

will vote in favour of the revised amendments• I understood that this will 

be the general attitude of the co~sponsors. 

! 
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Availing myself of. this oppo::-tuntty, I would like to comment on the remark 

made this morning by the representative of Yugoslavia. He thought that the 

role of the United Nations in this drAft rescluti6n was not suf'fjcient. I perhaps 

may quote from the introductory statements by our State Secretary for 

Forej_gn Af'fairs, Mr. Kooijmans, on -this question. He said: 

"All the above-mentioned bodies -- IAEA, ']:!D and the non-proliferation 

Treaty review conference -- are requested to report to the General Assembly 

at its next regular session. Thus next year all lines on the different 

aspects of peaceful nuclear explosions will come together in our world 

Organization. In operative paragraph 5 the Secretary-General is invited, 

if he should wish to do so, to present_~~s own views on the question, 

taking into account the reports submitted to the Assembly. In any case, 

the General Assembly at its thirtieth session will have before it reports 

on all the problems in this area and, it is hoped, many suggestions for 

solutions., so that it can decide in all freedom what should be the next 

steps- with regard to the-problem of peaceful nuclear-explosions·."· 

(A/C.l/PV.20l8, PP• 16-17) 

That is what I wanted to quote because I thinK this will clarify that 

the draft resclut:.on wants to give the General Assembly next time all freedom to 

decide what to do next. But, in the meantime, we need experts' reports on 

the different aspects • 

.Mr. NUR YUSUF (Somalia): My delegation would like to associate itself 

'With the draft resolution in do~ument A/C.l/L.699 so ably introduced ty the 

representa~ive of :t.Caurit:.us. My delegation has loudly raised its voice, both in 

the plenary Assembly and here, ree;arding the importarce of keeping the Indian 

Ocean as a zone of peace. 

As is shown in the fourth preambular paragraph of the draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/L.699, we think that the establishment and preservation of the 

Indian Ocean as a zor:e of' peace is a matter that concerns all littoral and 

hinterland States. It is therefore our hope that this draft resolution will 

receive the unanimous approval of' the Committee and that the three new positions 

so created will be filled as soon as possible. 
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): Since there are no 

·other speakers, I believe we can proceed to vote on the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/L.690 and the amendments presented by the· 

delegation of Mexico contained in document A/C.l/L.693/Rev.l. Since· the 

revised amendments, which were circulated at the beginning of this afternoon's 

session, substantially do not alter the previous draft-resolution, -I think­

that we could proceed to vote on them immediately. As regards the amendments 

and the draft resolution itself, a recorded vote has been requested. 

I shall now call on those members who wish to speak in explanation of 

vote before the vote either on the revised amendments (A/C.l/L.693/Rev.l) 

or on the draft resolution (A/C.l/L.690). 
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Y~. ~RCY.PSON FLORES (Brazil) (interpretation frcm Spanish): I should 

like to place on record the fact that the delegation of Brazil will_abstain in 

the voting on the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690 and ·the amendments 

thereto. We will do so because fundamentally we do not agree that the dis•~l'.ssion 

on nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes should be conducted within the 

' _fra~ewcrk of a debate on a comprehensive tsst ban or on the non-proliferation 

< Treaty. In the statements made by my delegation in the general debate on distirmament 

and its related i terns we refer::-ed to thi. s matter and consequently I do not 

need to go into detail on the subject new. 

Mr. ROSCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation fran 

Russian): In connexion with the fcrthcomine vote on the draft resclution in document 

A/ C.l/L. 690, tlie- Soviet delegation would like to state the following. 

The position of the Soviet Union on the question of non-proliferation of 

nuclear weapons has already been set forth in the statem~r,t made by our 

delegation in the Firs~ Committee on 28 October last, and there is no Leed for 

us to repeat it now. The no_~-pr?lifer~tioJ?- Treaty is ip kee;ping_ with the 

vital ir.terests of all States and peoples, and by curbing the proliferation of 

nuclear weapor.s it reduces the danger of nuclear var. The Soviet Union 

supports the accession of the largest possible number of States to this 

.. Treaty. 

The draft resolution submitted by a group of countries in document 

~C.l/L.690 is in keeping with the general concept of the importance of the 

,non-proliferation Treaty. :t stresses the timeliness of a 

.:more effective and universal application of that Treaty and 

gives an important place to nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. As 

,members know, this is covered by article V of the non-proliferation Treaty. 

,llie Soviet Union attaches great importance to that article. The Soviet Union 

actively participates in the activities of the International Atomic Energy 

Agency, which conducts important work in this field. The Governing Council 

of the International Atomic Energy Agency has adopted provisions for the 

.international cor.trol of such explosions and has elaborated procedures that 

:VI'ill be implemented by the Agency in discharging its functions as . the 
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international control body. The Soviet Union supports the request made in the 

draft resolution for the International Atcmic Energy Agency to continue its 

studies on the peaceful applications of nuclear explosions. The Soviet Union 

agrees that the Conference of the Committee on Diser~ament, in submitting its 

annual report, should include a ·sectionorr·its consideration of the arms control 

implications of peaceful nuclear explosions, taking into account the views of 

the International Atomic Energy Agency. 

At the beginning of October this year, Soviet-United St.ates talks began 

in Moscow on questLms c;mnected with peaceful nuclear explosions. These 

negotiations flow frcm the TreR.ty signed in July 1974 between the Soviet 

Union and the United States on curbing underground nuclear tests, and have 

a direct bearing on the non-proliferation Treaty,~article V of which provides 

for the adoption of measures aimed at making the pctential benefits derived 

from peaceful nuclear explosions accessible to all States. 

He believe that a contribution to the further development of the question 

of peaceful nuclear explosions w;i..l+_ be ~pade by _tp.e conferenc~ ~.:f pa!ties _ 

to the non-proliferation Treaty to be held in Gcreva in May 1975. In principle, 

however, we believe that it is not advisable for the General Assembly to prejudge 

to any extent the nature of the communications to be made by the two States 

depositaries of the non-proliferation Treaty at the forthcoming conference 

of parties to the Treaty as enyisaged in the amendment contained in 

document A/C.l/L.693/Rev.l, which contains the amendments to the draft resolution 

in document A/C.l/L.690. 

On the basis of the foregoing, the Soviet delegation 1vill vote in favour of 

the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690 as a whole, but will abstain in the 

voting on the amendments to it. 

Mr. MISHRA (India): I should like to request a separate votes on some 

paragraphs of the preamble of the draft resolution. The first separate vote we 

request is on the paragraph reading: 

nNoting with concern that in the course of this year six States have 

engaged in nuclear testing 11 
• 
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Then we should like another separate vote on two preamb~lar paragraphs: 

' first the one reading: 

~ "Noting with great concern that, as a result of' the wider dissemination 

of' nuclear technology and nuclear materials, the possible diversion of' 

nuclear energy :from peaceful to military uses would present a serious 

danger :for world peace and security". 

The next, together with that, is: 

"Considering therefore that the planning and conducting of' peaceful 

nuclear explosions should be carried out under agreed and non-discriminatory 

international arrangements, such as those envisaged in the Treaty on the 

Non-Proliferation of' Nuclear Weapons, which are designed to bel~ prevent 

the proliferation of' nuclear explosive devices and the intensification of' 

the nuclear arms r~ce". 

\ 
The CHAIRMAN (interpretation :from Spanish): I note that the 

representative- of' Japan~ who has requested-a recorded vote on the draf't 

resolution, also wishes a recorde~ vote on the separate paragraphs as requested 

by the delegation of' India. 

I shall put to the vote :first ~he draf't amendments contained in document 

A/C.l/L.693/Rev.l to the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690. 

The :first amendment is to add the :following after the tenth preambular 

paragraph: 

"Recalling the statements made at the l577th meeting o:f the First 

Committee, held on 31 May 1968, by the representatives of' the United States 

of' America and the Union o:f Soviet Socialist Republics concerning the 

provisions of article V of' the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of' Nuclear 

Weapons which relate to the conclusion of' a special international agreement 

on nuclear explosi:>ns :for peaceful purposes (A/C.l/1052) 11
• 

A recorded vote has been requested .. 
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A recorded vote was taken. 

In f'avour: Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Bang::_adesh, Belgium, 

Botswana, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 

Republic, Canada, Central Af'rican Republic~' Chad, Chile, 

Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus. Czechoslovakia, 

Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,·-­

El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, German 

Democratic Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of'), 

Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, Indonesia, Iran, Irelan~ 

Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, 

Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia, 

Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mcrocco, Nepal, 

Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, 

Norway, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Po:and, Portugal, 

Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, 

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, 

.Thailand, Togo, . Tunisia, .Turkey, _Uganda, Urkainian Soviet -

Socialist Republic, Union of' Soviet Socialist Republics, 

United Arab Emirates, United Republic of' Cameroon, Upper 

Volta, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

Against: India. 

Abstaining: Algeria, Argentina, Bhutan,-Brazil, Cuba, France, Spain, 

United Kingdom of' Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

United Republic of' Tanzania, United States of' America. 

The amendment was adopted by 89 votes to 1, with 10 abstentions. 

\ 
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall now put to the vote 

operative paragraph 5 contained in document A/C.l/L.693/Re~.l. In this connexion, 

I should like to state that an error has crept into the English version. 

In the f'ourth line the word· "may" should be deleted,. so that it reads · 

"they have ·taken" ~ This correction is applicable only to the English 

-~text. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Australia, Austria Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, 

Botswana, Burma, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, 

Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Dahomey, 

Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, 

Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, Germany (Federal Republic of), 

Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland, IndoQesia, 

Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Kenya, 

Kuwait, Laos, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar, 

Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, 

-Netherlands; New Zealand, ·Nicaragua; Niger; Nigeria; ·· 

Norway, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Romania, 

Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, 

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, 

Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab 

Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic 

of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yugoslavia 

Against: India 

Abstaining: Algeria, Argentina, Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria, Byelorussian 

Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, France, 

German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, 

Spain, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zambia 

~perative paragraph 5 was adopted by 31 votes to 1, with 19 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from' Spanish): We shall now vote on the 

~aft resolution in document A/C.l/L.69Q,co-sponsored. by Australia and other 

States on agenda item 35 • 
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First, pursuant to the request made by the representative of India, we shall 

vote separately on the seventh preambular paragraph, which reads: 

•
11Noting with concern that in the course of this year six States have 

engaged in nuclear testing" • •• A recorded vote was taken. 

.In favour: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Burma, Canada, Central African 

Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus,. 

Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, 

El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, 
Gerrr.anJ' (FeC.eral Pepublic of), Ghc.aa, Greece, Guatemala, 

Iceland, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, 

Kenya, Laos, Liceria, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar, 

~alyasia, Mauritania, Kexico, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, 

New Zealand, Nicaragua; Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, 

Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 

Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, 

-Syrian Arab Repub-lic, -Thailand, Togo; Tunisia~ Turkey,­

Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon, 

United States -Of America, Upper Volta, Venezuela, 

~gainst: France, India 

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, 

Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, 

Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 

Indonesia, Iraq, Kuwait, Mauritius, Mongolia, Poland, 

Romania, Sri Lanka, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republic of 

Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Zambia 

The seventh preambular paragraph was adopted by 74 votes to 2, with 

25 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall now put to the vote 

the ninth preambular paragraph, which reads: 
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"Noting with great concern that, as a result of the wider dissemination 

of nuclear technology and nuclear materials, the possible diversion of 

nuc~ear energy from peaceful to military purposes would present a~erious 

danger for world peace and security". 

A--recorded vote was taken.-

In favour: Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Belgium, Botswana, ~ulgaria, 

Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, 

Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, 

Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Denmark, 

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

Fiji, Finland, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, 

Germany (Federal Republi; of), Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, 

Hungary, Iceland} Indonesia, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 

Ivory Coast,-Japan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Liberia, Libyan 

Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauritius, 

Mexic~, ~ongqlia, Mo:rocco, Nepal, Netherlands_, .New .Zealand, 

Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Peru, 

Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, 

Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, 

Sweden, Syrian Arab Repuhlic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, 

Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

UnitedKingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United States of America, 

Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yemen, 

Againot: India 

Abstaining: Argentina, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Brazil, Cuba, France, Romania, 

United Republic of Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Zambia 

The ninth preambular paragraph was adopted by 39 votes to 1, with 

10 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall now put to tpe 

next preambular paragraph,to the vote, that is, the tenth preambular paragraph 

which says: 
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11 C-:>nsidering therefore that the planning and conducting of peaceful 

nuclear explosions should be carried out under agreed and non-discriminatory 

international arrangements, such as those envisaged in the Treaty o~ the 

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear \·leapons, which are designed to help prevent 

the proliferation of nuclear explosi~e devices and the intensific~tion ot 

the nuclear· arms race". 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Belgium, Botswana, Bulgaria, 

Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, 

Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, 

Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, 

Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, German Democratic. Republic, 

Germany (Federal Republic of); Ghana, Greece, Guatemc.la, 
I 

Hungary, Iceland, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 

Ivory Coast, Japan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Liberia, 

Libyan Arab R-e-public, Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauritius, 

Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, 

Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Peru, 

Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, 

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

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

Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United States of America, 

Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yemen 

Against: India 

Abstaining: Algeria, l~rgentina, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Brazil, Cuba, 

France, Indonesia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yugoslavia, 

Zambia 

The tenth preambular paragraph was· adopted by 91 votes to 1, with 

ll abstentions. 
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The CHA.IRMA.N (interpretation from Spanish}: I shall put the draft 

resolution (A/C.l/L.feo) as a whole, as amended, to the vote. A recorde-:1 vote has 

ceen requested. 

A recorded vote 11as taken. 

In favour: Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Belgium, Botswana, Bulgaria, 

Burma, ByeloruAsiac Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, 

Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, 

Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmar~, Dominican 

Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, 

Finland, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany 

(Federal Republic of), Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, 

Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 

Ivory Coast, Japan, Kenya, KmTait) Laos, Liberia, Libyan 

Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauritius, 

Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, Nevr ZealB:nd, 

Y~:caragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Peru, 

Philippines, Polc:-nd, Portugal, Pon;a.nia _ _, Rvanda,. Senegal., Sierra 

T.eone, Singapore, Somal:'a, Spa~n, Sri Laoka, 8uc'!E:n, S1.·aziland, 

Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, 

Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of' Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United 

Republic of Cameroon, United States of America, Upper 

Volta, Venezuela, Yemen, 

Against: Albania, China, India 

Abstaining: Algeria, Argentina, B.s.r:g:c:.desh, Bhutan, Brazil, Burundi, 

Cuba, France, United Republic of' Tanzania, Yugoslavia, 

Zambia 

The draft resolution as a whole, as amended, was adopted by 91 votes to 3, 
th 11 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall now· call upon those 

~~gations ·.-b.ich wish to explain their vote after the vote. 

'I 
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Mr. ELIAS (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): MY delegation voted in 

favour of the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690 as ~nde~, 

because vTe agree with its aims and with the intention of its co-sponsors. 

As regards some of the comments that have bee·r: made during the debate on 

this item and some of the theories advanced on the de~irable priorities in the 

matter of nuclear non-proliferation, my delegation would like to place on '· 

record the fact that its affirmative vote on the dra~t resolution, as well as its 

abstention on the amendments proposed by the delegation of Mexico, and its 

affirmative vote on the three preambular paragraphs which were voted on 

separately, should not be interpreted as our acceptance of the principle that the 

measures aimed at prev~nting horizontal nuclear proliferation should be implenented 

independently of the measures aimed at preventing the vertical proliferation of 

existing nuclear arsenals. In ~act, my delegation believes that the tenth 

preambula:c paragraph of the draft resolution, as well as operative paragraph 1, 

confirm the interdependence and indivisibility of the two areas in which nuclear 

proliferation should be halted. 

Mr. SCAIABRE (France) (interpretation from French): The problem dealt 

with in this draft resolution is of great importance. MY delegation would 

therefore like to explain why it abstained on the resolution as a whole and also 

on the proposed amendments. 

MY delegation has already on several occasions affirmed its position with 

regard to the non-proli~eration of nuclear weapons. That France is not a party 

to the 1968 Treaty in no way implies that it has no interest in the problem to 

which the ~reat.y relates. It seems to us, on the contrary, that this is one of 

the most serious questions we have to face. One of its most complex aspects is 

undoubtedly that of definir.g the carrying out control over nuclear tests for 

peaceful purposes. However, as I have pointed out, we are not parties to the 

non-proliferation Treaty for reasons already explained, the essence of which is 

based on the discriminatory nature of the Treaty. Furthermore, we do not 

participate in the work cf the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament for 

reasons which we have also repeatedly ~xplained. That explains our abstention on the 

draft resolution in document J¥c.ljL. 690 since in essencedt•~calls upon· 

the Geneva Committee and the review conference of the .non-proliferation Treaty 
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to consider the question before us. However, I should like to remind the Committee 

that my country, as an active member of the International Atomic Energy Agency 

,takes part in all the Agency's studies and has never opposed its activities' 
I 
being applied to non-proliferation, particularly to the safeguards the working 

out of which was entrusted to it under the-non-proliferation Treaty~- Following 

the same line of conduct, we intend to pursue the same course inside the Agency 

, in the matter of peaceful explosions. 

In conclusion I should like to make it clear that my delegation will 

carefully study any provisions which may be proposed by any of the bodies called 

:upon in the draft resolution to consider the highly important question upon which 

,we are now focusing attention. It will judge them~ regardless of their origin on 

their merits. 

Mr. SUTOWARDOYO (Indonesia): The Indonesian delegation voted in favour 

·Jf the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690, as amended, since we are in 

;greement with the view that effective measures s'4ould be taken to. reverse the 

eomentum of tne -nuclear -arms race and to prevent the proliferation of nuclear 

ieapons. We have some difficulty with the reference to the non-proliferation 

ireaty in the tenth preambular paragraph, as Indonesia is not a party to that 

ireaty. When we signed the non-proliferation Treaty in 1970 the Indonesian 

~vernment declared that ratification would not follow as a matter of course but 

liluld be subject to progress being made in the implementation of the provisions 
1 the Treaty relating to such things as access for the non-nuclear countries to 

Je benefits of peaceful nuclear technology and also in the matter of security 

arantees~for the non-nuclear-i'leapon states. Since there has been no such 

~ogress, we still maintain that_position. That is why we abstained in the vote 
1 the tenth preambular paragraph. We hope that the forthcoming review 

~ference of the non-proliferation Treaty will aot fail to address itself to the 

.Ostions I have just mentioned. 
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Mr. ~ARTIN (United States of America): The United States has· strongly 

supported the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690 as a constructive step 

towards our common non-proliferation objective. Indeed, the efforts of the 

Japanese, Netherlands and Canadian delegations, as well as or others, in 

developing this draft resolution must be greatly appreciated certainly by 

all the members of this Comrr1ittee who voted for it. 

The United States wishes to explain its vote in one respect, namely, with 

regE.rd to the staterr:ent in the sixth prearr;bular paragraph, which reads: 
II that it has not yet proven possible to differentiate between 

the technology for nuclear weapons and that for nuclear explosive 

devices for peaceful purposes". 

For countries in the early stage of developing a nuclear explosive 

capability, we cannot see how it would be possible to develop such a · 

capability for peaceful purposes without in the process acquiring a device 

wr_3..cr .. could be used as a nuclear weapon. In the case of adve.n:.:ed nuclear-weapon 

States, however, it may be possible, under certain conditions, to develop 

criteria y_hat _would _be adequ~te to e~sure tha:t nuclear explosions for peaceful 

purposes are not used to further nuclear-weapon development. But,I should add, 

if such criteria could be developed they would not be applicable to the problem 

posed by the development of a nuclear explosive capability by a non-nuclear­

weapon State. 

Mr. LIN (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The Chinese delegation 

is consistently opposed to the non-proliferation Treaty, because that Treaty 

serves the super-Por,.rers in maintaining their policy of nuclear monopoly and 

blackmail. Cn the basis of this r;ositicn, we vote~ a[:ainst tte draft resolution in 

document A/C.l/L.69v. 

Mr. deSOTO (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): The delegation of 

Peru voted in favour of the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.690, and I 

should like to explain my delegation's vote on the seventh, ninth and tenth 

preambular pa~agraphs, on which separate votes were taken. 
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(Mr. de Soto, Peru) 

MY delegation approves all parts o~ the draft resolution (A/C.l/L.690) 

ar.d we voted in favour o~ it. But our vote in favour o~ the seventh, ninth 

: and tenth preambular paragraphs -- on which separate votes were taken -- should be 

interpreted in the light of my delegation's vlish to preserve the text for vThich 

we voted as a -v;hole. I should like to make it quite clear that our affirmative 

vote on those preambular paragraphs should not be interpreted "to mean that the 

' delegation of Peru apP.roves the contents of those paragraphs in themselves or 

outside the context of the draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation ~rom Spanish): Since no other delegation 

' wishes to speak in explanation of vote a:'ter the vote, WP.. have th,ls 

concluded consideration o~ the dra~t resolution in document A/C.l/L.690. 

The representative of Mauritius, in introducing the dra~t resolution in 

document A/C.l/L.699 a ~ew minutes ago, called it the least controversial 

·text that the Committee will examine in the area o~ disarmament and he also 

suggested its unanimous adoption, by consensus, as soon as possible today, 

if possible·. The draft. was circulated this afternoon, so I should like to 

hear representatives 1 opinions as to whether they are nov1 prepared to 

take a position on it. I~ there is any objection we will, of course, 

'postpone its consideration. 

Mr. KEVIN (Australia): Mr. Chairman, since this dra~t resolution is 

of some importance to my Government, I would ask leave to seek instructions 

overnight and make a statement on it at our meeting tomorrow. If you insist 

that I make a statement now, I will attempt to do so, but I would prefer to 

wait until I have had an opportunity to seek instructions.-

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The arguments advanced 

by the representative of Australia are very cogent; we shall therefore postpone 

mtil tomorrow consideration of this dra~t resolution. In this regard, I 

should like to remind the Committee that only one meeting -has been scheduled 

ror tomorrow afternoon. It is my intention to put to the vote the draft 

resolutions contained in documents A/C.l/L.691, A/C.l/L.694 F-nd the one I 

lave just mentioned in document A/C.l/L.699. 
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Mr. ROSCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): Mr. Chairman, with regard to the draft resolution in document 

A/C.l/L.691, I request you not to ·insist on putting it to the vote tomorrow, but 

if possible to vote on it on Friday instead, since the question is very complicated 

and we wo~ld like to consider everything conr.ected with it most carefully. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I have always tried 

to meet the wishes of all delegations, but I should like to draw the Committee's 

attention to the following. 

We have to vote on the draft resolutions in documents A/C.l/L.691, L.694, 

L.695, L.675 and, according to the information that I have, draft resolutions 

under agenda item 24 concerning the reduction of military budgets will shortly 

be submitted; there will also be another draft under agenda item 27 concern:Lng 

napalm; there is one under agenda item 34, relating to the world C.isarmament 

conference another under agenda item 35, "General and complete disarmament" 

perhaps even two drafts under that item; and one under agenda item 101, 

conce~n~ng a nu~l~a~-w~apo~~free zone ~n ~he reg~on of the Middle East. 

If all those drafts materialize-- and I think.that will be the case 

for most of them -- there will be eight draft resolutions to be voted on 

on Friday, in two meetings. 
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(The Chairman) 

In stating this, I hardly need to poir.t out ttat it is LOt OLly a 

question of voting on draft resolutions; they have to be introduced. Many 

delegations wish to speak in explanation of vote, and I really do not know 

how we shall manage to conclude our work on Friday. I think it will be 

extremel~ difficult. I was going to take advantage of tomorrow afternoon's 

meeting to vote on the draft resolutions in documents A/C.l/L.691, A/C.l/L.694 

and the draft to which I have just referred, in document A/C.l/L.699· 

Therefore I should be most appreciative if the delegation of the Soviet 

Union -- which is always so ready to co-operate for the best ~ossible conduct of 

our work -- could obtain the necessary clarifications in order to be able 

to vote on the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.691, as the last draft 

resolution to be voted on tomorrow. 

On Friday, we shall vote on the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.675 

and on all those other drafts which will be submitted. I appeal again to 

delegations now preparing drafts to submit them at the earliest possible 

moment, pec;~use_ delegations often want to consult their Governments and, 
~ - - . - ·- - - . - - - - . - - - . - . - - -

unless these drafts are circulated and introduced tomorrow afternoon, we 

shall not be acting in keeping with the 24-hour rule under the rules of 

procedure and shalJ be able to vote on them only if the Corr:mi ttee decides 

to waive that rule. 

In order to organize our work in the best possible manner, I should like 

to point out that next Monday, 25 November, the First Committee will begin 

dealing with the question of Korea. We shall hold two meetings on Monday, 

one in the morning and one in the afternoon. On Tuesday, 26 November, 

there will be only one meeting, in the afternoon, and on Thursday, 

28 November, there will be no meeting, either in the morning or in~he 

afternoon. 

-Does any delegation wish to make any comments? 
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(The Chairman) 

Since there are no further comments, I shall adjourn the meeting. We 

shall continue our work tomorrow at 3 ~.m. sharp, and I do ask you to be 

punctual because we have a great deal of work to do, and even if we ~aste 

only half an hour we are conspiring against the success of our work. 

The meeting rose at 5-55 p.m. 




