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lst meeting
Monday, 28 March 1977, at 11.25 a.m.

Temporary Chairman: The Secretary-General

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE RCZAS (Argentina) .
- A/AC.187/SR.1

OPENING OF THE SESSION

1. The ACTING CHAIRMAL declared open the first meeting of the Preparatory
Committee for the Special Session of the General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament.

STATEENT BY THE SECRETARY-GFNERAL

2.  The SECRLTARY-GLJERAL said that disarmament was a vital aspect of the primary
function of the Organization, the maintenance of international veace and security.
Since preparations were now beginning for the special session, which would, in all
probability, be the largest, most representative gathering ever convened to '
consider the question of disarmament in all its aspects, he wished to take the
opportunity to make some comments on the tasks ahead and on the role of the
United Hations.

3. In order to tackle the question of disarmament in all its ramifications, the
underlying problems of international order must be examined. During the three
decades which had elapsed since the Second World Var, vast transformations had
occurred, and that development was continuing. The process of decolonization was
nearly completed and had transformed the geovolitical map of the world. All
States, regardless of their size and their economic or military potential, vere
increasingly active in the discussion and solution of major issues.

4. While the important role and responsibilities of the great Povers with respect
to peace and security must be fully recognized, the small and medium sized States,
the developing countries and the non-aligned countries were all parties which must
be involved in a time and age when the process of scientific and technological
advance and democratization was producing a new form of world society. The holding
of a special session on disarmament might, therefore, be an important element in
the search for a more just and equitable world order. The positive results of that
search were, however, constantly threatened by the continuing arms race. In an
international environment dominated by the arms race, military and strategic
considerations tended to shape the over-all relations between States, affecting all
other relations and transactions as well. Unless the arms race was brought to an
end and unless a vigorous process of disarmament and, particularly, nuclear
disarmament was initiated, there could be no guarantee that relations among States
would, in fact, be based on the principles of national independence and sovereignty,
non--interference in the domestic affairs of other States, full equality of rights,
non-resort t> force or to the threat of force, and the rirht of every people to
decide its own destiny.

5. It was, therefore, evident that the United Nations could not be expected to
function on the basis of the Charter and international law unless it succe=ded in
making major progress in the field of disarmament. Only then would it be possible
to create a system of world order based on collective responsibility and a climate
of international confidence. The vast arsenals already accumulated and the onroing
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race to produce new arms made the peace and security of the world less rather than
more stable. Stocks of nuclear weapons in the possession of the nuclear Povers had
for many years been sufficient to destroy the world many times over. Still, the
number of nuclear warheads had increased fivefold in the past eight years. 1In
addition, those weapons were constantly being diversified and their werformance
characteristics improved. The development by the major Powers of new generations
aind types of nuclear weapons smaller in pover but more accurate in- finding their
intended targets could already be observed. That could lead to a gradual erosion of
the dividing line between the use of nuelear and conventional weapons. The danger
of a further spread of nuclear wearons increased with every year as the asrt of
nuclear technology became more widely known. The so-called conventional weapons
were becoming increasingly sophisticated and deadly.

6. At the same time, scientists were discussing the possibilities of develoning
new, even more dangerous weapons of mass destruction, which would face mankind with
additional innumerable hazards. In that situation there was only one road available
that led the world towards a peaceful and prospercus future, and that road was
towards disarmament.

T. Progress in disarmement was also needed in order to end the present trend of a
massive diversion to military ends of finaneial resources, manpover, raw materials,
technical skills and research and development capability. There vas a areater .
awareness that the world was facing a series of urgent and immortant problems which
would require mobilization of all the world's energies and resources for their
solution. Chief among them was the problem of development and the associated task
of establishing a new international econumie order. There were, consequently, large
claims on investment, research and other resources in direct competition with the
military demands. The arms race with its economic costs and social and political
effects constituted the single most massive obstacle to effective progress in those
respects. : ‘

8. For a number of years, world military expenditure had been around $300 billion
per year. Lvery yeer, the military absorbed resources equivalent to- about two--thirds
of the aggregate gross rational product of the countries vhich together comprised, the
poorest half of the world's population.

9. The vast berefits which could result from even trifling reductions in arms
expenditures were evident in many fields. For example, the World Health Orpranization
had spent about 583 million over 10 years to eradicate smallpox in the world. That
-amount would not even suffice to buy a single modern supersonic bomber. The world
health programme, which' was seeking to eradicate malaria in the world.at an estimated
cost of some $450 million, was dragsing because of a lack of funds. Yet, its total
cost over the ‘years was only half of what was spent every day for military purmoses.

10. In the area of nutrition, half a billion neople were severely malnourished. A
large proportion of young children in developing countries were blocked in their
physical and mental development because of diet deficiencies, with incalculable
congequences for the next generation. In recent years, famine had struck entire
rerions of the world. .

-2n



-~

11. At the World Food Conference in 17Tk, it had heen estimated thst development
assistance to agriculture needed to e steppved up to "5-5 billion annually for the
remainder of the decade. Uhile fund commitments for that purvaC had risen
substantiallv since then, they were still off the target by %2--3 billion. A
reduetion of the military budgets of industrialized countries by a wmere 1 per cent
voula be sufficient to close that gap.

~2. In the field of scientific and technological capability, the diversion of

resources to militery ends vas most massive of all. It vas estimated that

25 per cent of tihe world's scientific manpower wvas engaged in military-related

pursuits and that 40 per cent of ell research and development spending in the
world was devoted to military purposes.

"3. It was estimated that, for the world as a whole, a total of 60 million people
were engeged in military-related occupations, uniformed or civilian, public or
private, That corresponded to the entire labour force in manufacturing in Eurove
outside the Soviet Union, or to TO per cent of the total employed in the United
States in all branches of activity. The arms race and militarvy expenditures thus
<reated a burden on all peoples and interfered with the economic development of all
States. At a time when the international community had accepted the objectives of
a nev international economic order, that burden should no longer be tolerated.

", Effective disarmament was therefore needed to release resources for the
peaceful development of all, and especially of the developing countries.
Disarmament must be a vital part of attemnts to restructure the world order
politically, economically and socially. The nead was today greater than ever.

~5. It was obvious that relieving the cold war atmosphere.had had an important
effect in relaxing the international climate, thus diminishing the r’sk that
peripheral conflicts would escalate into nuclear war. Improvement of international
co-operation, as recognized in the Helsinki Declaration on Security and Co-operation
in Burope, was a prerequisite for a lessening of tensions. However, détente had

not extended to all areas of the world and it had not yet led to a real

breakthrough in the process of disarmament.

16. -Looking back qver the disarmament &fforts since World War II, it would be
noted that some achievements had been made, albeit modest ones. With the
exceptlon of the Convention prohibiting biological weapons, the results had been
in the nature of arms limitation rather than disarmament. The emphasis had been
on regulating competition in armaments and proscribing certain developments
deemed to be perticularly destabilizing, costly or otherwise unacceptable, rather
than on attempting substantially to reduce important weapons systems.

~“T. There vas u growing realization t t in the context of a rapidly innovating
arms race such un approach was bound to fail. Technologicael inventions tended to
outstrip the nace of negotiations. Tiue momentum of the arms race made it hurdle
the weak barriers that had been built to stop it.
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~8. Partial and collateral measures could vlay a role in the cessation and
subsequent reversal of the arms race only if they vere conceived as part of e
broader programme aimed et substantial disarmament in areas of weapenry of central
military significance ultimately leading to general and complete disarmement and,
in part1cular, nuclear dlsarmament under effective international control.

-29. What was needed then, was a comprehensive approach aimed at real disarmament
and one that was realistic concerning both the possibilities of disarmament and
the dangers of a continued lack of decisive Drogress.

Pu. Reallzlng the need for a new approach, the General Assembly had taken the
decisive step of calling for a special session devoted to dlsarmament He hoped
that that initiative would prove to be a turning voint in the search for
disarmament and thus move the United Mat'«ns closer to attaining the broad
objectives for which it had been created. However, there must be a willingness on
the part of all to participate actively in what might be a very difficult and’
long-drawn-out process. ‘

2l. There vas a need to make the most careful preparations for tie special.

. session so that, when it was convened, States would come to it with e rezdiness to

overcome their politicsi differences, to discuss openly and to negotiate in good
faith. There should also be an 1nvolvemenc by world public opinion and by the
ornanlzatlons, governmental and non-governmental, that were active in motilizing
that opinion. Tne General Assembly had repeatedly stressed that absolute priority
should be assigned to nuclear disarmament. At that verv moment, important
nagotiations had just resumed in Moscow. in an effort to overcome the preseit
difficulties in the strategic talks between the Soviet Union and the United States.
He earnestly hoped that the parties would reach agreement on important qualitative
limitations and substantial reductions of theixr strategic nuclear weapons svstens.
Proposals had also been made, some agreements had been reached and further
negotictions were under way on such measures as the discontinuance of nuclear..
veapons tests, the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones, the prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed and the
. prohibition of the use of nuclear veapons. It was his firm belief that only by
halting the production of nuclear weapons and liquidating the existing stocks
could the danger of their further horizontal vroliferation be ultimately eliminated
and a nuclear holocaust nrevented.

22. Importance should also be attached to the adoption of measures in the field
of chemical and biological weapons and incendiary and other conventional weagzons,
as wvell as to partial measures of disarmament, the reduction of military
expenditurés, and other means of military disengagement, leading eventually to
general and complete disarmament, which had been proclaimed as the main noal of
the United Nations more than a decade earlier.

' 23. Under the circumstances, it was essential to give the United Wations an

enhanced role in the field of disarmament. It had been ir that spirit that he
had proposed, two years earlier, that the General Assemblv should con51der a
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basic review of the role of the United Nations in disarmement. He had asked vhat
could be done, in practical and realistic terms, to strengthen the role of the
United Wations in such a way that the necessary progress could be achieved in

that tield. He had made some concrete proposals at the time concerning informetion
and study on disarmament, the conduct of relevant discussions and negotiations and
also for the follow-up of whatever disarmament agreements were reached. He was
pleased with the response of the General Assemblyto those proposals. The measures
adopted constituted & beginning and should be continued with determination.

24, The special session should be a turning point in the éfforts to vrcmote real
and substantial measures aimed at acnieving the ultimate goal of general and
complete disarmament under effective international control. He assured the
Committee that the Secretariat would spare no effort to contribute to the
successfui preparations for and conclusion of the special session.

.25, The 1nternat10nal communlty was at a.crossroads. People expected the United
Wations to put an end to the arms race. The task was' immense and complex. He
urged the Committee to try, through mutual co~operat10n and understanding, to
fulfil the world's hlgh expectations.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

‘.25. The prov151onal agenda (A/AC.187/1) was adopted.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

27. Mr. ALZAMORA (Peru) nominated ilr. Carlos Ortiz de Rozas (Argentina) for the
office of Cnalrman.

28, . Mr. FLORIN (Germsn Democratic Repubiic) and Mr. VAERNOE (Norway) seconded the
nomination on behalf of the socialist countries and the Western.Eurcpean and other
countries resnectively.

29, Mr. ORT1Z de ROZAS (Argentina) was eilected Chairman by acclamation.

306. Mr. ORTIZ de ROZAS (Argentina) tock the Chair.

31. The CHAIRMAM saeid that his election was both a token of recognition of
Argentzna s efforts to promote the cause of disarmament and an honour for him
'persena11y, for vhich he thanked the Committee. He thanked, in particular, the
renresentat1ves of Peru, the German Democratic Republic and Norway for nominating
him and seconding the nomination. :

32. On behalf of the Committee, he extended warm thanks to the Secretarv-General
for opening the session in person, thus sharnly emphasizins the importance of the
Cormititee's task and the co-operation which the Secretariat would extend to it.
tioreover, the Secretary-General's openins comments would serve to orient the
Committee's debates.
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33. Without going over the events that had led up to the adoption of General
‘Assembly resolution 31/189 B, he recalled that since that resolution had been
unanimously adopted, all Member States shared responsibility for the special
session devoted to disarmament. Clearly, since disarmement affected the security
and sovereignty of all States, no one could refuse to contribute his views in

the search for generally acceptable compromise formulas. In view of the limited
‘time available and the difficulties that lay ahead, he stressed the need for
goodwill and determined participation on the part of all delegations. The reward
was well worth the effort, for it had been estimated that during the course of
1977 $350 billiom would be spent on armaments.

34. The speciasl session would be the most representative meeting organized
specifically for the purpose of moving towards real disarmamen®. The success of
that venture would depend to a large extent upon the intelligence, enthusiasm and
determination with which the Committee tackled its programme.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

35. The CHAIRMAN announced that it had been agreed that the Committee should have
a total of 10 officers - 1 Chairman, 8 Vice-Chairmen and 1 Rapporteur - with two
representatives for each regional group. Since consultations were still going on
concerning the representatives of one regionel group, the election of the
remaining officers would be postponed until the following day.

36. Turning to the procedure for adoption decisions, he said that the Committee
would be governed by the relevant parts of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly. Notwithstanding that fact, it had been generally agreed during the
consultations that every effort should be made to ensure that, in so far as
possible, decisions on matters of substance were adopted by consensus. He

assured the Committee that, whenever it proved necessary, he would make every ‘
effort as Chairman to secure such a consensus. He would do so not only to respond
to the wishes of the Committee but also because he felt that, in matters as
important as those relating to disarament, decisions adopted by consensus were
much more likely tc be implemented. Nevertheless, in order to avoid any
misunderstanding, he stated that should his efforts to secure a consensus fail,

he would duly inform the Committee so that decisions could then be adopted in
accordance with the provisions of the rules of procedure. He trusted that that
procedure would not be questioned and pointed out that strict adherence to it would
be beneficial to all.

37. He announced that the members of the Committee had also agreed to permi£
representatives of countries that were not members to rarticipate in plenary
meetings without voting rights.

38. The general consensus of opinion was that the Committee’s meetings at the
present session should be devoted entirely to organizaticnal matters and that
questions of substance could be discussed at the following session, which was
scheduled to start on 9 May. '

The meeting rose at 12,10 p.m.
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2nd mecting
Tuesday, 29 March 1977, at 11,10 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE RCZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.2

ORGATTIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAIRHAY, smeaking as the representative of Argentina, nominated
ilr. Alfarargi (Ecypt) for the office of Rapporteur.

2. Mr. Alfararei (Esypt) was elected Rapporteur by acclamation.

3. Mr. ALFARARGI (Egypt),.Rapporteur, said that disarmament was the single most
important problem confronting the international community ané required prompt action.
The fact that the General Assembly was to hold a special session devoted to
disarmament testified to the importance of the problem as well as the desire of all
States to take port in dealing with it. Every effort should be made to ensure

the success of the session, and he would do his utmost in that regard.

b, Mpr. ALZAMORA (Peru) said that his delegation earnestly hoped that the
forthecoming snecial session would, with the co-operation of the great Powers,
respond to the aspirations for peace which had prompted the non-aligned countries
to call for it.

S Mr. :URRAY (Unlued Klngdon), speaking on behalf of the nine merbers of the
Burcpean Communlty, expressed support for the decision to permit delegations which
were not members of tue Preparatorv Committee to take part in its deliberations
without the right of vote. The nine members of the European Community also felt
that the special session could succeed only if the decisions it adopted had the
wvidest possible support. Decisions made in disregard of the vital interests of
States or groups of States would not command the authority necessary to ensure their
implementation and could jeopardize a unique opportunity to advance the cause of
disarmament. It should therefore be the aim of the members of the Committee and of
any sub-committees that might be established to conduct their work so as to be able
to reach agreement by consensus.

6. The nine mevbers of the Community had no objection in principle to suggestions
vhich had been made informally regarding the possibility of establishing
sub..committees of the Preparatory Committee or intersessional working groups.
However, no firm decision should be taken before delegations had had time to consider
the views of Governments which, in pursuance of General Assembly resolution

31/189 B, were to be submitted to the Secretary~General by 15 April. It would be
préfature to decide precisely how the Committee’s work should be organized until
members were aware of the main preoccupations of lember States regarding the
special session. The appropriate time to consider the establishment of subsidiary
proups would therefore be at the second session of the Preparatory Committee in
May.

7. In view of the diversity of approaches to disarmament, the special session could
hardly be expected to mroduce instant solutions, but it did offer a unigue
opportunity for the international community to develop a co-nperative approach to the
problem, and the nine delesations of the Luropean Community pledged themselves to
help ensure that that opportunity was used in a constructive and positive manner.
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8. The CHAIRVAY said he agreed that every effort should be mads to take
substantive decisions by consensus in order to ensure their anplication, but he

felt that other means should be empleoyed vhen that ideal could not be achieved so

as not to paralyse the Committee's work.' There also seemed to be general agreement
that it was oremature to descide on the establishment of working groups and
subsidiary bedies before the replies of Governments to the Secretary-General were
submitted in April. The consensus therefore seemed to be that such decisions should
not be taken before the session which vas to begin on 9 May.

9. lr, CASSELL (Liberia) observed that in the time of the League -of Nations meny
unsuccessful conferences had been held on thz question of disarmament but that the
world now had a unigue opportwnity to reviev a proolen which, if ignored, would lead

to dlsa ter.

10. " Hr, TSRADA (Janan) said that his delegation fully sunportea the idea that =
maximum effort should be made to adopt decisions by consensus both in the
Preparatory Comiittee and at the special session. His delegzation had no objection

to the particination of non-members without the right of vote. There was very little
time to prepare for the special session, znd realistic means should be sought to
ensure its success. His own country would do its utmost to that end.

11. The CHAIRAN said that the General Asserbly, in adopting resolution 31/189 B,
had forescen the need for the preparation by the Secretariat of a number of factual
background rapers to assist in the preparations for the special sessiop and for -
use at the session itself. The Secretary-Generzl, in his opening statement to the
Committee, had made a firm commitment to assist it with all the means at his
disposal. Accordingly, and in view of the limited time that was available for the
nreparatory work, he felt that the Committee misht wish to request the Secretariat
to begin the vreliminary work on such factual background papers as might be needed.
That could, for examnle, include a presentation of disarmaments resolutions adopted
by the General Assembly, 2 paper on existing principlzss and proposals for the
conduct of disarmament negotiations, and a descrintion of existing structures and
nachinery. for disarmament negotiations. Since that was only a preliminary. proposal,

ne Secretariat could be asked to present a more detailed olan to the Committee at
the next session in lMay. -

12, yr. HARRY (Australia) said that it was important to lnow when the Secretariat
would have the essential documentation ready. In particular, he wished to know
vhether the views of Governments would be collated end analysed by 9 May or merely .
reproduced. :

13. &r. BJORWERSTEDT (Director, Disarmament Affairs Division) said that in view of
the limited time remaining not all replies could be expected by 15 Avril and that
the replies would therefore be reproduced as they were received.

14, The CHAIR'AY said that if he heard no objection, he would take it that his
‘supgestion was adopnted.

15. It _vas so decided.
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16. The.CHAIRMAH said that requests to participate in the special sess un ; su been
received from non-.governmental organizations. According to the Office = .egal
Affairs, the sixth and seventh special sessions of the General Assembly provided
no precedent for such participation, and the rules of procedurs also offered no
guidelines. The precedents which had been established in conferences were
inappliceble. With respect to the participation of non-governmental crganizations
in the Preparatory Committee itself, the Preparatory Committee for the seventh

‘special session might offer an applicable piecedent, but that Commitiee was a

subsidiary body of the Economic and Social Council. There could be no objection, of

. course, to the attendance of non-governmental organizations, since the meetings

vere public, but the problem was what their status should be. Some of the
organizations applying for the right to participate in the work of the Preparatory
Committee were seriously involved in disarmement matters, but that was not true of -
all of them. He therefore urged the Committee to give the matter serious thcught,
since only the Committee in plenary could take a decision.

~1T7. be. MOHAJER (Iran) said that non-governmental organizations must be involved in

the special session and in the Preparatory Committee because they had an important
role to play in achieving the session's’ primary aims, which were to attract general
public interest and to mobilize public opinien. The Preparatory Committee had to
decide vhat the role of the non-goveramental organizations should be.

18.. llr. KBMAL (Pakistan), observing that the role to be played by non-governmental
organizetions was very important, suggested that the Bureau should examine the list
of non-governmental organizations and make recommendations tc the Preparatory
Committee, which wculd then decide th. matter.

10. The CHAIRMAN said that the Preparatory Committee must first decide if it agreed
to the participation of non-governmental organizations and then decide on the
procedures for such perticipation and whether it should be broad or restricted.

- He would welcome informal expressions of views on the matter.

The meeting rose at noon.




o TeREE IR

ord_meeting

Wednesday, 30 March 1977, at 11.10 a.m.

_.almen: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.3#

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

1. The CHAIRMAN announced that the representatives of the following countries
had been electeq Vice-Chairmen of the Preparatory Committee by consensus :
Kigeria (African Group), Iran and Jepan (Asian Group), Bahamas (Latin American
Group), Poland and Yugoslavia (Eastern European Group), Australia and Horwey

v(Group of Western European and other States). He thanked those delegations whicr

had withdrawn their candidacies in order to make & consensus possible.

2. Mr. ILLUECA (Panama) expres @d his appreciation to the delegations which hai
withdrawn their candidacies for the post of Vice-Chairman, rarticularly ths
delegation of Romania, which in the past had made a significant contribution to
the cause of disarmament and arms control,

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

3. Mr. FLORIN (German Demoeratic Republic) said that the most vital task facing

~the internaticnal community at the present time was to remove the danger of another

world war. In the Bucharest Declaration adopted ir November 1976, his country,
together with the other Warsaw Pact countries, hac estated itg readiness to
co-operate actively with other States to remove that danger. The General Assembly,
at its thirty-first session, had adopted & number of important decisions on
disarmament and arms control and it was now up to the Preparatory Committee to
ensure that efforts to implement those decisions were successful.

k, His country would do a1l it could to help guarantee the success of the

special session of the General Assembly in creaiing the cenditions for fuller and
Tore effective disarmament and arms control. Political détente had made it possible
to adopt inter utional agreements on that subject, and those agreements must now

be used to prevent further preparations for war, %o promote international peace

and security, and to free countries from the expenditure involved in prarticipation
in the arms race. The Minister for Poreign Affairs of his country had already

.described his Government's precise position on that issue. in a letter addressed

to the Secretary-General on 18 March 1977.

not adequate’y represerited in the Committee despite the mejor initintives vhich it
had taken to promote arms control and disarmament. A temporary solution to that
state of affairs had been provided by the decision to permit non-members to
participate in the work of the Preparatory Committee, but in his view the
membership of the Committee should be reviewed by the General Assembly at its
thirty-second session.

*Incorporating the corrections contained in document A/AC.187/3R.1—1h/borrigendum.
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6, Ir tle nztter of worliing wvrocedure, the Prep: ratory Committee should be guided

by the experience of other major United Mot .ns bodies. Certain United N:otions
committees, as well as the sixth nnd seventh speciil sessions of the Gener:l
Assanbly, had applied the principle o corsensus. 1t was particularly desi?able to
apply thoi primeiple vhen discussing the problers of ears limitation and disarmament,
vhich affected the interests of z11 reoples, Since the cor structive co—operation

vf all States would be required in order to cnsure the success of the special session,
the I'reparatory Committee should set en exarple by cuntinuing to work on the basis of
consensus,

7. The delegation of the German Democratic Republic had serious reservations regarding
the participation of non-governmental organizations in the work of the Committee,
Cenere] Assembly resolution 31/189 B, under which the Committee had been set up,
referred only to States, Only States Fembers of the United Nutions were invited to
transmit their viows reéarding the special session to the Secretary-General,
Furthencore, the question of the participation of non-governmental organizations in

the work of United Matiorms organs was governed by the Ch:rter. I'oreover, there

were sv many different non-governmcntal organizations that their participation was
virtually impossible.

8. His delegation would do all it could to contribute to the success of the
Cdmmittee's(work s0 that the Committee could fulfil the hopes placed in it with
regard to the special session.

9. Mr. DATCU (Romania) said that his delegation would do all it could to
contribute positively and impartially to the success of the Committee's work and
to the preparations for the special session.

10. His delegation fully agreed thst the rules of Procedure proposed by the
Chairman would enable all delegations to perticipate democraticelly in the work
of the Preparstory Committee. Such participation was vital, for the task of

' disarmament concerned every member of the international community.

11. Mr. LEONARD (United States of America) said that his delegation hoped that

the work of the Preparatory Committee would give a positive stimulus to United
Nations disarmament activities and was determined to work in a spirit of co-opersiion
with all members of the Committee in order tc fulfil that hope. He drew the
Committee's“attention to the recent statement made by the President of the

United States on the occasion of his visit to the United Nations, in which he hag
underlined the commitment of the United States to work towards real progress in arms
control and disarmament. |
12. Hig delegation endorsed the Chairman's remarks concerning the need for
decisions to be adopted by consensus both within the Preparatory Committee and at
the special session. Disarmament was a highly sensitive issue, and if the speecial
Bessioq devoted to disarmament was to lend new impetus to the disarmament process,
the decisions of both the Preparatory Committee and the special session must enjoy
videspread support, particularly that of the major Powers. The spproach adopted

by the Chairman would help tc promote a spirit of co~-operation at the special
session. .

13. Mr., MUJEZINOVIC (Yugpslavia) Pledged his delegation's fuil co-operation in the
vwork of preparing for the special session devoted to disarmament, which, as the
Secretary-Genersl had stated in his opening statement, represented a landmark in the




search for internationel peace and understanding. In proposing the convening of a
special session, the non-aligned countries had believed that they were expressing
the general interest of the entire international community in ending the arms

race and in involving all Member States in the search for solutions and agreements
which would mark the beginning of the end of the arms race and copen the way to
€eneral and complete disarmament.

lh.. Like the Chairman, he believed that the preparations for the special session
would be successful if all members of the Prevaratory Committee were truly concerned
to see an end to the threat of a nuclear holocaust. His delegation fully agreed
with the Chairmaen's suggestions concerning the organization and rules 'of procedure

of the Preparatory Committee. In that connexion, he was confident that the

Secretariat would be able to start work immediately on compiling the replies
submitted by Governments in response to General Assembly resolution_31/189 B, so
that all Governments' views could be incorporated into a Secretariat document in
time for the May session. His delegation agreed that the Bureau should discuss
the question of participation by non-governmental orgenizations before the
Committee took a decision on that subject. With regard to participation by
States, all countries with an interest in disarmament should be able to contribute
te the preparations for the special session.

15. Mr. MACAULAY (Nigeria) said he was confident that the delegation of Romanisa
would be able to contribute significantly to the work of the Cormittee, even though
it would not be a member of the Bureau. He was also confident that given
co-operation, the Committee would be able to fulfil its collective responsibility
to guarantee the survival of mankind. The Committee's task was extremely complex,
and it would be utopisn to expect disarmament to happen overnight. However, that
should not prevent the international community from trying to follow up the
initiatives proposed by the non-aligned countries, which had now become a collective
responsibility.

16. Mr. BENSMAIL (Algeria) said that his delegation appreciated the Romanian
representative's co-operation in withdrawing his candidacy for the Bureau. It
also agreed that the participation of non-governmental organizations should be
decided on the basis of recommendations to be submitted by the Bureau.

17. Mr. CASSELL (Liberia) said that the Preparatory Commitiee should appeal to the
supei»Powers to reach an understanding on disarmament, becguse they would be
providing the guidelines for all work in that area. Success in the talks currently
taking place in Moscow would also greatly expedite the Committee's work. His
delegation favoured the participation of non-governmental organizations without

the right of vote, but oniy in the case of important, internationally recognized
bodies which were seriously involved in disarmament matters. He also wished to
thank the Romanian delegate for withdrawing his candidacy.

18. Mr. HEPBURN (Bahemas) said that his delegation was prepared to support any
Procedures which would contribute to the attainment of complete disarmsment.
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19. Mz. TURKMEN (Turkey) said that his delegation would do its utmost to emsure
the guccess of the Preparatory Committee's work and hoped that the special session
Would lend new impetus to disarmement efforts. The call for a special session
Feflected the desire of all States to avert the dangers arising from a continuing
arms race. Careful preparations were required in order to ensure success, and
consensus should be the basis for the adoption of decisions. :

20. Useful experience could be érﬁvided by ncn-member States, and his delegation

N

would welcome their participation without the right of vote. Care should be taken

not to duplicate the work of the First Committee and other United Nations bodies.

His delegetion hoped that the work of the Preparatory Committee and of the speecial
session would help to curb the arms race and promote peace and security; it felt
that all States had & role to play in achieving those ends.

21, ‘Mr, MULYE (India) said that his delegation fully supported the decision-
meking procedures which had been adopted:by the Preparatory Committee at its

lst meeting.

22, Mr. PALMA {Peru) thanked the representative of Romania for withdrawing his
tandidacy and expressed his delegation's full support for the decision-making
Procedures adopted at the 1lst meeting. His delegation also favoured the
participation of non-members.

.23, Mr. HARRY (Austrslia) said his delegation felt that non-members could meke &

useful contridbution to the Committee's work. Non-governmental orgenizations also
had an essential contribution to mske, at least through written submissions if not

- as participants in the debates, and his delegation would welcome suggestions from
.~ the Chairman regarding the mechanical handling of such submissions. He also

suggested that if the Committee's work could not be completed at the May session,
consultations should be held with the Secretariat regarding the possibility of
extending the September session by a few days.

2k, The CHAIRMAN said that such an extension would be necessary, especially in
view of the time required to produce the progress report, and suggested that the
Secretariat should make available in September any days that might have been saved
by then. '

25. Mr. SUCHARIPA (Austria) said that his delegation supported the statement made
by the Chairman at the lst meeting regarding the decision-making procedure and
future work of the Preparatory Committee. Non-governmenial organizations could
make a useful contribution, and his delegation would welcome proposels regarding
the procedures for their perticipation. His delegation also agreed that the
September session should be extended.

26. Mr. HAMILTOW (Sweden) said that internationally recognized non-governmentai
organizations could play an important role in enlightening public opinion and could
Provide valuable input into the deliberations on disarmament. Careful consideration
should therefore be given to finding some practical way for them to particivate.
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If a decision on the matter could not be taken at the current session, the
Chairman, in consultation with the Bureau and with members, should propose s
solution for consideration at the next session. His delegation agreed that the
September session should be extended by a few days.

27, The CHATIRMAN said that he had received a number of proposals regarding the
pPartiecipation of non-governmental organizations ang that a consensus on how they
might contribute seemed to be close at hand. A number of delegations had
Suggested that the Bureau should deal with the matter, and Sweden had expressed
the view that the decision could be Postponed. He therefore suggested that the
Bureau should consider the matter and submit recommendations for consideration
on the first day of the May session. ’

28. It was so decided.

29. The CHAIRMAN informed the Committee that replies from Governments would be
circulated as they arrived.

30. He requested the five geographical groups to designate one or two rersons to
act as liaison between the Plenary meetings of the groups and the Cheirman.

31. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the organizational work of the
Preparatory Committee had been coneluded.

32, It was so decided.

33. The CHAIRMAN asked the Secretariat to take note of the Preparatory Committee's
wish to use the time saved for an extension of the September session.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m.
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Lth meeting
Monday, 9 May 1977, at 11 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentins)

A/AC.187/SR.b4
ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAIRMAN said that, at the previous meeting (A/AC.187/SR.3) on

30 March 1977, the Committee had decided to consider the request made by numerous
non-governmental organizations and a number of delegations that the officers of the
Committee should meet to determine procedures to govern the participation of
non-gcvernmental organizations in the work of the Committee, .He could report that
the officers had unanimously approved the following proposal:

., "(1) A well-inforied public opiniom, be it at nationel or international
levels, can bring significant contributions towards progress in the field of
disarmament.

"The non-governmental orgenizations, whose dedication and interest in this
field is well known and highly appreciated by the members of this Committee,
« could pley s stimulating and ‘constructive role in channelling the publiec
concerns in this matter. - . '

"(2) The officers of this Committee are pleased to realize the NGOs'
‘interest in closely following the development of its work and hope that this
association will be further strengthened by the continued presence of its
representatives in the usual places in this room. :

"(3) Notwithstanding the frequent and useful contacts or exchanges that
take place between the NGOs and individual delegations, and in order to
facilitate the knowledge of non-governmental contributions, the Secretariat
will provide lists of general circulation of the communications received from
the NGOs end institutions known to be conducting research in the field of
disarmament. The lists will indicate where the communications and any annexed
documentations will be available to delegations.™

2. Mrs. THORSSEN (Sweden) said that her delegation had no objection to the
recommendation suggested by the officers., ©She thanked them for their work and
recognized that some progress had been made ‘towards making it possible for
non-governmental organizations working in the field of disarmament to communicate
with delegations. '

3. Her delegation was particularly gratified that the Secretariat was to provide a
list of communicetions received from non-governmental organizations, since it

had alvays emphasized the importance of well-informed public opinion as a means of
echieving positive results in the field of disarmament.

4. . She assured other delegations and the non-governmental orgenizations, whose

competence she acknowledged and admired, that her delegation would always be
prepared to comsider their valuable views on the difficult task before the Committee.
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- 5. The CHAIRMAN said that the words of the representative of Sweden echoed the

feelings of the officers in making the recommendation, to the effeet that
non-governmental organizations and institutions working in the field of djsarmament
were empowered to communicate directly with delegations. If he heard no obgegtinp,
he would take it that the Committee wished to adopt the recommendation. '

6. It was so decidéd.

T. The CHAIRMAN suggested that, in order to enable the Committee to carry out its
work as efficiently as possible, the first part of each morning meeting 'should be
devoted to general debate and that when the list of speakers had been exhausted,
the Committee should proceed to consider any questions that had been raised.

8. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee egreed to that -
procedure. : : )

9. It was so decided.

10. The CHATRMAN asked delegations to keep their statements to a minimum, since
Governments had elready had an opportunity to express their views on the special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement in the replies which they
had been requested to submit to the Secretary-General not later than 5 April 1977.
He suggested that, as far as possible, the length of statements should be limited
to 15 minutes.

GENERAL DEBATE

11. Mr, PETRIC (Yugoslavia) said that the decision to convene s special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament had been well received and approved by
the whole international community, which had considered it an indispensable step
towards - the cessation of the arms race and, ultimately, general and complete
disarmament.

12. The results of negotiations held so far had related in general to the control
of armaments and not to disarmament itself. Furthermore, the existence of the
Treaty banning Nuclear-weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under
Water while underground tests were permitted to continue, and the refusal to
conclude a treaty on the complete prohibition of all nuclear tests for military
purposes, in spite of obligations embodied in the earlier Treaty, pointed to a lack
of political readiness on the part of the nuclear Powers to take effective measures
to put a stop to the nuclear arms race. s ’

13. Although Yugoslavia welcomed the efforts exerted by the two leading military
Povers and the afgreements concluded between the United States and the Scviet Union
on the control of strategic armaments, such agreements did not amount to disarmament
measures but merely regulated the nuclear arms race, since the conventional weapons
race still continued.

14, Although the conclusion of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons constituted an attempt to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons to new ‘
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éountries, that action had not met with success, which was hardly surprising in
view of the fact that the leading nuclear Powers had continued to improve and

augment the quantity of their nuclear weapons, the number of which had inereased
fivefold.

15. 1Instead of concentrating on solving major problems, namely, how to prevent
qualitative sophistication and territorial spread of nuclear weapons, new
tendencies had emerged aimed at limiting the right of all peoples to make use of
nuclear energy and technology for the development of their productive forces. In
his delegation's view, one of the main tasks of the special session should be to
reach political agreement on how to prevent the sophistication and spread of
nuclear weapons and how to ensure the free transfer of nuclear technology for
peaceful purposes under effective international control. His delegation was fully
aware of the difficulties arising out of the delicate and complex character of that
matter. It had been precisely those aspects of the disarmament issue that had
prompted the non-aligned countries to propose the convening of a special session of
thé General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The special session should appraise
the currenit status of the problem of disarmament, the results of negotiations, the
consequenceés for and dangers to the process of -détente constituted by the
continuation of the arms race, and its consequences for the economic and social
development of the international community, and should reach agreement on a
programme of measures which would effectively solve some basic problems of
.disarmament and ensure greater and over-all involvement of the United Nations in
that field. For that purpose, it was essential to agree on the measures to be
implemented jointly, on the measures to be implemented by each State individually,
in keeping with their position and responsibility vis-d-vis the international
community, and on the negotiating machinery.

16. His Government felt that the agenda of the special session should be

conceived in broad terms and include four fundamental items, namely, a general
debate, preparation and adoption of a declaration on disarmament, preparation and-
adoption of a programme of disarmament measures, and the role of the United Nations
in the field of disarmament. The question of convening a world disarmament
conference could also be considered within that context.

17. 1In its reply to the Secretary-General, his Government had enumerated the
elements which, in its view, should be incorporated in the declaration on
disarmament and in the programme of disarmament measures. His delegation would

~ Present those questions during the proceedings of the Preparatory Committee,
together with proposals concerning the role of the United Naticns in the field of
disarmament and the negotiating machinery.

18. With regard to the date of the special session, the organization of further work
of the Preparatory Committee and similar questions, his delegation would co-operate
closely with the other members of the Preparatory Committee, especially within +he
Group of non-aligned countries.

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m.
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Sth meeting
Tuesday, 10 May 1977, at 10.55 a.m.
Cheirman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.S
ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAIRMAN announced that, in accordance with the decision adopted by
the Committee at the previous meeting, the Secretariast would circulate document
A/AC.187/INF.2, which contained a list of communications concerning disarmament
received from non-governmental organizations and research institutions.

2. Under the provisions of the Charter and the rules of procedure of the
General Assembly, it was customary to invite the specialized agencies to take

an adequate procedure for inviting the specialized agencies to send observers to
take part in the proceedings. Since resolution 31/189 B, in which it was decided
to convene the special session devoted to disarmament and to establish the
preparatory committee for the session, made no mention of the specialized agencies,
he proposed that, if there was no objection, agencies concerned with disarmament
should be invited to take part in the work of the committee with observer status.

3. It was so decided.

GENERAL DEBATE

L. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden) emphasized the urgent need for the special session
devoted to disarmament and her Government's determination to maké an active
contribution to it. The session should be a starting point for a new phase of
Joint disarmement efforts aimed at the gradual solution of specific problems
within a reasonable time-frame. Sweden had repeatedly stated that the two
super-Powers had a special responsibility for the future of the world since their
combined armaments amounted to 60 per cent of the world total. Accordingly,
substantial early progress in the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) between

world disarmament efforts. As in the case of SALT, progress -towards a
comprehensive nuclear-weapon test-ban agreement and towards the prohibition of
chemical weapons depended ultimately on the mobilization of the necessary political
will. Disarmament was a matter of serious concern to every nation, and efforts
towards that goal must necessarily te multilateral. Sweden had from the very
beginning attached the highest importance to the multilateral disarmament
negotiations being conducted within the framework of the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament 'at Geneva,

5. Early agreement on a draft agenda would facilitate the work of the Preparatory
Committee. Her delegation felt that the agenda of the special session should be
drafted in broad terms which indicated the type of action that the session was
expected to take. The session should not devote too much time to an evaluation

of past developments; if there was a regl desire to achieve results, it should
concentrate on future action. The views of delegations on the events which had
led to the present situation could be recorded in a general debate but should not
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be the subject of lehgthy negotiations. Towards the end of the present session

of the Committee, a decision should be taken on the intersessional work that .
was to be done. Tt was essential to maintain the momentum created by the General
Assembly's decision to convene a special session devoted to disarmament. The
preparation of drafts of the final documents should start as soon as possible.

6. Sweden's reply to the note of the Secretary-General (A/AC.187/19) gave an
account of her Government's thinking on issues of substance relating to disarmament.
It was largely modelled on the structure of the informal paper prepared by a
number of non-aligned countries. The reply ccentained comments on a possible
declaration of prineiples which would provide a new basis for the efforts of the
international community in the field of disarmament, s programme of action which
would give highest priority toc nuclear disarmament, and, finally, organizational
measures for the future, particularly with regard to the urgent problem of
preventing further proliferation of nuclear weapons. The conventional arms
build up in meny parts of the world, involving ever more sophisticated weapons,
was also cause for concern. :

T. At the same time, she wished to stress the welght given in the Swedish reply
to the need to clarify, in as concrete terms as possible, certain important
aspects of the interrelationship between disarmament efforts ang economic and
social progress. Sweden proposed that the United Nations should undertake a new
study of the subject which would deal in greater detail with certain very complex
questions such as the effect of military spending on economic growth, inflation,
the balance of trade, the supply of raw materials and other aspects of the
economy. The study should also examine methods to be employed for a well-planned,
controlled conversion of resources now being used for military production.

8. Her Government felt that the success of the special session could be ensured
only through effective follow-up action on the decisions and recommendations
adopted at the session. In that connexion, the United Nations Centre for
Disarmament should be given an increased opportunity to carry out studies and
information activities in the disarmament field. With regard to the possibility
of convening a world disarmement conference, her Government had concluded that
the prospects for convening such ‘a conference with the participation of all the
permanent members of the Security Council were unfortunately not very promising
&t the present time. The fact that her Government had proposed the convening of
another special session devoted to disarmsment after s period of three to five
Years should be viewed in the light of that assessment.

9. Mr. HOVEYDA (Iran) said that it was essential to the smooth functioning of
the Preparatory Committee and, eventually, of the special session that the
Committee should develop a collective theme and agree on a set of generally
acceptable objectives for that collective venture.
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10. The multitude of replies received so far contained numerous ideas and )
proposals relating to the objectives of the special session; although they were
all important, it would be unrealistic to project all of them as goals for the
session. It was imperative to determine by a process of selection those areas
where there was a reasonable chance of obtaining results. The main objectives. of
the special session could best be elaborated by taking account of the following
current trends: an unrestrained arms race and the growth of nuclear arsenals to
an unbelievable level capable of destroying the whole world many times over had
mede disarmament more than ever an urgent and truly global problem in which the
entire world had a vital stake; multilateral and bilateral treaties and agreements
in the field of arms limitation and control had been of marginal value and had not -
resulted in the elimindtion of a single nuclear weapon; there was thus a need for
4 reassessment of the «ffects of the arms race on the economic development of all
nations, especially the non-nuclear countries and those without significant, '
military power.

11l. There seemed to be a measure of agreement among most Member States as to

the format within which the objectives of the special session could be achieved.

In that connexion, the adoption of a declaration of principles and a programme

of action was widely regarded as of cardinal importance. The Preparatory Committee
should seek to direct its attention as soon as possible to the elaboration of an
outline of those two basic documents.

12. The declaration should embody a set of guiding principles and contain, in
broadly acceptable, clear terms, the essentials of a new approach to the
complicated problem of disarmament. It should reflect current trends and realities
and should re-emphasize old but still valid assumptions. It should cite the basic:
premises which underlay the decision to convene a special session, and it should
provide a general framework for the substantive and institutional approaches
necessary for action.

13. Although general and complete disarmament was the ultimate goal, short-term
and immediate objectives should not be ignored. ‘The necessary attention should be
given to controlling the growth of armaments and also to the underlying sources of
insecurity and the continuing confliets and threats which created the demand for
weapons. In preparing a declaration of principles, account should be taken of
technological and political changes and of new ‘economic realities, thoughts and
trends. In a document intended to provide directions for follow-up measures, a
broad outline of prigrities was-an essential element. Of no-less importance was
reasonable, realistic consideration of the varying degrees of responsibility of
different countries on the basis of priorities in the field of disarmament.

1k, A programme of action was a logical concomitant of a declaration of principles,
and it was in the programme of action that the value of the special session would
be determined. The desired aim was obviously not a hasty agreement on abstract
priorities'or a rigid programme and schedule of action. It was recognized that

the implementation of any programme of action in that field was influenced by
political and security considerations of the highest order and that an international
atmosphere of distrust, in which goodwill and a willingness to co-operate were
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lacking, vould hardly- be conducive to meaningful efforts tc achieve disarmament.
The programme of action should reflect those realities and offer s reascnable,
balarced aprroach erbodying the fundamental interests of the international
commumnity. '

15. In the identification of particular areas of arms limitation where action was
required and in the establishment of priorities for future negotiations, the
Tollowing considerations seemed to be of particular importance: there seemed to
be a messure of general agr.ement that nuclear arms limitation and reduction should
be given the highest priority and should be pursued with the greatest urgency; all
areag of nuclear arms control end, in particular, a comprechensive nuclear test ben
called for careful attention at the special session; consideration should be given
to the possibility of strengthening the noneproliferation régime by re-emphasizing
the fundamental elements of the non-proliferation treaty, which included horizontal
and vertical proliferation end the vital area of the transfer of nuclear technology
‘for peaceful purposes. Other matters of concern were the security of non-nuclear-
'weapon States and progress in the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks,

16. The progremme of action should alsoc deel with a number of other important
issues, such as other weapons of mass destruction, confidence-building measures,
the regulation of conventionel armaments and review of disarmament machinery. His
delegation would, when appropriate, express detailed and more specific views on
thoseé issues. '

17. Mr. DATCU (Romania) said that the holding of a General Assembly session on
disarmament was of special importance, rot only because it was the first time in
- the history of the Organization that Member States would be considering the
question of disarmement at a special session but also because the session would
be prepared and held & a2 time when the whole world was endeavoiring to institute
2 new international economic order.

18. The United Nations was far from having accomplished the mission entrusted to
it on the subject of disarmament, although it had been dealing with the problem
since its establishment. legotiations on disarmament had gradually drifted away
from the United Nations and those that were still being conducted under its
auspices had, in actual fact, lost their original content. Three decades had
elapsed since its foundation and the United Nations was still not exercising
direct competence in the matter of negsotiations on military disengagement and
disarmament., Furthermore, Governments had not taken resolute action to reduce or
do avay with armaments and make mankind safe from another war. The international
conventions and treaties concluded thus far had certainly helped to create a
climate of greater understanding, but had not succeeded in curbing the armaments
race or ensuring the application of effective disarmament measures. In the present
circumstances, which were characterized by immobility in disarmament negotiations,
the armaments race had intensified, as had the development, diversification and
the stockpiling of nuclear and conventional arsenals. While billions of dollars
were being spent on armaments, problems of under-development and economic
inequality were wvorsening. It was clear that the strategy, measures, proposals,

approaches, rules and procedures applied so far were not yielding the desired
results.
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19. The time had come to make radical changes in disarmament negotiations and

in proposed approaches and measures, as well as in the machinery for the conduct
of negotiatious. The United Nations certainly had special responsibilities snd
competence in t!'e matter. The President of Romania, Mr. Ceausescu, had stated

that the specia. United Nations session on disarmament should make it possible to
move towards the adoption of concrete disarmament measures and, first and foremost,
nuclear disarmament.

20. In a position paper circulated at the thirtieth session of the General
Assembly, Romania had submitted its views and specific proposals on & disarmament
programme. It had also stated that it was in favour of holding a world disarmament
conference,

2l. The time had come for disarmament talks to be placed under the auspices of
the United Nations, and held in forums open to all States and under the control of
world public opinion. In order to discharge its fundamental duty of defending the
peace and security of peoples, the United Nations should exert its authority in
matters relating to negotiations on disarmament and the adoption of sppropriate
measures, as well as on the supervision of their implementation. The first General
Assenbly session on disarmament would have a very important function, since it
would be the forum for the adoption of decisions vital to international peace and
security. Principles, decisions and measures would be adopted to institute a new
era Of negotiations, the era of real and concrete disarmament, under strict and
effective international control.

22, The special session would need careful preparation, and in that connexi ' tne
Committee ~vould have on important part to play, since the guidelines, strateg: .
and doc'ments to be adopted and the future structure of negotiations would lar: ly
emerge from its work. It might be said that the special sessicn began with the
deliberations of the Committee and, consequently, the Committee had the duty to
give the General Assembly the opportunity to adopt clear-cut, specific and
constructive documents and to zet the disarmament negotiation: on tlie right path.
The Committee's activities should be conducted in such a way =% to ensure that all
interested States could participate in the proceedings and negotiations and that
closed groups were avoided. :

23. The agenda for the special session should be clear and precise and be strictly
linked to the subject-matter, so as to show the dangers of the armaments race and
the short-comings .in the negotiations held so far on the subject, and an effort
should be ma#de to outline measures to be aipied in the future. The agenda should
include the following items: consideration of the situation created in the field
of nuclear and conventional armaments and the status and results of the
negotiations on disarmament; measures to be adopted by the United Nations to ensure
that uisarmament negotiations could start moving, so that viable agreements could
be concluded leading to general and complete disarmament, and especially nuclear
dicarmement; and the function of the United Nations in the disarmement field.
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2k, The Declaration should set forth the prirciples governing disarmament
negotiations, their objectives and priorities, the strategy and the tactics for all
acticn relating to disarmament.

25. The Programme of Action, coveri.ig various phases, should contain concrete
measures to promote confidence and cc-operation among States.

26. The Committee would also have to prepare draft decisions and recommendations
on the negotiating machinery providing for the establishment of viable structures
with full authority that were also flexible and operated in accordance with
democratic working rules and procedures, and allowed for the participation of all
States interested in disgrmament negotiations.

2T. In order to discharge its functions the Committee must work at a faster pace.
One of its first tasks would be the preparation of the provisional agenda for the
special session. However, it would also have to begin to prepare drafts for the
Declaration, the Programme of Action and documeuts on negotiating machinery, since
any delay in those tasks could jeopardize both quality and content. The Committee
would also have to make the maximum use of the time at its disposal.

28, Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) said that the Government of Poland hsad already stated its
well-substantiated position on the preparations and agenda for the special session
in document A/AC.187/12, submitted in response to the note from the Secretary-
General. That position was based on three inseparable political components: first,
that the most_important and pressing task of the international community was to put
an end to the armements race and achieve effective disarmament agreements:; secondly,
that the imperative need for-disarmement was necessitated by considerations of
strengthening world security and eliminating the threat of a new world war, and

that it represented the basic foundetion for ensuring irreversibility of the
processes of political détente; thirdly, that progress in limiting the armaments
rece and in disarmsment could truly and effectively serve the establishment of a
new international eccnomic order. That position derived from the genuine conviction
that international relations in the present-day world could only be based on détente
and co-operation and that the trends in that direction would continue to develop and
take firmer root. It was therefore bcth feasible and necessary to promote the
processes of détente so tuat they extended to all nations, which implied the
elimination of sources of tension and coﬁflict, and so that those processes also
extended to new spheres of international endeavour, including, in the first place,
the military sphere, which necessarily implied efforts to limit the armaments race
and achieve progress in- disarmament.

29. Poland was determined to persist in its efforts to promote disarmament on all
planes, including the United Nations, which had an important role to play in that
field. Nothing should be done to weaken existing disarmament machinery whose
establishment had taken three decades.
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30. The Govermment of Folund had supported the idea of holding a special General
Assembly session devoted to disarmament, because it was an incentive for mobilizing
the efforts of Governments towards more meaningful disarmament measures. In that
connexion there was a direct relationship between the special session and the world
disarmament conference, the idea of which had originated with the non-aligned
countries and had subsequently been proposed in the General Assembly by the

Soviet Union. In view of those considerations the agenda for the special session
should include: (1) a general debate on disarmament; (2) preparations for the
holding of a world disarmament conference; (3) the function of United Nations in the
field of disarmament; and (4) the adoption of the final document or documents.

3l. In fact, Poland's position coincided with that of the non-aligned countries
regarding other aspects of the special session and of disarmament. For example,

it was important that the special session should discuss the military, political,
economic and social consequences of the armaments race and define the relationship
between disarmament, ¢ :velopment and the restructuring of international economic
relations, especially since the armaments race was increasingly cobstructing
mankind's progress. In the Soviet memorandum of 28 September 1976, a comprehensive
programme of action had been submitted which ook account of the world situstion
and the ideas put forward in the Colombo Political Declaration which could be
useful for the work of the Committee. '

32. It was to be hoped that at the special session considerstion would be given to
a wide range of issues in the field of nuclear disarma.ent, and to measures to put
an end to the armaments race and limit armed forces aid conventional armaments.

The special session should take account at the same tiue of the basic security
requirements of all States. In the view of the Polish Government, progress could
only be made if the approach to disarmament was based on realistic premises, namely
on the principles of undiminished security of every State, respect for
inadmissibility of unilateral military advantages, universality of disarmament,
effective limitation and reduction of military potentials, strict adherence to and
full implementation of accepted obligations, refraining from actions detrimental to
disarmament efforts and the adoption of global and regional measures to promote
further strengthening of détente and growth of international confidence. ‘

33. Given those conditions, one could envisage the possibility of viable agreements
Tor prohibiting the use and production of nuclear weapons and other weapons cf mass
destruction, reducing their number and finally eliminating them. Those objectives
would be furthered by agreements on the general and complete prohibition of
nuclear-veapon tests, the banning and destruction of chemical weapons, the
establishment of zones of peace and nuclear-free zones, and effective action to
consolidate the non-proliferation régime.

34. One prerequisite for meaningful progress in that regard was the universality
of disarmament processes. Without underestimating the role, capacities and
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obligations of the nmuclear-weapon States, it must be borne in mind that disarmament
was an historic necessity, incumbent upon all States without exception, and that
States large and small, developed and developing alike should make their
contribution to disarmament. It was therefore essential that all States should
participate not only at the discussion stage but also in the implementation of
disarmament measures.

35. If it was to prove effective, the disarmament process must not only be
comprehensive in scope and universal in character but also reflect an agreed,
common approach to disarmament on the part of participants. Decision-meking by
consensus and the equitable participation of all groups of States in the preparstory
process were therefore pre-conditions for success. He observed that, because of the
mechanical application of a formula which might have been valid in other bodies,
the socialist States were seriously underrepresented in the composition of the
Preparatory Committee. In disarmament efforts, a proper reflection of the existing
world relationship of forces was a consideration that could not be ignored. His
delegation therefore hoped that the current imbalance in the Committee would be
duly rectified.

36. His delegation felt that the preparations for the special session and the
session itself represented an important step in the over-all disarmament effort.
The United Nations had made an outstanding contribution to that effort, and the
_agendas of successive sessions of the General Assembly had seen dozens of
disarmament initiatives submitted by Member States, With a view to prcfiting from
what had been achieved to date, his delegation proposed that, for the next session
of the Preparatory Committee, the Secretariat should compile a document listing
disarmament proposals officially - r*wmitted to the United Nations. The list should
present the substance of the propu.al, the date and country of submission, and the
stetus of its follow-up. He was convinced that such a document would be very
useful both to the Committee and to the special session of the General Assenbly.
In accordance with its traditional position, his delegation stood ready to
participate in the preparations for the special session with a view to ensuring the
latter's success.

37. Mr. AMERASINGHE (Sri Lanka), speaking on behalf of the members of the
Preparatory Committee belonging to the Group of Non-Aligned Countries, submitted a
draft agenda for the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement.
He recalled that the idea of holding such a session had first arisen at Belgrade in
1961 during the First Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries. The Fifth Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, held at Colombo in 1976,
had revived that proposal because of its deep dissatisfaction and disillusionment
at the failure of the various negotiations on disarmament and its conviction that
one of the factors contributing to that failure was that such negotiations took
place in an exclusive forum. For those reasons, the Cunference had felt that it was
appropriate to urge the convening of a special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament and had welcomed with great satisfaction the adoption by
consensus of General Assembly resolution 31/189 B.
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38. The first item on the agenda proposed by the Group of Non-Aligned Countries
called for review and appraisal of the present international situation in the
light of the lack of progress in the field of disarmament, since the non-aligned
countries believed that that situation was seriocusly affecting international
conditions in general. In that connexion, emphasis should be placed on the close
link between economic development and disarmament, which the non-aligned countries
regarded as extremely important. It was no secret that the inflation currently
afflictine the world was the result of the huge sums spent on armaments. Although
the non-aligned countries did not believe that the resources released by a
reduction in arms expenditure should necessarily be used to promote economic
Gevelopment through assistance to the developing countries, they felt that doing
so would benefit both the developed and the developing countries.

39. 1If the entire international community was to participate in discussion of the
disarmament problem, it was essential to reach an agreement on the principles
which were to govern the matter. The non-aligned countries therefore gave high
priority to the adoption of a declaration of principles on disarmament and to its
logical corollary, a programme of action which would make those principles
cffective. Experience showed that the United Nations as a whole did not play an
iuportant role in discussions of disarmament, and the non-aligned countries
believed that that situation should be brought to an end.

40. 1In proposing the convening of a special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, the Fifth Conference of Heads of State or Government of
Non-Alizned Countries, held at Colombo, had referred to three main subjects which
should be dealt with at that session. namely, the problem of disarmament, the
drawing up of a set of priorities and recommendations, and the convening of a
vworld disarmament conference as part of the international machinery of negotiations
on that subject. In conclusion, he stated that the Group of Non-Aligned Countries
was always prepared to hold consultations with other States or groups of States
belonging to the Committee and hoped that through such consultations it would be
possible to reach a consensus on the agenda with a view to avoiding lengthy
debates which would take up the limited time available to the Committee.

L1. Mr. GARCIA ROELES (Mexico) recalled that, in accordance with a suggestion
made by the Chairman at the second meeting of the Preparatory Committee, held on
29 March 1977 (A/AC.187/SR.2), the Committee had decided to request the Secretariat
to begin the preliminary work on such factual background papers on disarmament as
might be needed for the Committee's work, including a presentation of all
disarmament resolution. adopted by the General Assembly, a paper on the existing
princivles "and proposals for the conduct of disarmament negotiations and a
description of existing structures and machinery for disarmament negotiations.

He inquired whether those factual background papers were already available and

if not, when they would be made available.

L2. 1In accordance with the invitation issued by the General Assembly in operative
paragraph 3 of its resolution 31/189 B, some Member States had communicated their
views on the apenda and all other relevant questions relating to the special
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session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. His delegation felt it
would be desirable, as on a previous occasion, for the Secretariat to prepare a
document in which, under appropriate headings, it would classify and summarize the
replies received from Member States, setting forth the gist of their views and
including quotations from them. The reply from the Government of Mexico
(A/AC.187/34) mentioned 10 subjects on which, in that Goverpment's opinion,
working papers should be prepared. His delegation felt that such papers would be
very useful both to the Preparatory Committee and to *he special session itself.

1

43. The CHAIRMAN observed that the representative of Mexico had made three
suggestions: the first -involved a question to the Secretariat concerning the
stage reached in the preparation of the background documents mentioned at the
second meeting.

LY., Mr. ALEM (Secretary of the Committee) recalled that at the second meeting of
the current session of the Preparatory Committee three documents had been mentioned:
a presentation of disarmament resolutions adopted by the General Assembly, a paper
on existing principles and proposals for the conduct of disarmament negotiations
and a description of the existing structures and machinery for disarmament
hegotiations.

45, The Centre for Disarmament had made great efforts to complete the papers but
had encountered some difficulties. Many documents dated back to 1946 and were very
difficult to obtain, while others were not United Nations documents and were not
available in all languages. The paper on existing principles and proposals for the
conduct of disarmament negotiations and the description of existing structures and
machinery for such negotiations were provisionally expected to be available at the
end of the current week. The presentation of disarmament resolutions adopted by
the General Assembly could also be made available at the end of the current week,
if the Committee wished to have it in English.

46. The CHAIRMAN requested the Secretariat to circulate the English text of the
presentation of resolutions as soon as possible, without prejudice to the ongoing
task of translating the text into the other languages.

47. With regard to the second suggestion by the representative of Mexico, the
Secretariat would certainly wish to study it quietly and evaluate it before
providing a detailed reply concerning the method of preparing a paper comparing
the replies received. With regard to the third proposal of the representative of
Mexico, in connexion with which mention had been made of the 10 documents referred
to in-the reply of the Government of Mexico, he wished to point out that all the
comments and proposals made in the Preparatory Committee would serve to guide and
orient its work, and he regarded as most constructive the proposals of Mexico and
the draft agenda submitted by Sri Lanka, which contained interesting elements that
would enable the Committee to have a fruitful exchange of ideas.

48. Mr. BORDEN (Canada) said it would be desirable for the Secretariat to prepare
an informal paper listing the items regularly included in the agenda of General
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Assembly sessions, such as the minute of silent prayer or meditation, examination
of credentials, and so on. It would also be desirable to set up a system whereby

the Fifth Committee would consider draft resolutions or. decisions that might have
financial implications. ’

49. The CHATRMAN said the Secretariat had informed him that it would prepare an
informal list as requested by the representative of Canada.

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m.
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6th meeting
Wednesday, 11 .May 1977, at 11.05 a.m.
Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

~

A : A/AC.187/SR.6
GENERAL DEBATE (continued)

1. Mr, SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of Germany) recalled that his country had
co-sponsored the draft resolution whereby it had been decided to hold the special
segsion devoted to disarmament, because it considered that what had so far been
achieved in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament wes only & beginning.
The multilateral negotiations concerning disarmamcnt &nd arms control on & world-wide
.basis were concentrated in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. That
organ was responsible for negotiating draft treasties on the subject, and it was

to be hoped that progress would be achieved in Geneva in important areas before

the special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmement. The objectives
of the special session should be viewed against the background of those ongoing
efforts., His delegation believed that the special session devoted to disarmement
should be held in an atmosphere of co-operation and mutuel trust, in order to
demonstrate the credibility of world-wide endeavours towards disarmement and

arms control. - Starting from those premises, the special session should assess the
results achieved so far with regard to disarmament and arms control and provide an
effective impetus for further discussion, particularly where development tended to
be stagnant. The Federal Republic of Germany would therefore be pleased if &
consensus could be reached at the special segsion on the basic elements of the
disermaement question and if some guidelines could be given concerning future
priorities.

2. ' With regard to the issues to be discussed, the Government of the Federsl
Republic of Germany believed that the problems of nuclear and conventional
disarmement should receive equal treatment. In addition to the priority subjects
of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, the discussion might also centre
on the whole range of issues connected with a non-proliferation policy, the
reduction of armament burdens, regional aspects of disarmament and problems arising
from the interrelation between disarmement and economic and sociel development in
the world.

3. It was important that the special session should help to meke international
disarmement negotiations more effective, particularly in order to achieve the
ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control. In that connexion, the special session could provide a positive impetus
for the achievement of international stability and security through belanced
measures of disarmament and arms control.

L, With regard to the immediate purpose of the Preparatory Committee's meetings,
efforts should be concentrated on reaching & consensus on the agenda for the specisal
- session devoted to disarmament. The proposal submitted at the preceding meeting
(A/AC.187/L3) provided an excellent basis for discussion. His delegation would
prefer a committee of the whole to be established in order to draft a final
political decleration reflecting the consensus of the international community on

the future course of international disarmament efforts and negotiations. In its
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view, that committeée of the whole would alsoc be the most appropriate body of the
special session to discuss possible improvements in the structure of disarmament
institutions and their mechanisms, taking into consideration the need to maintain
the negotiating cepacity of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. If
necessary, the committee of the whole could establish ad hoc groups to consider
special problems.

5. In connexion with the suggestions made concerning the organization of the
special session, it should be borne in mind that the problems of disarmement were

so closely interrelated, and even the consideration of structural problems was so
closely linked with the task of defining priorities, that. it was difficult to see how
co-ordinated work could be done in several committees which lacked the cohesion of
one single body.

6. The United Nations Disarmament Centre should be used as rationally as possible
to prepare the necessary background material for the next round of meetings of the
Cormittee. That would also assist the preparation of the report which the
Committee was to submit to the General Assembly at its thirty-second session. No
priority areas had yet been developed on which the Secretariat should concentrate,
apart from a general assessment of the results so far achieved in disarmament and
arms control, and efforts currently being made in that regard. It might also be
useful to teke into account the references to the relevant subjects made in the
replies of States to the Secretary-General and in the statements of delegations in
the Preparatory Committee.

T. Mr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the Soviet
Union supported the idea of a special session devoted to disarmament because it
believed that, if suitably prepared, the session could contribute substantially to
the solution of disarmament problems. It was necessary to end the sbsurd
competition regarding armaments, and the Soviet Union for its part was prepared
to take all necessary measures to that end, provided that the other parties to the
negotiations were also prepared to make their contribution.

8. Disarmament problems had been discussed at various multilaterel and bilateral
meetings. In a number of important areas, notable success had been schieved in the
reduction of the arms race and effective agreements had been concluded. In
general, however, there was no slowing down in the arms race, involving increasingly
sophisticated weapons, and the number of States participating in that process was
still growing. The special session of the General Assembly should y~ovide a useful
international forum for consideration of the existing situation with regard to
disermament. Views could be exchanged and the principal trends could be outlined,
and the session could conclude with the adoption of a final political declaration
setting out agreed views on the question of disarmament. The adoption of such a
document would undoubtedly be an important contribution to the task of dissrmement.
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9. In their replies, many States proposed that the special session should "
formulate broad basic principles to guide disarmement nepotiations. His delegation
would not be opposed to seeinm the specisl session discuss and perhabs draft a

awber of declarations of principles. In particular, it would be ussful to reaffirm
that the main purpose of all disarmeaient efforts should be the achiev:ment of

~enercl and complete disurnament and to eaphasize the need for participation in
negotiations by all States, particularly the nuclear Powers, and for the enunciation .
of basic princinles such as the principle that no one should seek to obtain
unilateral advantege or threaten the security of any State.

10. At the thirty-first session of the General Assembly, the Soviet Union had
submitted a memorandum on questions of ending the arms race and dissrmament in which
it had made specific proposals celling, inter alia, for nuclear dissfmament, the
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, consolidation of the régime of hon-proliferation
of nuclear weapons, the destruction of cheanicel weapons, prohibitior of the
development of new types of weapons of mass destruction and the reduction of

military budgets. His delegation was pleased to note that most of the replies fro=
States drew attention to the need for a prompt sclution to sll those probleus.
However, it would be unrealistic to expect complex, deep~-seated problems like the
ending of the arms race and the achievement of general and complete disarmament to

be solved overnicht. ZIExperience had shown that the road to disarmamént was

difficuit end complicated and that it called for painsteking negotiations :nrough
various chennels and in various forums. The existing channels nad demonstrated

their effectiveness. Complex negotiating machinery hed been created in which
practicel zeasures for bringing about disarmement end curbing the arns race were
discussed and adopted. However, those were complex, many-sided problems; in some
cases they called for a bilateral approach, while in others a regionsl, multilatersal
approach was required. The bilateral “oviet-United States nesotiations should play
an important role in containing the arms race as in the case of the limitation of
strategic arms. Regional negotiations aimed at the reduction of armed forces and
armemerts in Central Furope were being conducted at Vienna, and fruitful negotiations
were taking place at Geneva in the Committee on Disarmament. Disarmament problems were
discussed every year in the First Committee of the General Assembly. All!those different
approaches complemented each other and contributed to the over-all work being done

in the field of disarmament.

I1. Efféctive solutions to disarmement problems could be worked out only in a
universal forum with the necessary machinery for adopting practical viable decisions
that took the interests of all States intc account. That could be tetcomplished
within t! » framework of & world disarmoment confercnce. At every se:scion since 1971,
the General Assembly had culled for the convening of such a conferchee, and the ideu
had won active support at various meetings of the non-aligned countties. 1In

August 197, the Conference of leads of State or Government of Non-kligned Countries
in Colombo had proposed that the agenda of the special session devoted to disurmament
should include an item on the convening of a world disarmement confuerence. Hig
delegation wne pleused to note that the convening of such a contercncee wuu

receiving support in the replies submitted by States to the Secretary-General. Among
the countries which hed taken that position were Algeoria, Poland, Venezuela, Spain,
the Gerzen Democratic Republic, Yugoslavie, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Syria, Finland and
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Mexico. The question of convening a world disarmament conferenck had thus become
universal in nature, and one of the main tasks of the special session was to decide
on measures for preparing and holding the conference, which should be the next,

decisive stage in the solution of disarmament problems. :

Unfortunately, the socialist countries, whose efforts and experience in disarmament
talks were well known, ha¢ been discriminasted against in setting up the Preparatory
Committee. The system used in distributing seats was that known as the "Economic
and Social Counecil formule", which was not appropriate when it was a question of
discussing disarmament problems. . The effective efforts made by the 'Group of
Socialist States in dealing with those problems was reflected in the structure of
other bodies concerned with disarmesment questions. His delegation hed therefore
reserved the right to propose that at its thirty-second session the General Assembly
should assign additional seats to the Socialist group. The Committee should include
thet recommendation in its report to the thirty-second session of the Assembly.

13. His delegation was brepared to play a constructive part in the work of the
Committee.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1k, Mr. BLLIOT (Belgium) expressed asppreciation to the delegation of Sri Lanke for
submitting at the previous meeting & draft agenda for the special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmement (A/AC.187/43). which would enable the
Committee to initiate a more concrete phase of its work. He was also grateful to the
delegation of Sri lLanks for hrving been willing to hold consultations with a number
of representatives of other regional groups.

15. His delegation Supported the draft agenda, and that support should be viewed in
the light of the oral explanations provided at the previous meeting by

Ambassador Amerasinghe. It should be noted that the draft set out only the main
topics. It should be regarded for the moment as merely a rough outline and might
well be amended in the course of the Committee's work. Formal proposals would
probably be made with a view to improving the draft agenda so as to fecilitate a
consensus, which seemed essentisl to the Success of the special session devoced to
disarmament. ’

16, His delegation felt that the draft agenda could also provide the basis for the
pPreparation of an annotated agenda which would set cut in detail the various aspects
of each item in the present draft. The draft could also serve as the basis for
establishing several working groups, which should be limited in number so that all
delegations could participate in them. His delegation would be ahle to support,
vhen the matter arose, the proposal by the Federal Republic of Germeny thet the
Preparatory Committee shoul® hold informal meetings.
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17. Mr. BJORNERSTEDT (Assistant Secretary-General, Centre for Disarmament),
replying to a ¢ iest¥on by the representative of Mexico concerning deocumentation,
said that it would be possible to proceed at once with the task of analysing the
replies submitted by Member States pursuant to General Assembly resolution 31/189 B
and arranging their contents under various headings; however, communicetions were
still being received and, if 1J or 12 Mey was set as the deadllne, addenda to the
‘document would have to be i._uz?. . The list of 8 or 10 main headings, probably with
subheadings, could be submitted at the next mesting of the Committee, in which caze
the document would be ready by the beg1nn1ng of the following week and the necessary
addenda would be issued later, '

18. Mr. GARCIA ROELES (Mexico) said that the preparat.on of the document should
begin that same day so that it could be circulated the following Monday at the
latest. The list of headings d4id not need to be exhaustive, but, if there was po
time for a more detailed analysis, the replies from Governments should at least be
classified under the following subject headings:

1. The objectives of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament;

2, The main documents which the General Assembly should adopt &t its speecial
session devoted to disarmement and their content:

(a) Decleration of Principles en Disarmament;
(b) Programme of Action on Digarmament;

3. The agenda of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament;

i, The role of the United Nations in the field of disarmement.

19. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee agreed to the suggestion made by the representetive of Mexico.

20, It was so decided.

21. Mr. BJORNERSTEDT (Assistent Secretary-General, Centre for Disarmament),

replying to a question by the representative of Iran concerning the possibility of
including in the document the contents of the statements made by various delegations
at the present session regarding the topics referred to, which would be classified
according to the same criteris as the replies from Member States, said that, although
that procedure had been followed on past ocecasions, it would be necessary for
practical reasons to issue the document. in question after the present session

ended.

22. The CHAIRMAN suggested that, if there was no objection, the meeting should frise
and the Committee should continue its proceedings informally in order to [facilitate
communications between delegations.

23. It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.
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Ith meeting

Thursday , 12 May 1977, at 11 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentins)

A/AC.187/SR.T
GENERAL DEBATE (continued)

1. Mr. JANKOWITSCH‘(Austria) recalled that, in the introduction tc his report on
the work of the Organization in 1975, the Secretary-General of the United Hations
had’ deplored the fact that it had not proved possible to halt or limit the arms
race in & world increasingly preoccupied with the problems of social Justice,
hunger, poverty, develcpment and an equitable sharing"of resources. Today, that
essessment was even more valid. The policy of détente, of which the Austrian
Government was a firm advocate, would have credibility only if it produced
tangible results in the field of disarmament. It was with those considerations in
mind that the Austrian Minister for Foreign Affairs, at the thirty-first session
of the General Assembly, had expressed Austria'’s full support for the convening of
a special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement.

2. The Austrian Government 'ras aware that genuine disarmament could be achieved
only through the political will of States, which in turn depended on the existenc .
of a climate of mutnal confidence and understanding between States and on the
active concern of .urid public opinion. It hoped that the special session would
make a real contribution to building up such confidence and would ensure that the
problems of disarmament were seen in the proper perspective of the over-all
political, social and economic situation. The problems of development and
disarmament were closely related, and the two tasks must therefore succeed
together or fail together.

3. The difficulties impeding procress in disarmament, which stemmed from the
intricate problems.involved, would not disappear by themselves. Accordingly, a
thorough cna sincere examination of the causes underlying the current stagnation
of disarmament negotiations was as necessary as was discussica of the possibility
0i a new anG comprehensive approach to disarmament negotiations leading to the
adoption of a balanced programme of action which would ensure the co-~ordination of
activities carrici out on different levels and in different forums in order to
obtain an accelerated solution of priority problems. Another topic ¢f the
discussions should be the institutional and organizational measures which would
allow the United Nations to carry out more effectively its predominant role in the
field of disarmament. . '

b, The Austrian Government attached special importance to & speedy solution of
the various problems posed by the arms race in both the nuclear and the
convertional fields.. Nuclear disermament continued to be the most urgent of those
prcolems, and the conciusion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, besides
being of vital importance to mankind, would facilitate disarmament in other
fields. The credibility of measures to prevent the horizontal proliferation of
nuclear weapons hinged in particular upon the willingness of the two leading .
r..clear-weapon States to agree on effective measures of niiclear disarmement. In
that context, the fragile basis of the non-proliferation rézime, as demomstrated
by the Review Ccnference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons, cou 1 not be overlooked. National and isternationel actions
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prior to the second Conference would bte a determining factor for the future of
non--proliferation treaties. A related problem was that vosed by the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy, and especially by the peaceful use of nuclear explosive
devices. The special session should elaborate rcccmmendations on the subject.

and the resources of the Tnternational Atomic Energy Agency should alsc be
strengthened.

5. The increasing. build-up of arsenals of so-called conventional weapons in many
parts of the world in recent years was also a cause of great concern to the
international community, particularly because it asccounted for the greatest
proportion of world militarvy expenditures. The solution to that problem called
for an exhaustive examination of the political, social and economic reasons
underlying it.

6. The problem of the demilitarization of outer space, which had not yet been
completely solved, was a third dimension of disarmament. Although it did not
completely eliminate the use of outer space for military purposes, the 1967 Treaty
provided that States Parties to the Treaty would use the Moon and other celestial
bodies only for peaceful purposes. It was to be hoped that in the future it would

_be possible to —each agreement on the total demilitarization of outer space. In

that connexion, mention must be made of proposals such as that concerning en
agreement prohibiting weapons which could destroy the other side's observation
satellites and thereby prevent the verification of compliance with arms limits.

T. A1l States should adopt co-operative measures to put an end to the arms race
and to redirect the resources.currently being used for it towards social and
economic development activities. That also applied to the large percentage of the
world's intellectual resources which was diverted to military purposes. That
aspect should be a topic for the United Nations Conference on Science and
Technologr for Development scheduled for 1979.

8. As to the further conduct of the preparatory work for the special session, his
delegation considered that the Committee should adopt an agenda which ought to be
defined in broad terms in order to be generally acceptable. In that connexion, it
was prepared to support the draft agenda submitied by the delemation of Sri Lanka.
Agreement on the agenda would make it possible to reach an understanding on the
format and character of the final documents of the special session. As its next
step, the Committee should try to agree on the broad outlines c¢f the contents of
the final documents, perhaps in the form of an annotated agenda, which could then
be submitted to the General Assembly at its thirty-second session. During that
work, the Committee should make optimum use of the services of the United Nations
Centre for Disarmament and should request the Secretariat to provide it with the
background information it would need to carry out its task. The expertise of
non-governmental orpanizations and internationally recognized research
organizations could also contribute to an understanding of the problems facing the
Committee.

9. His delegation also supported the establishment of an intersessional working
group to prepare the work to be done at the September session of the Committee.
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It would, however, be necessary carefully to define the terms of reference of the
group, which should be open-ended, and to agree on a generally acceptable
structure for its work, including the period of time for which it would be
convened.

the machinery that could be used in the context of the United Nations.in order to
achieve progress in all aspects of disarmament. His delegation, like many others,
considered that the work of the special session must not be allowed to become
merely a repetition of the work of the First Commi’ ;ee; attention should therefore
be concentrated on general and complete disarmament under effective international
control. In that respect, it must be tcknowledged that the progress made by the
United Nations in the field of disarmament related almost excliusively to side
issues. :

11. Obviously, the first point the Committee must settle was the content of the
agenda of the special session. In that connexion, the document submitted by the
delegation of Sri Lanka on behalf of the group of non-aligned countries
constituted an excellent basis for negotiation, since it reflected the views of a
large number of Member States. The list of items should not, however, be
exhaustive, since Member States were probably interested in dealing with cther
aspects of disarmament. As his delegation had indicated in document A/AC.187/9,
it might be important to have an agenda item providing an opportunity for careful
consideration and possible recommendation of dérafts prepared by United Nations
negotiating bodies which were ready for adoption.

12. His delegation felt that the adoption of a general political declaration

would be very useful and that, among the principles which should be reflected in
such a document, stress should be placed on the relationship between disarmament
and international.security at the global and regional levels. The declaration
should also take into account a Just apportionment of obligations among countries
in matters of nuclear and conventional disarmament. There *-~s no doubt that
greater obligations devolved upon those States which possesswi nuclear arms and
whose enormous arsenals constituted a major threat to world peace. Another basic
principle which should be reflected was the effects of the immense costs of an
unrestreined armaments race on the economic development of the entire
international community.

13. The principle of equality of States and the right o all to participate in
the measures wHich would be adopted for the eventual achievement of general and
complete disarmament should also be taken into account. The agenda should also
give priority to the horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear arms and to
effective measures to deal with the problem, without, however, affecting the
access of non-nuclear-weapon countries to the technology and raw matzrials needed
for peaceful nuclear activities under an effective system of iniernational
safeguards. The establishment of zones of peace and denuclearized zones chould
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also be studied, as’well as the possibility of extending such zones to other
geographical regions.

14, The special session was an excellent opportunity to study the United Nationms
negotiating machinery on disarmament and to consider possibilities for
restructuring it. The United Nations had a guiding rcle to pley in that field. '
The links should therefcre be strengthened between the United Natiocns and certain
organs such as CCD, whose work was extremely useful but which was not in s
position adequately to bring together the views of all the members of the
international community. Finally, consideration should be given to the
possibility of the General Assembly's Lciding further special sessions so as to
continue to serve as an effective instrument in the cause of disarmament.

15. The CHAIRMAN said that, in accordance with the arrangements allowing States
Members of the United Nations which were not members of the Preparatory Committee
to participate withou® the rlght to vote in the work of the Committee, he would
give the floor to the representative of Finland.

16. Mr. BLOMBERG (Finland) saidvthat two simple principles should be kept
.constantly in mind. Firstly, as an essential element of détente, erms control and
disarmament were imperative for the security of nat.ons. Secondly, disarmament
was imperative for the realization of the goz’: f a new international economic
-order. The Members of the United Nations had _.iedged themselves to the creation
of that new international economic order. A number of causes of underdevelopment
had been identified and asgreement had been reached on the structuring of a more
equitable world. However, the continued diversion of scarce human and material
resources to military ends was seriously threatening the attainment of the goals
of development. The special session should reflect an awareness of the organic
link between disarmament and security and the necessity of disarmament for
development.

17. The question of convening a World Disarmament Conference had been raised in
most considerations related to the special session on disarmament. His
Government thought that there was smple reason for it; both would aim at focusing
the attention of the world community on the problem of disarmament in its
entirety. The Finnish Government, like the majority of the Members of the United
Nations, .was committed to the idea of a world conference on disarmament.
Trerefore, it was logical to expect that that would be reflected in the
proceedings of the special session.

18. 1In the view of his delegation, the preparatory work for the special session
should be seen in the context of the ongoing process of negotiations towards arms
control and disarmament agreements. The atmosphere and the possibilities of &
successful outcome of the session would be greatly enhanced if progress in the
negotiaticns could be achieved before the special session. On the other hand, the
agenda should be flexible enough that the work of the special séssion could be
accommodated to results achieved in those negotiations.

19. His delegation found it self-evident that the special session would discuss
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all crucial arms control and disarmament issues. Thus, it should deal with the
serious and urrent problem posed Ly nuclear wenpons, includine the cessation of
nuclear-weapon tests and the reduction of the existing nuclear-weapon arcenals.
ihe risk of the proliferation of nuclesr weapcns was terhans the most serious
facet of the problem: the session should consider action for the stren~thening of
the non-proliferation rérime. The establishment of nuclear-veanon-free zones was
another viable approach to check the upread of those wearons.  The Jimitation and
elimination of other weapons of mass destruction, including chemicul wearons and
new types of weapons, chould also be included in the vork of the secsion. It was
also important that the session should tackle other major icsues. si.ch as the
trade in’ and transfer of conventional arms. His deleration welcomee the Swedish
Goverament 's rroposal for a study of the interrelationshing between Jisar <o nt
efforts and economic end socinl vrogress, end offured its full co-oreration in
that undertaking.

20. The relatively slow prorress in disarmament nerotiations was mainly due to
the inherent complexity of thc probler rather than to the lack of acequate
rachinery and procedurcs either within the fromework of the Unitoed ations or
outside it. At the same time, improvements should be made in the evistine
nechanisms and procedures so as tc strensthen the role of the Unitec Tations in
the field of disarmament.

2l. MNr. UNLLAT (Hungary) said that Hunprary's suprort for the speciwzl sesnion of
the General Ascermbly devoted to disarmement wus not a mutter of sublective
decicion, but followed from its social system. 1In everv internationsl forum,
Hungery had suprorted attempts aimed at enhancing the cause of disarmament.

22. liunrary was convinced that the elimination of the srms race recuired the

common effort of all States, and considered that the best frumework for that vac a
florld Disarmament Confercnce. Some m: intained that the holding of that

Conference would not be a realistic solution because of the orposition of certain
Powerse Kecent history had provided many examples of the achievement of goals wiaich
ceemed unrealistic a few years earlier. %hen a number of countries proposed holding a
Buropean Conference on recurity and Co-operation, for some the propczal had also :eemed
to be unrealistic; luter, however, it had been possible to hold the Conference. It
should be pointed out that the political climate in Purope had improved considerably
in recent times and that any progrcss achieved in the field of disarmament would
surely accelerate the process of détente. The World Disarmement Ccnference would

be a new approach in internatfonal disarmament negotiaticns, and Hungary considered

it very important that the special sessicn snould devote due attenticn to it an
include it as a separate item in the agenda, ‘

23. With respect to the agenda of the special session, 1t was evident that a
general debate on dissrmument. wus needed, as well ss a realictic appraisal of the
present situation, sc as to draw correct conclusions for the future, While
reviewirg the role of th¢ United Natione and that of the existing machinery in the
field of disarmament, one should keep in mind the proven usefulnees and the so far
unused capacities of thut machinery.

Ph.  In that connexion, it should be stressed timt the mu.n task of the special

session should be not to repluace the existing maclhinery o 7orums but to exert a
favoureble influence on them, sirce the slow progress !: ihe field of disarmement
was not due to "imperfect" machinery but rather to the lack of adequate political

~38~




will. His delegation hoped.that the special session would contribute to the
impro- ¢cment of the political climate, which would in turn be reflected in greater
progress in the existing disarmament forums. .

25. The need for achieving concrete results in the field of disarmement was
unquestionable, but they could be achieved only if the basic document respected
certain principles, such as the need for States to take into account each other's
security interests, the exclusion of unilateral military advantages for any State
or group of States, and the universality of disarmament both in the geographical
sense and in the sense of types of weapons.

26. The sequence of items on the agenda should be formulated in a logical way,
which meant that the adoption of the final document or documents must be the
outcome of the whole work of the session.

27. Finally, his delegation considered the preparations for the special session a
continuous process and was certain that the General Assembly would renew the
mandate of the Preparatory Committee. ¥t trusted that at that time it would be
possible to enlivge the Committee in order to accommodate thnse socialist
countries which played an impertant role in disarmament questions as members of
.the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. He requested that the
observations of his delegation and the delegations of other socialist countries on
that point should be reflected in the report of the Preparatory Committee to the
thirty-second session of the General Assembly.

28. Mr, ZEQ (Colombia) said it must be remembered that the forthcoming special
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session devoted to disarmament had been the solution found by the General Assembly
to try to remedy the resounding failure of the United Nations in the field of
disarmement and the failure of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.
whieh had not yet produced any positive results that might benefit mankind. His
delepgation was concerned that too much emphasis might be placed on declarations or
appraisals of the world dissrmament situation and that the participants in the
special session might become involved in philosonhical discussions that would use
up the short time available to them without of fering the world any panacea.

29, Vith regard to the draft agenda submitted by the delegation of Sri Lanka on
behalf of the non-aligned group in the Preparatory Committee, while it might be
useful to carry out a review and appraisal of the present international
disarmament situation and to adopt a declaration of principles on disarmament -
something which the General Assembly had already done on countless occasions - his
delegation felt that item 3 of the draft egenda, namely the adontion of a
programme of action on disarmament, was most important and should be the core of
the work of the special session. Nothing could be pained from 2 rhetorical
declaration of principles if it was not accompanied by a propramme of well-
conceived measures. for arms limitation. Such measures should be aimed at ending
the proliferation of nuclear weapons, limiting conventional weapons, and
eliminating incendiary and chemical weapons and weapons of mass destruction.
Mevertheless, a mere announcement of such measures would not be sufficient; it
would be necessary ~ prepare backrround docum~nts on each one snd to formulate
practical suggest. 1= "n them.
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30. In discussions of practical measures, the need to prevent the proliferation
of nuclear weapons and to eliminate nuclear stockpiles was constantly stressed.
But there were other more urgent matters, since the horrible consequences of such
weapons made it very unlikely that they would ever be used. On the other hand,
the existing traffic and trade in conventional weapons kindled conflicts for
profit. Nearly $20 billion were currently being invested in that trade. For
example, on the Latin American continent, where large masses of the population
were afflicted by the tragedy of underdevelopment, $570 million had been spent. on
arms in 1975.

31. Do matter how hard the General Assemdly tried to achieve positive results in
the field of disarmament, its efforts would be futile unless the countries
responsible for the tragedy of the arms race throughout the world showed a will to
co-operate.

32. In its letter addressed to the Secretary-General pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 31/182 B, the Government of Colombia stated that disarmement was in no
way dependent on the will of the tirganization as such, or even on that of the vast
majority of ite Members: it depended solely on the will of the countries that
manufactured weapons, that had been stockpiling them, that traded in them and that
derived both military and pelitical power and enormous financial profit from that
lethal industry. Sc long as those countries were unwilling to disarm, to reduce
the rate of weapons production or to place the interests of mankind in general
above their own interests and hunger for power, nothing would be gained, no matter
how many special sessions of the General Assembly or how meny world conferences on
disarmament were held.

33. The CHAIRMAN reminded members that at the previous meeting (A/AC.187/SR.6)
the Mexican representative had suggested that the Secretariat should prepare a
document comparing the replies sent, to the Secretary-General by Member States
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 31/189 B. He had also suggested some
headings for the relevant subdivisions. Tn line with that suggestion, the
Secretariat had prepared a draft list of - ight headings, namely: (1) General
remarks; (2) Objectives of the special session: (3) Preparatory work for the
special session; (4) Agenda; (5) Organization of work of the special session*

(€) Principal document or documents of the special session: (7) Role of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament; and (8) Other matters. '

3%. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) said he had no objection to the héadings suggested, but
believed that one important. subject was missing: the Worid Conference on
Disarmament. . Many of the Governments' replies had placed special emphasis on that
natter. It had also been mentioned duriug the general debate at the
organizational session cof the Preparatory Committee and even in the statements at
the current meeting. Several delegations, including the Polish delegation, had
suggested that preparations for the World Disarmament Conrference should be
included as a separate item. It would seem legical to include it among the
headings just read out by the Chairman. He would not officially press the matter,
if it was understood that the question of the World Disarmament Conference would
be included at an appropriate place and would be the subject of one of the working
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papers to be prephred under one of the headings, such as the one relating‘to the
agenda.

35. The CHAIRMAN said that the Preparatory Committee would of course decide what
headings shouid be included in the Secretariat document. The question of the
World Disermament Conference was obviously extremely important, as had been
scknowledged by most States Members of the United Nations.

36. It should be pointed out that the 1ist submitted by the Secretariat had been
very carefully worded in order to avoid mentioning specific subjects. Several
questions, such as the declaration on disarmament or the programme of action on
disarmament, had been mentioned in some replies but had not been included in the
1list of headings. The list was of a general nature and did not exclude any
subject. A place could be found for the question of the World Disarmament
Conference because, for example, in speaking of the objectives of the special
session, the Secretariat would have to quote from the replies of Member States
which had ccnsidered the World Disarmament Conference to be one of the main
objectives of the specisl session.

.37. Likewise, with regard to the heading "Agenda", once a consensus was reached
on what items should be included, if it was felt that the World Disarmament
Conference should be on the agenda, it would be mentioned under that heading.

38. Since the representative of Poland, in a spirit of co-operation, had said
that he would not press his point, if the Cheirman's explanation was understood to
mean that the World Disarmament Conference would be somevhere on the list, he
asked the Polish representative not to press his request; the eight headings
submitted by the Secretariat could then be approved by consensus.

39. Mr. MIRZA (Pakistan) said that the Chairman had satisfactorily explained what
subjects would be included on the list, but he had some difficulty understanding
how it would contribute to a logical and systematic organization of work. In the
proposal of the non-aligned group (A/AC.187/43), item 4 was entitled "Review of the
role of the United Natiops in disarmament and of the international machinery for
negotiations on disarmament, including the question of convening a world
dissrmement conference". Since that item was on the agenda, he wondered whether
it was necessary to include heading T, "Role of the United Nations in the field
of disarmament", of the Secretariat list. Tt seemed to him that the role of the
United Nations in the field of disarmament could be included under item 4 of the
draft agenda.

40. He had no difficulty in accepting the 1ist of headings and would not press
his position, although he felt that his susgestion would permit a more systematic
organization of work.

41. The CHAIRMAN explaired that the draft agenda submitted by the delegation of
opri Lanka was being discussed with other regional groups and did not represent a
final text. It was therefore tco early to say whether item 4 would retain its
present form or would be modified. That would depend on the outcome of the
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discussions. If item 4 remained unchanged, the comments of the representative of
Pakistan were very much to the point. Otherwise, heading 7 might be included.

L2, Mr. FERRETTI (Italy) sugmested that heading 7 of the list proposed by the
Secretariat should be amended to read: 'Role of the United Nations and other
internatjonal organi.ations in the field of disarmement”. Comments on the
importance of CCD in future work on disarmament would thus be taken into account.
The suggestion would also ensure that reference to activities parallel to those of
the United lNMations in the field of disarmament was not omitted from the analytical
document.

43. Mr. HARRY (Australia) considered that the proposed list of headings was
adecuate. If no consensus was reached on the apmenda, it might be useful to
summarize the proposals under headings 4. Otherwise, that would be pointless. As
to where the views of Governments regarding a Vorld Disarmament Conference should
be included, that would depend on the context in which they mentioned the
Conference, although generally speaking they would be included under heading 7.
That heading did not require amendment, as it was sufficiently broad to cover the
World Disarmament Conference, the special session and relations between the United
Hations and other international bodies.

4. r. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) thanked the Secretariat Tor its useful response to
his initiative. He believed that the proposed list should be approved, since the

goal was to classify the replies of Governments by the beginning of the following

week. As the list was not inflexible, the Secretariat could, if necessary, modify
the headings later as more material bacame available.

45. Mr. SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of Germany) supported the proposal made by the
representative of Iran the previous day to tue effect that the analysis should
include not only the replies of Governments but also the statements made at the
current session during the general debate. As regards heading T, he supported the
suggestion of the representative of Italy that reference should be made to CCD.
He also agreed with the interpretation given by the Australian delegation.

L6. The CHAIRMAN considered that the suggestion of the representative of Iran was
very helpful and tlat the opinions expressed during the general debate should be
included. Hevertheless, tlere was a technical difficulty: the summary records of
the Committee's meetings required three days to prepare and, if those were to be
included in the document under discussiorn, it would be impossible to have it ready
for the following week. The document would therefore have to be drafted on the
basis of the definite information already available, namely, the replies of
Governments. At the end of the current session, the opinions expressed during the
reneral debate would be included in a subseauent document.

L7. Mr. A RASINGHE (Sri Lanka) said that he accepted the list of eight headings
prepared by the Secretariat. He stressed the importance of producing the 1list as
quickly as possible, so that it could be used during the work of the Preparatory
Committee. ‘
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48. Mr. ALEM (Secretary of ihe Committee) recalled that at the fifth meeting of
the Committee (A/AC.18T/SR.5) the representative of Canada had requested a list of
items which were usually included in the agenda of General Assembly sessions.

The Secretariat had prepared and distributed Conference room paper No. 1, to which
a small correction should be made. After item 1, the full stop should be replaced
by a commes and the following words added: "in accordance with rule 30 of the
rules of procedure of the General Assembly”. Rule 30 stated: "At the opening of
2ach session of the General Assembly, the chairman of that delegation from which
the President of the previous session was elected shall preside until the Assembly
has elected = President for the session."

49, Following the item on the adoption of the agenda, there would be a list of
the substantive items approved by the Committee, representing a recommendation by
the Committee to the General Assembly at its thirty-second session. The closing
meeting would repeat item 2 (Minute of silent prayer or meditation).

50. The other question raised by the representative of Canada had referred to the
possible financiel implications of any decisions tsken at the special session.
When it decided to convene a special session, the General Assembly also took a
.decision regarding the officers for the special session, including the President,
Vice-President and Committee Chairmen. When a decision had financial
implicaetions, rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly should
apply: the Secretary-General should inform the Committee of those implications
and the information should then be forwarded to the Advisory Committee on
Administrative and Budgetary Questions as well as to the Fifth Committee. If the
officers and Committee Chairmen were the same as for the regular session of the
General Assembly, that would mean that the Fifth Committee was in session and
could therefore meet. Any recommendations made by the Fifth Committee would then
by transmitted to the special session of the General Assembly, where a final
decision would be taken.

The meetins rose at 1 p.m.
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8th meeting
Friday, 13 May 1977, at 11.10 a.m.

Chairmen: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.8

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to documents A/AC.187/29, A/AC.187/30 and
A/AC.187/31 prepared by the Secretariat at the Cormittee's request, which contained
a compilation of disarmement resolutions adopted by the General Assenbly, & paper
on existing principles and proposals for the conduct of disarmament negotiations,
and & description of the existing structures and mechinery for disarmament
negotiations. The documents were in English; the other language versior.s would be
circulated as soon as they were ready. '

2.  wr. BJORKWERSTEDT (Assistant Secretary-General, Centre for Disarmement) said
that delegations had asked the Secretariat to consider preparing a number of
studies and background papers for use by the Preparatory Committee. The request
.._ had beeu considered from the standpoint of existing resources and of the time
Tevailable for preparing such documents between meetings of the Committee.

\\ .

3. With regard to the request made by the representstive of liexico, who had
asked for infé?ma§§on on the 10 worling papers mentioned in the Mexican reply
(A/AC.167/34), the Secretariat believed that it might be possible to prepare them,
on the understanding that they would be summaries or comparative lists providing
- essential background information\fbr the use of delegations, but would not in any
way constitute in-deptl studies oﬁ“éaqﬁ topic.

L.  He wished to mention that it would be rather difficult to obtain information
on some of the 10 points mentioned in the liexican reply, such as point 9, concerning.
agreements concluded in the strategic arms limitation talks, since those
negotiations were confidential and it was impossible to obtain an up~-to~date and
reliable report on every detail. As to point 6, the report would be incomplete,
since information was not available on every single disarmament meeting., Vitch
respect to the Polish request that the Secretariat should pPrepare s compilation of
all disaruament agreements and proposals officially submitted to the United Hetions,
that information was already covered in detail in two books on the question of
disarmament covering the period 1945-1975. However, the Secretariat understood
that what the representative of Poland had in mind was a compilation of the
essential parts of all the agreements. In that as well as in the other cases,

the Secretariat would appreciate it if delegations would give it some guidance as

to the urgency and priorities of the various papers envisaged, so that it could
concentrate on those whici would be of immediate use.

GENERAL 4BATE (continued)

5. wmr. VAERNO (Norway) said that the forthcoming special session of the General
- Assembly dzvoted to disarmament offered a valuable opportunity for focusing globsl
attention on a complex of problems which urgently required re-evaluation, fresh
thoughts ané, above all, political action. Not only did the arms race represent a




threat to peace and %o the security of all nations; it also involved an
unacceptable waste of resources in a world of poverty and distress. The special
session would contribute to a greater understanding-and awareness on the part of
the public of issues wnich to an increasing extent were becoming technical
questions only fully understood by experts. In that connexion, the
non-governmental orgenizations had an important function to perform.

G. There now seemed to exist general agreement on the basic elements of the
agends for the special session, and he appealed to delegations to finalize that
agreement so that the Committee coulw move on to othier areas of activity.

7. lorway felt that disarmamnent issues shoula be viewed in a broad political
context, and it would be particularly important to consider them also from a
resource and development perspective. Ian that connexion, Norway would regard the
preparation of a United Wations study on the relationship between disarmament and
economic and social development, in the context of & new international economic
oraer, as a valuable contribution.

o. Regarding specific arms control and disarmament questions, his delegation,
like many others, felt that the special session should prepare a realistic

programie of action. There seemed to be general agreement that the guestion of
nuclear proliferation, vertical as well as horizontal, should be given priority.

9. Norway supported the idea that the agenda of the special session should
include the question of strengthening the role of tihe United Nations in the field
of disarmawent. It would seem natural, as a first step, to base its work on the
reconmendations of thie Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role of the United
wations in the Field of Disarmemnent, adopted by the General Assembly at its
thirty-first session. lle considered the following measures to be of particular
importance: improving the methods of work of the First Committee of the General
Assembly in disarmement ilatters; improving existing United Hations facilities for
the collection, compilation and dissenination of information on disarmament issues,
incressed use of in-depth studies of the arms race, disarmement and related
natters, and strengthening of the resources of the United Nations Secretariat.

10. With regard to negotiations on general and complete disarmament, Norway had
always emphasized the particular importance of the perticipetion of all nuclear-
veapon States, whether in CCD, in thie special session or in an eventual World
Disarmament Conference. Sucli a conference would not be meaningful unless all
uilitarily important States took part, especially all nuclear Powers. Hovever,
that did not seem to be a realistic prospect at present.

11. mr. UPADHYAY (iiepal) said the fact that the General Assembly resovlution
convening & speclal session devoted to disarmament had been adopted by consensus was
an indicaetion of the rrowing willingness of States to participate in disarmament
negotiations in a broader forum. The existing bilateral and multilateral forums
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for negotiations had been unable to aclhieve any significant results in the field

of disarmament, and as a consequence the world vas armed to the teeth with the

most lethal array of weapons imaginable.

12. Sensing tne urgency and seriousness of tlic problem, the non-aligned countries
had taken a positive step at theii fiftn summit meeting in Colombo in 1976 and had
adopted a resolution calling on the United llations to convene a special session
uevoted to disarmament. The General Asseuwbly of the United Nations had subsequently
adopted, at its thirty-first session, a resolution to convene a special session
devoted to disarmament.

13. Problems relating to disarmament coulG not be sclved in one or two special
sessions of the General Assembly. iIveryone knew that the problems were too complex
and myriad in nature. But the time had come to taclle the issues squarely rather
than to avoid them simply because they were too numerous and complicated. The
special session would provide ain unprecedented opportunity and a suitable framework
for all endeavours to that end. Success or failure would depenc to a large extent
on the work done by tie Preparatory Committee anc the progress achieved in its
deliberations. The first tasi. before the Committee was to agree on an agenda for
the special session. Once tuere was agreement on the agenda, it would be much
easier to plan the future work of tue Committee. Although not exhaustive, the four
items enumerated in document A/AC.187/43, submitted by Ambassador Amerasinghe on
benalf of the non-aligned group, covered by and large the main areas that the
special session would have to concentrate on. As pointed out in that document, the
special session should proceed with the review anc appraisal of the present
international situation anc the causes uncerlying the lack of progress in the field
of disarmament, since such a stocl~-taking would male it possible to correct
mistakes anu chart a future course of action with greater prospects of success.

14. Disarmement must be linked with economic development. However unpalatable it
wmight be to a few, the trutu remained that disarmacent could contribute to real
developuwent in a great number of countries and bencfit the vast majority of mankind
wiuile at the same time imparting a sense of international peace and security.

15. The special session should take up other important questions like the
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty anc the non~proliferation treaty, the concept
of tue nuclear-weapon-free zone and the creation of zones of pcace. One of the
Lost alarming features of the current situztion was the phenomenal growth in
conveutional arms. The production and developuent of conventional weapons at
preseat accounted for four fiftlis of the entire cependiture on armaments. That
probles therefore required study, as did the effect of international trade in arms
on tune growth of conventional arms.

lu. having reviewed anu uiscussed the existing, situation, the special session
siioulu araw up and adopt a declaration of principles on disarmanent, along with a
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cowpreiiensive prograume of action in tLhal field. Thcre seoared to be a broodt
uesree of apreement on thot point.

17. A umajor arca for consiceration s:;ould be tie machinery for disarmsment. [lis
delefation considered thint ihe United uations shoull rlay an increasingly vcetive
role in the field of disarmament. It supported the convening of a 'orld
Visurmament Conference with the pzrticipeotion of all major Powers, includine the
nuctear PFovwers.. -

1{. In conclusion, he visnea to point out that many non-governmental
organizations had beeu actively associated tfor many years vith questions relating
to disarmanient, tueir knowledge anc experience should be utilized and tiwy should
be encouraged to continue their uscful work.

19. ..r. FLORIN (Gemnan Lewocratic Lepublic) said that the German Demoeratic
sepublic was striving for geueral anc complete ¢isarmanen! and weos ready to exncrt
the {reatest efforts to that end. llow thaat the nccessity of bhaltine the arnms race
anu rakiiy; a start on disarmaneat was apparent, there was a more fsvceurable climcte
for tie auvption of conerete m.asures to that ena. The Uaited iations hacd
speclal responsibility for maintaining irternational pecce and security b
implewenting the decisions of its various orpgaus.

3
e

<0. the resolution on the World visarmament Coufercnce had been adonted in 1971
and hud been coenfirmed at all suvsequent sessions of the General Assembly. A
Worlu visarmanient Conference, with the participation of all States, would be a
proper representative forum in wuich btroad mecsures tor disarmaient could te
uiscussed. The Governmcent of the German Lenmocratic Republic believed thot such a
conference woulu have tlie nccessary authority to achieve real progress on tie
question of disarmament. A session of the General Assenbly, or a srecial session,
could uot replace a world conference. 1In the vievw of the fGerman Democratic
ticpublic, the liuk between a special session devoted to disarmement arc¢ the Uorld
Visarmament Conference was that the special session could and should be made an
imgortant step in the process of conve:r ln: a World Disarwanent Conference. That
rocition was in keeping with the ":lombo Declaration, and he regretted the attempts
witich had been made to ignore t - hasic document of the Coleombo Conference un so
important a question.

21. With regard to the agenda for the special session, his delegutiun considered
that it would be inappropriate at the current stage to adopt hard and fast
formulations wirtich in fact cunstituted ana ssessment of the situation prevailing
in the disarmament field. The decisions of the General Assembly should mt be
anticipated, since there was always a danger of being mistaken.

22. Itwas a fact that the first partial results in the area of arms limitation

and disarmament already existed in the form of bilateral and multilateral agreements.
On the other hand, the arms race continued to an increasing extent and the danger

of a world war was not eliminated.
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23. The German Democratic Republic had always linked consideration of the vroblem
of arms limitation and disarmement with that of man}” other questions of world-wide
importance, since all:were closely bound up with the security of States, and their
solution was therefore very compiex.

2k, The failure of certain bodies to achieve positive results could frequently be
explained by the lack of will on the part of States. His delegation hoped that the
debate which would take place at the special session of the Ceneral Asgembly
devoted to disarmament would create an atrosphere conducive to achieving positive
agreements in the disarmament field.

25. UDLven if the special session merely established principles, that would
nevertheless constitute a new step in the desired direction. The final document

or documents might contain something more than mere principles, since proposals
already existed with regard to curtailment of the puclear arms race, prohibition of
nuclear tests, banning and destruction of chenicsl weapons, prohibition of new
types of weapons of mass destruction and reduction of armed forces and conventional
weapons. In that connexion, the memorandum on questions of ending the arms race
and disarmament, submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republies in

September 1976 {(A/31/232), deserved detailed study.

26. As to the final document or documents, there was a need for prior study of the
replies sent by Governments to the Secretary-General in pursuance of General
Assembly resolution 31/189 B, He regretted to note that fewer than half of all

lMember States had submitted replies.

2T7. During the forthcoming weeks questions directly related to the special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament would be considered in many forums,
Disarmement questions would also be considered at the thirty-second session of the
General Assembly. The outcome of all those discussions should be borne in mind
during preparations for the special session. Conseguently, only after the thirty-
second session would it be possible to mak= concrete preparations for drawing up

a final document of the special session.

28. Like the other States of the socialist community, the Germen Democratic
Republic felt that the special session should contribute to the solution of

disarmament problems.

29. At the first meeting of the Preparatory Committee (A/AC.187/SR.1), his
delegation had pointed out that, when the Committee was being set up, the views of
the socialist States of Eastern Lurope had not been taken into .account.
Accordingly, it would be appropriate if the question of the composition of the
Preparatory Committee was examined at the thirty-second session of the General
Assembly with a view to increasing the number of its members, The Committee's
report to the General Assembly at its thirty-second session should include s

recomimendation to that effect.
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30. In the statement made b, foland on 10 May 1977 (A/AC.187/SR.5), the Secretariat
had been requested to provide the Committee with a document listing disarmament
proposals officially submitted to the United Nations. That document wéuld present
the substance of the proposal, the date and country of submission, and the status
of ite follow-up. His delegation supported that suggestion, since it felt that

the document weuld enrich the working documents available to delegations.

"3i. Mr, ASHE (United Kingdom) said that his delegation warmly welcomed the

decision teken by the Ccumittee at its fourth meeting (A/AC.187/SR.k) concerning

the participation of non-governmental orgenizations in the work of the Commit tee,
since the subjects under discussion affected the way of life, and even the lives
themselves, of peoples all over the world. The non-governmental orgenizations, which
reflected public opinion on questions of disarmament, should have the opportunity

to make known to delegations their views on the metters under discussion, and it was
to be hoped that they would take advantage of the possibilities which the Committee
had provided for them,

32. On the subject of the agenda of the special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, he felt that the wording of the agenda should not be
prejudicial to the points of view of any particular State or group of States.
Therefore, with regard %o itcu 1, which would consist of a general debate, his

. delegation did not favour language which appeared to make a judgement in regard to
the present disarmament situation or attempted to single out some aspects of *he
special session's deliberations as being more significant than others. Similarly,
with regard to item 4, his delegation felt it inappropriate to single out specific
proposals concerning international disarmament machinery, since that could endanger
the prospects of active participation by all members in the work of the spe-ial
session. Such selection would amount to discrimination. His delegation hoped that
‘the special session would result in broad agreement on disarmament machinery and
the means by which the work of the special session should be followed up. The
special session was still a Year away and it was not appropriate in 1977 to
prejudge decisions which the special session was to consider in 1978.

33. On the subject of the documentation which the Committee should request the
United Nations Centre for Disarmament to provide, he was grateful to the
representative of Mexico for his proposal that the Centre should prepare a document
sumrarizing the views of Governments on different aspects of the special session
under appropriate headings. For the rest, it would be necessary to preceed with
some caution. In the first place, there was the question of finance. The

General Assembly ut its thirty-first session had allocated the sum of $90,000

for the preparation of background documents for the special session, and he felt
that the Secretariat should not be requested to provide material costing more than
the sum available. Moreover, the Centre for Disarmament had limited ranpowver,

More important, in requesting the Centre to prepare studies, it was necessary to
bear in mind the political implications of those studies. His delegation had a
high regard for the impartjality of the Centre for Disarmament and for its ability
to deal with potentially difficult subjects in a non-controversial manner. However,
it felt that the Centre should not be asked to prepare studies which would require
of it political judgements of the sort which international civil servants, who
must always remain impartial, should not be asked to make.
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34. 4s to the future work of tlie Committee once the acenda for the special session
had& been agreed, his dclepation arreed with the views expressed by the
representative of Sweden at the 5th meeting (A/AC.137/SR.5) to the effect that the
primary object of the present session of the Preparatory Coumittee should be to
start action -oriented preparations for the special session so as to lay a tusis

for otuer discussions on the substantive issues bLefore the special session itsclf,
The representative of Sweden had also said that by the end of the current session
of the Committee a decision should be taken concerning the work to be accomplished
during the intersessional period. ilis delegation further wgreed with the

statenent made Ly the representative of Romania on 11 ilay (A/AC.187/SR.6) to the
effect that the Conmittee had the responsibility tc complete the preparation of
the draft documents of the special session before the session opened. 4n this regird,
his delegation agreed with the sugrestions made by the representative of Canada
and vas also willing to give positive consideration to other proposnls concerning
ways in vhich work on the basic documents of the special session could be

pursued between the present time and Sertember.

35. His dclegation repeated its pledge to play an active and positive role in
the search for a co-operative approach to the problems to be considered both by
the Preparatory Committeec and at the special session and drew attention to tle
fact that, in the reply sent to the Secretary-General in compliance with
resolution 31/189 B, the United Kingdom Government had expressed the view that a
special session could enhance the prospects for disarmament, provided that it was
thoroughly prepared and widely attended, particularly by all significant nilitary
Powers. Thorough preparation meant that preparations should start as soon as
possible, wide and active attendance uould be facilitated by a sensible
compromise on the question of the apenda. Such a compromise would ve an iwportant
first step in the achievement of the co-operative appronch vhich was sought.

ihe meetinr, rose at 12.10 p.ni.
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9th meeting
Monday, 16 May 1977, at 11.05 a.m.

Chaimman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.18T/SR.9
GENERAL DEBATE (continued) .

1. Mr. KAISER (Bangladesh) considered that the escalating global budget for the
maintenance and expansion of the means of destruction, in a world where countless
millions of people barely managed to subsist, was sufficient justification for the
convening of the special session devoted to disarmament. In the opinion of his
Government, the special session afforded a vital opportunity for tackling anew the
fundamental problems concerning disarmament, on the basis of equal participation by
all States. The most important objective of the special session must be to
marshall the political will of all countries, big or small, to give new impetus and
stimulus to the disarmament process. A critical =lement for the success of that
catalytic endeavour was education of world public opinion regarding the magnitude
and dangers of the arms race and the efforts required to halt it. Success would
also depend on the ability of all States to create the necessary climate of mutual
confidence arnd understanding, backed by objective facts and studies that could
provide a positive framework and time-phased programme for future action.

2. There appeared to be an emerging consensus regarding the need to have a general
declaration on disarmament, the main focus of which would be an evaluation cf past
endeavours, s set of practical guidelines and principles reflecting the common
denominator of international consciousness and the incorporation of the majcr
objectives desired.

3. His Government believed that the irrevocable link between security and economic
development was of cardinal importance, since peace and prosperity were indivisible.
He also stressed that considerations of netional security were incompatible with
disarmament, so long as no international security system existed. The real issue
of disarmament, therefore, hinged on the balance between national insecurity and
t’ 2 degree of international trust that could be collectively reinforced.

L. The crucial role of the United Wations in the process could never be
over-estimated; nor could the need to channel resources freed by disarmament
measures towards the effective promotion of the social and economic progress of
humanity, particularly in the developing countries. Equally important was the
recognition of the right of all States to free and equal access to technology for
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

5. Among the most important principles governing future disarmament negotiations
was the recognition that progress towards disarmament was the responsibility of all
States, individually and collectively. Nevertheless, it was the special
responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States to participate in and implement
disarmament measures, and also to guarantee that they would not resort to the use,
or threat of use, of nuclear weapons against other States and in particular against
non-nuclear-weapon countries.

6. Disarmament was intimately related to the search for a new international
political and economic order based on mutual trust and justice, on the principle of
equal security for all States, on the recognition of national independence and on
international co-operation.
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T. The acid test of the Preparatory Committee, and indeed of the special session
itself, would be its ability to formulate a programme of action-oriented
recommendations, incorporating specific and achievable objectives and with machinery
for co-ordinating, reviewing and following up action ~ & programme that was fiexible
and realistic enough to command the widest support.

8. Among the basic ingredients of such a programme, the highest priority must be
given to measwes pertaining to nuclear dissrmament, the containment of vertical
proliferation, including cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, and the reduction and
complete elimination of nuclear arsemals. Equally important were efforts to contain
horizontal proliferation, by increasing the credibility of measures towards that
end. Closely related to those questions were prodlems posed by the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy, their accessibility to all nations under effective internationsl
safeguards and the avoidance of dangers comnected with nuclear explosive devices.
His CGovernment was vitelly interested in measures to strengthen regional and
gubregional co-operation, in order to encourage the relaxation of tension and the
settlement of disputes on the basis of friendship and recognition of equal
govereignty. Such collateral disarmament measures as the creation of zones of peace
and nuclear-free zones were particularly important. Another area of vital interest
was the generation of resources for peace through a more rational use of the vast
surs wasted on the arms race. He therefore fully supported the proposal submitted
by Sweden for a United Nations study on the relationship between disarmament efforts
and econcmic and soecial progress.

9, Like other countries, Bangladesh also subscribed to the view that one of the
serious omissions in the agenda in the past had been the phenomenal growth in the
conventional arms race. The real threat to inlternational security continued to
emanate from conflicts located in States of the third world. The ramifications of
those problems should also be the subject of discussion and recommendations during
the special session devoted to disarmament.

10. So far as institutional znd follow-up measures were concerned, he strongly
supported the strengthening of the central role of the United Mations in the
disarmament process. He agreed that attention should be devoted to streamlining and
restructuring the working methods of existing bodies, such ag CCD, in order to make
them more representative and.also to link then mcre intimately with the General
Assembly. .

11. Mr. ALZAMORA (Peru) said that, in view of the high hopes placed in disarmament
by the vast majority of the human race, the Preparatory Committee was under an
obligation to make every possible effort to ensure that proper preparations were
made for the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The
special session was timely because the arms race had already reached an
indescribable level. It was also important because all éther efforts to consider
the armaments problem in a suitable manner had been partial or had not won general
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acceptance. The success of the current ondeavour would be a victory not for any
group or groups of countries but for the whole world community.

12, His Covernment believed that, although all States had a responsivility in the '
task of disarmament, sole States had a greater responsibility than others, and that
the failure of the claim that the arms race contributed to increased security must
be borne in mind in all thinking on the subject. The special session must establish
the broad objectives and the most important guidelines for future action.
Substantive principles for disarmament must be compiled and identified.

Requirements for action must be stipulated. Finally, decisions must be adopted so
that the United Nations could play its appropriate role in the field of disarmament.

13. In the cutline of action and the establishment of priorities, vital importance
must be attached to the cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests, to respect for
nuclear-veapon~free zones and zones of peace and other appropriate measures.

1. The Preparatory Committee had before it & draft agenda submitted by +he
delegation of Sri Lanka on behalf of the non-aligned countries. The adoption of
an agenda in agreement with other groups of countries appeared to be very near and
his delegation welcomed that first agreement, which would enable progress to be
made on other important questions.

15. It had been suggested that the Committee should proceed to prepare the
principal documents for the special session. His delegation zgreed with that
proposal since it was clear that the more progress was made in that preliminary
stage, the better would be the atmosphere at the special session and the chances
for the adoption of final agreements.

16, Mr. CORBCA DA COSTA (Brazil) stated that, throughout the years, Brazil had
shown its readiness to participate in efforts aimed at promoting the objective of
general and complete disarmament under effective international control, not only in
the @eneral Assembly but also in CCD and in other international bodies. Brazil had
co-sponsored resolution 31/189 B which had been adopted by the General Assembly by
consensus;

17. The views of the Brazilian Government on the subject of the special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmameut were set forth in document A/AC.187/49
daeted 11 May 1977.

18. 1In that reply, addressed t~ the Secretary-General in accordance with resolution
31/189 3, the Government of Brazil had envisaged the adoption by the special session
of two basic documents: the first would be a political declaration of principles
and guidelines for future negotiations on disarmament, and the second would be a
programme of action for general and complete disarmament under effective
international control.



19. The declaration of principles and suidelines should, in the viev of his
delegation, inelude the following essential elements: first, the international
community should give maximum priority to negotiating efforts in the rield of nucl-ar
disarmament; second, disarmament measures should be correlated with the preservation
and strengthening of international security in order to avoid the ereation of
military imbalances which might, during the negotiation process, Jeopardize
international peace; third, the principle that resvonsibilities and obligations
should be balanced must prevail in the field of disarmament; furthermore,
obligations should not be discriminatory in nature; fourth, new international
confidence~building measures or measures of non-armament should be accompanied

by truly significant steps in the field of real disarmament; fifth, the verification
system should be an integral element of agreements on disarmament and should be
implemented by the adootion of adequate methods, both at the national and
international levels; sixth, all States, including those rossessing nuclear

weapons, should participate on an equal footins in international nepotiations on
disarmament; seventh, international efforts on cherical weapons should proceed at

an accelerated pace, along with efforts to deal with weapons of mass destruction,
arms which caused unnecessary suffering and those which weve rarficularly inhumane;
eighth, all countries must have free access to peaceful technologies both in the
nuclear and cther fields, with standardized non-discriminatory and universal
safeguards. The system of safeguards should be applied equally to all States and
should be extended, whenever necessary, tc cover new advances in technolomicsl
research and development. HNone of those Heasures, however, should permit
unwarranted interference in the sovereignty of States or threaten scientific,
technological or economic development for essentially peaceful purposes; ninth,

firm commitments should be made to apply significant vortions of the savings derived
from disarmament measures to the promotion of economic development in less

developed areas. Those commitments would facilitate the esteblishment of a new
international economic order; tenth, the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States
should rest on concrete cormitments on the part of the nuclear veapon States, such
as the commitment to respect denuclearized zones and zones of peace, positive
guarantees on the part of nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States belonging to denuclearized zones,
and an agreed programme of measures for general and complete disarmament,

elaborated on non-diseriminatory bases and with special regard to the interests of
developing countries. ‘

20. Witn regard to the second of the final documents of the speciel session, his
delegation was of the opinion that the prograrme of action should accord the
highest priority to negotiations on effective measures in the field of nuclear
disarmament, with particular reference toc a comprehensive nuclear-veapon~-test ban,
to the destruction of stockniles of such weapons, to the ending of the proczss of
research and development of new types of nuclear weanons and to the freezing of
production of fissionable material for military purposes. The prograrme of action
should also refer to negotiations on chemical weapons, On new weapons of mess
destruction and on conventional wegpons.

21. With regard to preparations for the special session, he welcomed the
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preparation by the Secretariat of the backeround papers in documents A/AC.187/29,

30 and 31, and looked forward to the promnt distribution of the comparative anaelysis
of the comments received pursuant to resolution 31/189 B. However, the Preparatory
Committee should not overburden the Secretariat with new requests until it was
agreed, after careful study, that the preparation of a new document would clearly
serve an immediate purpose in its deliberations.

22. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said there seemed to be & consensus that the
Assembly should not allow the work of the special session to become a repetition
of the debates in the First Cormittee. that the speciel session was not an
appropriate forum for negotiating specific apreements or trying to draw un draft
treaties and that it was necessary to strengthen the role of the United Nations in
the field of disarmament.

23. The working raper submitted by the non-aligned countries had the advantage of
clearly and concisely defining both the subject-matter and the fundamental purpose
of the speciel session. In his view, that purpose was twofold. On the one hand,
the aim was to conduct a debate on disarmament with the participation of all States
Members of the United Nations and with the breadth, depth and high level of
representation that the subject deserved. The purpose of the debate would be to
review and appraise the present international situation in light of the urgent need
to achieve substantial progress in the field of disarmament, the continuation of the
arms race end the close interrelationshin between disarmament, international peace
and security, and economic development, and the role of the United Nations in
disarmement and of the international machinery for negotiations on disarmement,
including the question of convenine a Worlid Disarmament Conference, according to
the draft agenda submitted by the non~aligned countries (A/AC.187/43) and slightly
modified during informal talks. Furthermore, the debste must not be reduced to an
academic zxercise; that was why express reference was made to the adoption of two
instruments that would include all the conclusions of the prepasratory studies and
the deliberations of the Assembly, avoiding unnecessary fragmentation. Those
instruments would be a declaration on disarmement and a programme of sction on
disarmement.

24. In that context, unnecessary fragmentation should be avoided and an effort
should be made to ensure that all the conclusions and provisions were contained in
the two aforementioned documents. Thus, the declaration on disarmament would svell
out all the most relevant and significant principles on the subject, such as the
following: all peoples of the world had a vital interest in the success of
disarmement negotiations; general and complete disarmament under effective
international control should be the ultimate gosl of mankind; gradual progress
towards that goal required the conclusion of partial agreement on genuine disarmement
measures; the gradual reduction of nuclear weapons leading to their total
elimination should be given the highest priority among such measures; the reduction
and elimination of other weapons of mass destruction should alsc be given high
priority; the internationsl transfer of conventional weanons should be restricted
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and regulated; international verification was essential to many disarmament
measures and the use of a combination of various verification methods provided the
best guarantees; the declaration of nuclear-wearon-free zones and zones of peace
was one of the most effective means of disarmament available to all non-nuclear-
weapon States: nuclear-weapon States should faithfully comply with their :
obligations, as set forth in the definition approved by the General Assembly,
towards nuclear-weapon-free zones and the States belonging to those zones; the
reduction of the military budgets of the permanent members of the Security Council
and of other militarily important States would be a commendable disarmament
measure; although there was a close relationship between disarmement and ‘
international peace and security, on the one hand, and disarmament and development
on the other, progress in one of those areas should not be conditional upon progress
in the other; the growing arms race and the resulting waste of resources were
incompatible with the decisions of the United Nations aimed at establishins a new
international economic order based on Justice and equity; a considerable portion of
the resources released by the adoption of disarmament measures should be devoted
primarily to promoting the economic and social development of the developing
countries; in accordence with the Charter and with countless General Assembly
regolutions, the United Nations had a vital role and responsibility in the field
of disarmament and it should therofore keep abreast of all measures taken in the
field of disarmement, whether they be unilateral, bilateral, regional or
multilateral; the United Nations machinery for deliberations should be strengthened
by the institutionalization of a World Disarmement Conference on terms acceptable
to all Member States; the appropriate changes should be made in the organization
and procedures of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmement in order to allow
China end France to participate in its work; world public opinion should be
adequately informed of the progress of work in the field of disarmament, in order
that it might use its influence to intensify efforts to achieve positive results;
non-governmental organizations recognized by the United Nations should have all
the documentation they needed to carry out their complementary work effectively.

A similar description, though much more extensive and detailed, could be made of the
possible contents of the nrogramme of action.

2?. Referring to some matters that had already been discussed, he expressed the
view that the special session should ideally last from six to eight weeks, since
ther§ would be po justification for summoning nearly 150 Members to a special
session that would merely rubber-stamp the drafts prepared by a body such as the
Preparatory Committee which represented slightly more than one third of the
m?mbership of the Organization. Naturally, if the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament completed s draft treaty on the cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests
that had the support of the two super-Powers and of the other members of that body,
the treaty could be opened for signature durine the special session even though
that was not the purpose of the special session. .The completion of the draft
trea?y appeared to be a possibility in light of the statements made a year
previously at United Nations Headquarters by the current President of the United

States agd of the memorandum submitted by the Soviet Union to the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament on 15 February 1977.
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26, As to Governments' statements and suggestlons his delegation viewed as
partlcularly encouraging the opinion expressed by the United States (A/AC 1387/17),
vhich had alweys shown itself to be a staunch defender of the status quo in the
matter of international disarmement machinery, to the effect that the special
session should be prepared to undertake the necessary improvements in existing
machinery and practices and to launch any new organizational steps required for
_achievement of the goals established at the session,

27, In his opinion there was no need to establish any subsidiary intersessional
bodies of the Committee, since the intervening time would have to be spent
analysing the material available and studying the-working papers prepared by the
Secretariat on future stages of the work that would not, of course, preclude the
continuation of informal talks with a view to the preparatlon of p1ﬁ11m1nary drafts,
which' could be begun in connexion with the Commlttee 8 September se551on..

26. He thanked.the Under-Secretary—General, Mr, Bjornerstedt, for the w1llingness
of the United Nations Centre for Disarmament to'prepare the working papers suggested
by the Government of Mexico (A/AC,18T/34), He agreed with him concerning
paper- No. 9 (Analjt1cal list of the agreecments concluded in the bilateral tealks
known by the acronyn SALT), His delegation regarded the other working; papers as
'purely descriptive and understood that they called for no value Judgement by members
of the Secretariat., His delegation had no preference in the matter of priorities
and.considered that the working papers could be issued in the order which the
Centre deemed wost appropriate for. their preparation, ‘

29; The CHAIRMAN, referring to the decision to allow Member States which were not
.members of the Preparatory Committee to participate in the Committee's work without
the right to vote, pgave the floor to the representative of Mongolia.

30. Mr, PUNTSAGNOROV (Mongolia) said that the views of the llongolian People's
Republic on the special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent were
contained in document A/AC.187/16, As could be seen from that document, the
Mongolian People's Republic attached great importance to the special session, which
would deal with the urgent problems of halting the arms race and bringing about _
disarmament.,

31, Determined efforts to control the arms race and achieve peneral and complete
disarmement occupied a prominent place in his “country's foreipgn policy. The
Mongolian People's Republic had sponsored many constructive initiatives and proposals
aimed at disarmament., As a m.mber of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament,
it had played an active part in the preparation of various conventions in the field
of disarmament. The arms race had led to the present disturbing situation in which
huge stockpiles of nuclear weapons were threatening the very existence of all

menkind and technological advances were moving towards the manufacture of
increasingly ‘deadly and destructive weapons. Such prospects were inevitably
disturbing to all the peoples of the world., The movement for peace and general and
complete disarmement had thus assumed international proportions, as could be seen
from the World Assembly of peace-loving forces which had been held in Warsaw in

May 1977 and in which representatives of 125 countries and more than 50 international
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organizations had taken part. Representatives of States !embers cf the United
Nations should heed the voice of world opinion, which called for the adoption of
effective general measures to lay the foundations of lasting world peace in
accordance with the principles of the Charter.

32. ‘In the opinion of his delegation there was an urgent need to eliminate the
dcnggr‘of 8 new world war. To that end, raximum use must be rede of all positive
conditions for the preparation and implementation of effective measures aimed at the
reduction and prohibition of the arms race and at disarnament,

33, The problem of disarmament was connected with economic and social development,
particularly in developing countries. The question of disarmament was a world
problem affecting all States without distinction, and the appropriate solutions to
that problem could only be adopted within the context of a world disarmament
conference, which,would constitute a suitable forum, The special session should
discuss the convening of such a conference as a separate item,

34, In its reply to the Secretary-General his Government had expressed support for
the recommendation adopted at the Fifth Conference of the Heads of State or
Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held in Ausust 1976 at Colombo, to the effect
that the agenda of the special session should include an item on the convening of
a world disarmement conference, It was to be hoped that that recommendation would
be duly reflected in the agenda of the special session,

35, 'The special session should, above all, make a thorough analysis of activities
being conducted in the field of disarmament., In the absence of an objective analysis
of that kind it would be difficult to establish guidelines for future talks and
negotiations on disarmament. The time had come for thcse nuclear Powers that had
refrained from taking specific measures in the matter to join in the efforts of the
international community to limit the arms race and bring about disarmawent. If all
States without distinction, whether nuclear or non-nuclear, large or small, assumed
the obligation not to resort to the use or threat of force, the climate of
international txust would improve and that would facilitate the solution of the
problem of disarmament,

36, The Soviet Union's memorandum of 27 September 1976 contained a full programme
of measures in the field of disarmament, The practical measures proposed in that
document orn. the prohibition of nuclear tests, the prohibition of proliferation of
nuclear weapons and their gradual elimination, the prohibition and destruction of
chemical weapons, the.prohibition of the manufacture of new types of weapons af mass
destruction, etc, were of great interest., Both the measures proposed by the Soviet
Union and those proposed by other countries could form a reasonable basis for
agreement on practical disarmament measures,

3T. The disarmament programme was u corplex and delicate issue since the national
security of all States was at stake., Hence, the document or documents approved by
the special session should include the principle that the security of States must not
be endangered, The special session should strengthen and enhance the efficacy of
existing machinery for dealing with disarmament questions,
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38. Mr. JAIPAL (India) said that the United Nations had been established to s ave
succeeding generations from the scourge of war and that fuifilment of the other
purposes of the Charter depended on ability to guarantee world peace. The purpose
of the first resolution of the General Assembly, adopted in Januvary 1946, had been
the elimination of astomic weapons and all other weapons of mess destruction.

Despite that, military expenditure was currently of the order of $350 billion,
involving & criminal waste of precious natural resources and brein power in a world
experiencing hunger ani need. Politicians and generals were seriously discussing
whether a pre-emptive muaclear strike was not a blessing in disguise. In that game
of war, which had developed its own inexorable logic, the chief protegonists
displayed a terrifying indifference to the condition of the rest of humanity. RHNever
before in the history of evolution had man possessed the means of destroying all life
on earth and the mad logic to justify it.

39. It was not the first time that India was playing anzctive role in disarmament
questions, for its experience in the matter dated back to the early days of the
United Nations. In 1949, India had submitted a draft resolution proposing a
Declaration on the duties of States and individuals in respect of the development of
atomic energy in such a manner as to ensure the elimination of atamic weapons from
national arsenals. In 1950, India.had proposed a draft resoluticn on the
estgblishment of a United Nations fund for reconstructicn and development, to be
formed of resources released through disarmsment measures. In 1960, India had
introduced a draft resclution outlining the prrinciples for disarmsment negotiaiions
which were incorporated the following year in the McCloy-Zorin Agreement. Since 1962,
India had participated continuously and actively in all disarmament organs. The
special session should deal with nuclear disarmament as a matter of high priority
rather than attempt to find answers to all questions. The special session might not
be able to do more than stimulate action in certain positive directions. Depending
on its outcome, it might beccme necessary to hold a series of such specisl sessions
culminating in a world disarmament conference.

4O. His delegation hoped that the special session would address itself to the

main issue of nuclear disarmsment with a sense of realism and urgency. The survival
of mankind should never be placed in Jecpardy by any weapon. Nuclear weapons and
other weapons of indiscriminate destruction should be prohibited as a matter of

the highest priority. The doctrine of deterrence, which had led to the existing
intolerable situation, should be re-examined with a view to preventing escalation
from conventionel to nuclear weapons. No solution would be possible unless there
was agreement between the nuclear-weapon States. Since g nuclear war posed a threat
to the very survival of mankind, non-nuclear weapon States, particularly the non-
aligned, could play the role of s non-reacting catalytic agent in disarmament
negotiations between the super Powers. However, as all States had a legitimate
interest in the outcome of disarmament negotiations between nuclear weapon States,
the negotiating machinery should be equipped with conciliatory procedures by which
the non-involved States could play & useful role, when necessary.

b1, e complexity of the disarmament question must not be overlooked ; that was why
the special session should confine itself to discussing concrete and feasible
proposals. The nuclear-arms race was economically counterproductive and a threat

to the existence of life on the planet. Yet, because of the doctrine of deterrence,
there was a cynical acceptance of the w.ms race as inevitsble. One side should take
the risk of unilaterally halting the arms race and the others should be morally
obliged to do the same. A halt to the arms race was feasible without the slightest
Jeopardy to national or collective security. The concept of a surprise nuclear sttack
should be outlawed. Among other confidence--building measures for ‘improving the climate
of intesnational peace and security, the two draft treaties on disarmament proposed
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by the United States of America and the Soviet Union in 1962 should be revised and
updated by the suthors for the special session.

k2, Besides the moral imperative of peace, the other crying need of humanity was
developed for &ll people so that justice and equality could prevail. But the
fruits of development were worth noting as long as the danger of the total
destruction of life on earth existed. It was to be hoped, therefore, that the
special session wculd, as a mitter of priority, take the first steps towards
nuclear disarmament.

43, The CHAIRMAN drew attention to document A/AC.187/51, of 14 May 1977, which had
been circulated in tngiish. The document, which had been prepared by the
Secretariat, consisted of classification of the repliecs of Member States under the
headings agreed upon by the Committee the previous week. He commended the

. Secretariat on its swift and painstaking work. '

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m.




10th meetin
Tuesday, 17 May 1 at 11, a.n.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/5R.10

GENERAL DEBATE (continued)

1. Mr, HARRY (Australia) said that the special session of the General Assembly on
disarmament p10v1ded a2 unique opportunity to secure progress in arms control and’
disarmament.’ It shouid not be regarded merely as a stepping-stone for the
establishment of new disarmament machinery, but should be used as a vehicle for
appraising deyelopments to date. It was important that delegations, when
identifying the factors which had obstructed disarmement, should be less concerned
about apportiqnlng blame to any State or group of Stategs than about meking a
concerted effqrt to overcome those obstacles.

2. One of the principal goais of the special session ghould be the elaboration of
& framework withln which arms control and disarmament igsues could be examined and
negotietions qonducted. To that end, it was necessary to set out fundamentsal
normative principles. However, those principles should be founded on political
.reality. For example, States would not be prepared to negotiate disermsment
measures unlegs they felt militarily secure. Another major goal would be the
“identification of a.consensus on the priority meesures of arms control and
disarmament afd the issues of contention within those priority areas.

3. His Government did not believe that the special session would be an appropriate
forum for the negotiation of any totally new arms control or arms limitation
convention. However completion, by the time the special session convened, of
agreements currently under discussion would demonstrate international determination
to generate a new momentum in disarmement. More particuylarly, the Australien
Government, whose position on the desirability of an immediate suspension of nuclear
testing and the early negotiation of a comprehensive tegt-ban treaty was well known,
had warmly welcomed recent developments which demonstrated a new preparedness to
reverse the vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. In that respect it hoped
that, by the time the special session commenced, & comprehensive test-ban treaty
would either be aegotiated, or at least, that agreement would have been reached on
the basic elements for such a treaty.

' Arms control end disarmament proposals touched directly the first
respon51b111ty of all Governments to provide for national security. All States
sacrificed respurcen for military purposes which might otherwise be utilized to
enhance the welfare of their citizens. Without ceasing to respect the sincerity of
their position, it was essential to stop the endless international spending on more
sophisticated yeapons in a process which did not result in enhanced security.

5. Nevertheless, it was not enough for the super-Fowers to take the step of
echievirng a moye peaceful world. As they took steps to reverse the vertieal
proliferation of nuclear weapons (and the other nuclear-weapons States had a
similar respongibility, even if different quantitatively), other States should
demonstrate their own preparedness to take complementary measures to guarantee that
nuclear weapong did not become part of their own armouries. If the super-Powers
were prepared to show the way by negotiating a comprehensive test-ban treaty, those
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States which had still not ratified the non-proliferstion tresty should be
encouraged to do so.

6. The task of the current session of the Preparatory Committee was to establish
the framework within whleh the General Assembly could approaeh its tasks at the
special session and to take initiel steps which would facilitate the efficient and
timely completion qf the necessary preparatory work. His delegation was ready to
co~operate fully in the discussions and in the drafting of the essential documents.

T. Mr. CONSALVI (Venezuela) said that the arms race endangered not only the
competing Powers byt the whole of mankind. Suffice it to say, as Dr. Alva Myrdal
‘warned, that the pjutonium deposits in the hands of the Powers had become a source
of insecurity to the very countries which possessed them. The arms race affected
the entire international community, not only because more than $300 billion were
spent on it annualiy, while most pzople were denied the opportun1ty to enjoy the
advances of science and technology, but also because of the crisis in ideals and
constructive proppgals which it revealed.

8. Venezuela had participated actively in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Vorld Disarmament Ponference and supported the Conference sa long as all the nuclear
Powers took part 1p it. However, while believing that the subject of its convenxng
could be discussed at the specisl session, his delegation felt that the session
should not be a mere milestone on the road to the World Disarmament Conference.
Instead, it hoped that at the special session the General Assembly would duly study
the various aspects of the arms race and its economic and socisal consequences and
achieve positive results, such as the adoption of a set of principles snd a
programme of actian which would constitute progress towards the goal of general and
complete disarmament under international control. It should also reaffirm the
right of all Statqs =nd, in particuler, non-nuclear-weapon States, to access to
nucleer technclogy for peaceful purposes because, in view of the energy problems
confronting the world, the possibility of using atomic energy could not easily be
discounted.

9. His delegation was pleased that a consensus had been reached on inviting
non-governmental Qrganizations and institutions involved in the field of disarmament
to participate in the Committee's deliberations, in view of both the importance of
their contributions and the apprecistion which that measure implied.

10. He reaffirmed the need for the United Nations, through the Centre for
Disarmament, to lgunch a w1de-rang1ng public information campaign concerning the
grave dangers of the arms race and its economic and social consequences. Furthermore,
his country felt that the proposal by certain delegations that the First Committee of
the General Assembly should deal solely with questions relatlng to disarmement and
international security was a positive one.

11. Mr. VINCI (Italy) said that disarmement depended primarily on the capacity of
the international community gradually to eradicate the suspicion, mistrust and lack
of understanding which undermined relations between countries. His Government had
alvays done its utmost to improve its relations with the rest of the world and
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intended to continue that policy and, if possible, to expand it in the field of
disermament. In thet spirit, it had from the ocutset supported the initiative to
convene a special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and had
co~-sponsored the resolution on the subject.

12. At the specisl session the Assembly should first of all undertake a
comprehensive review of the numerous problems which the United Nations was prepared
to face in the field of disarmament. It would be necessary in that regard to reach
a decision an the nature of the role to be played by the United Nations and on the
instruments required to strengthen that role. Secondly, the Assembly should
concentrate on the pr1or1ty issues selected by the Committee. In that connexion,
the special session should not indulge in generalized rhetoric or detailed techrical
negot1atlona. Above all, it should avoid duplicating the activities of existing
fora, such §s the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, which his Government
still viewed as a highly useful negotiating fbrum, although it was prepared to
consider constructive proposals designed to improve its structure, procedures and
Qrganlzatlon.

*13. Considering the diversity of the proposals on the objectives of the special
session, it was essential to identify those proposals on which agreement was possible
and cOncentrate on the search for a common basic position on those issues. A% the
same time, yhile identifying priority objectives for immediate action, the General
Assembly should not ignore the ultimate objective of general and complete disarmament
or the gene;al principles already established by the United Nations -in the sphere of i
disarmament, Bearing that in mind, the Italian Government had repeatedly stressed

the need fo; a coherent and comprehen31ve programme of complete disarmament, and
considered yhet the special session should endeavour to elaborate a far-reaching
plan for grﬁduaxly achieving the total elimination of arms in order to create a
world based on détente, understanding, co-operation and on an international security
system,

1k, To begin with, nuclear disarmament measures should be pursued with the greatest
urgency, going ahead with the negotiations for a comprehensive nuclear test ban
(CTB) and with the Strategic Arms Limitation Telks (SALT). Arms reduction must
follow a balanced pattern in both the nuclear and conventional weapons sectors.

In the case of conventional wearons, the geographical factor should not be
overlooked. In that connexion he recalled t-at Italy had proposed that the
Security Council, under Article 29 of the Charter of the United Nations, should set
up a committee, divided into regional sub-committees with the partiecipation of
major arms suppliers and purchasing Powers from each region, with the task of
maintaining conventional weaponry at the lowest possible level. Furthermore, in
order to lay the groundwork for the establishment of those subsidiary bodies, one
could envisage the possibility of setting up parallel but separate regional
committees or groups comprising the recipient countries. An agreement on the
eliminatian of chemical weapons should also be actively pursued as & matter of the
greatest Qngency. A successful conclusion to the current negotiations in Geneva,
in time for the special session, would be a major contribution to progress in the
field of disarmament.
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15. One should not lose sight of the final goal, namely. the establishment of a
nev collective international security system within the framework of the United
Nations, which was a prerequisite for & morc just and equitable political and
economic order. What the world commnity needed for its development was economic
and socizl reform, as well as a better distribution of those human and material
resources vhich currently were absorbed to a disproportionate extent by the erms
race, .

16. The CHAIRMAN, acting in accordanée with the Committee’'s decision to allow
Member States which vere not members of the Committee to participate in its work,
without a vote, gave the floor to the representative of Denmark.

17. Mr. SVANE (Denmark) said that the special session represented a veluable means
of directing international attention to the arms race and making public opinion
avare of the opportunities which existed for disarmament as well as the difficulties
involved. Moreover the session should serve as & catalyst for srms control and
disarmament negotigtions and encourage further negotiations st the global, regional
or bilateral level.

18. At the same time the special session would inevitably focus public attenticn on
the adverse effecty which massive arms expenditure had on the economic and social
develorment of nations. Substaatiel progress inm the £i<1d of disarmament could lead
to the release, for more constructive uses, of vast material and human resources
which were currently being devoured for military purposes. The Danish Government
included a minister without portfolio, who would devote much of her attention to
disarmament while at the same time having the responsibility for development aid.

19. As regards the organization of the work of the speciel session, his Government
had emphasized, in its reply to the Secretary-Ceneral under General Assembly
resolution A/RES/31/189 B, that the general debate should leave sufficient time for
tihorough considergtion of specific proposals. In any case such main committees as
were established ghould be able to begin their work without waiting for the
conclusion of the genersl debate.

20, Besides formu}ating a declaration on disarmesment, it should be the main
purrose. of the sesgion to identify the fields in whieh action should be taken and
to esteblish priorjties. He wished to draw particular attention to the problem of
preventing the proj}iferation of nuclear wveapons and alsc to the coneclusion of a
trcaty for a comprechensive nuclear test ban. It was clear thaf progress in the
SALT negotiations yould create a climate which would facilitete the finding of
solutions for the nuclear issues he had mentioned. Those problems should not,
howvever, be given exclusive attention to the detriment of efforts for curbing the
conventional arms yace. Recipient countries within e given region might help to
further conventionsl arms control.

21. 1t was difficult to achieve disarmament without a climate of trust in the
world; in that re3pect the progress registered in disarmament was a barometer
indicating the level of mutual internatioral confidence, which would be enhanced
if States permitted international contrcl and effective verification when
undertaking commitments for disarmament. The world had to become a place vwhere the
force of argument replaced the ergument of force.
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22. Mr. TUR (Turkey) said that his delegation fully shared the views of those
Governments whilch considered that the goal of the specia) s#ssion devoted to
disarmament wag not to negotiate arms control agreements or to resolve outstanding
questions immaqiately, but rather to produce guidelines for future bvilatersl,
multilateral and regional negotiations. His delegation believed that the special
session would give significant impetus to those negotiations and would promote and
accelerate effgrts towards the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament
under effécti;q international control. It could also generate greater support for
disermament efforts through a better understanding of the questicns relating to
digarmament. His Government had therefore welcomed the decisions taken by the
Preparatory Committee relating to the participetion of non-governmental
organizations {n its work.

23. The Prepgratory Committee had an urgent responsibility for the preparations
reqpired for the special session, but he would like to stress the important role
that the United Nations Centre for Disermament could play in doing everything
possible to produce the necessary background material in time.

24, Ae measures relating to disarmament must enjoy the support of the great
majority of Stetes, the agends for the special session, as well as the final
document, shou}d reflect the broadest possible agreement. His delegation hoped
that the ongoing consultations regarding the draft agenda submitted by the
non-sligned méepbers would shortly result in & compromise text.

25, The next gtep in the preparatory work would undoubtec:y be the elaboration of
principles that would constitute the basis for e final pol;tzcal decleration. As
the success of the preparetory work would depend on working out, in edvence, a text
refiecting & consensus on the basic content of such a final document, the Turkish
delegation supported the suggestion that a committee of the whole should be
established and entrusted with the drafting of that final document. He also
supported the idea that the appropriate arrangements should be mede for the
intersessional work of the Preparatory Committee.

26. As to the content of the final document, a set of guiding principles should e
agreed upon tgking into account the concepts so far developed in the course of past
negotiations on disarmament. In that context, stress should be laid on the
principie »f balence in disarmament measures and on the absolute need to prevent
situations -uich would enable any State or grcup of States to gain military
‘advantege.

27. As to the establishment of priorities in the field of disarmement, his
delegation considered that, although prime importance should be attached to nuclear
disarmament, the fact that measures relating to conventional weapons were just as
important and urgent should not be overlooked.

28. Another item of high priority was the strengthening of the non-proliferation
régime, It was to be hoped that while further measures to prevent the horizontel
and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons were being considcred the developmen:
of the peacefyl uses of nuclear energy without restrictions would be assured. The
importence of security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States should also be
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stressed. His Government shared the concern expressed with respeet to the current
state of trade jin, and the tramster of, conventional weapons and hoped that the
question would be considered at the special session.

29. Another fie}3d that merited special attention was the connexion between
C¢isarmament and economic and scocial development. In that respect, his delegation
supported the pr9p0331 by the Swedish delegation calling for a& new United Nc*’onz
study on the reljationship between disarmament efforts and economic end sociel
progress.

30. It was generally recognized that a prerequisite for the success of &isarmamsat
efforts was a global perspective end the universality of agreements. That required
the direct participation of all nuclear States, as well cs other mili:arily
importent Powers, in all negotisting forums. In the opinion of his Goverawent,
chances for success would be greater if the negotiat.ons were undertaken in bodiea
set up for specific purposes, such as the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.
The specisl session would, however, provide an opportunity to review existing
international disarmement machinery and to make the necessary 1mprovements.

31. Mr. AKHUND- (Pakistan) said that it was o” crucial importance that the special
session should achieve its objectives. Thos bjectives must be defined with cleri- 7
and realism. The success of the session would, of course, depend on the will and
resolve of all States in general, and the great Powers and other militarily
significant States in particular, to overcome their differences so that meaningful
results could be achieved.

32. Consideration of the record of the past 30 years led to the 1nescapab1e
conclusion that, although e number of notcworthy measures had been taken in the
field of disarmament, they had failed to bring the world anywhere near the gcal of
en inter -ational order based on collective securiiy as envisaged in the Charter of
the United Nations. Indeed, 17 yvears after the General Assembly had formally
declared general and complete disarmement as the geal of the United Nations, military
expenditures continued to grow, both qualitativeiy and quantitatively.

33. Weapons of extreme precision had been added to weapons of mass destruction.
Technological developments hed given the arms race, particularly between the super-~
Powers, a self-perpetuating character. The spiral could only be broken by
simultaneous endeavours aimed at bringing about a relaxation of tension and
disarmament. The real danger facing mankind stemmed from the existence of huge
nuclear arsenals and the possibility of their use. The complete prohibition of the
use of nuclear weapons and the eventual destruction of stockpiles should be the
primary goal of  action in the field of disarmement. In the opinion of his
delegation, pending the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, urgent action
should be taken in three areas: first, agreement between the Soviet Union and the
United States on a substantial reduction in the size of their nuclear arsenals and
strategic delivery systems:; second, agreement to refraia from further sophistication
of nuclear weapops and their delivery systems; and, third, an undertaking by the
nuclear-weapon Powers to refrain from the use or threat of use cf nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear States.
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34. Pakistan agreed that nuclear disarmament measures could not be considered in
isolation from the problem of the high level of conventional armaments. There was
thus an urgent need for the conclusion of specific agreements aimed at the
reduction of conventional weapons, particularly those at the disposal of the two
jpower alliances. In the opinion of his delegation, such reductiors would not
endanger, but would rather enhance, their security and would, furthermore, release
vast rescurces which sould be used for the betterment of the peoples of the
countries concerned. In that context, he favoured the Swedish proposal that a new
study should be made on the connexion between disarmament and economic development
in 8l its aspects.

35. The special session must,.of course, examine the problem of ensuring the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States against nuclear attack or the threat of such
attack. The ultimgte aim must be the establishment of a system of positive
guarantees, in other words, the system of collective security envisaged in the
Charter of the United Natioms. Pekictan considered that the special session could
meke progress on that issue on the basis of paragraph 1 of Genersl Assembly
resolution 31/189 C Moreover, the non-nuclear-weapon States, which constituted

.the vast majority cf the Members of the United Nations, should take the opportunity
provided by the special session to show that they were prepared to take regional
security measures.against the nuclear denger. In that c~ntext, Pskistan supported
the establishment 6f nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace and reiterated
its support for the Declarstion of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.

36. Referring to the question of the proliferation of nuclear weapons, he said
that the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the TAEA system of
safeguards proved that States were willing to accept certain restrictions on their
freedom of action ;n the interest of eliminating nuclear weapons from the world.

A viable system could not be based on the assumption that there could be a monopoly
in the field of knowledge and technology or by making arbitrary distinctions. The
most effective measure to restrain both vertical and horizontal.prolifersiion would
be a comprehensive baen on nuclear tests. His delegation considered that a
comprehensive ban on nuclear tests should not be made conditionsl on its acceptance
by all nuclear-weappn States.

37. Pakistan accepted the broad list of items contained in the draft agenda
suhmztted by the group of non-aligned countries, but suggested that consideration
should be given to another item or subitem entitled "Adoption of agreements on
disarmement” since, by the time of the special session, a comprehensive test ban
treaty and a treaty banning chemical weapcns might be ready.

38. As the specigl session was unlikely to complete its work in less than four to
five weeks, and as very thorough preparatlons must be made in regard to the proposed
declaration of prxnc1p1es and programme of action, it would pe useful to arrange
‘for the Preparatory Committee or e working group of the whole to meet between
sessions. It would also be appropriate for the Centre for Disarmament, with the
assistance of outsjde experts, to prepare background papers on important issues, a
list of.which could be drawn up after consultations.
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39. Mr. BELLIOT (Belgium) said that the special session should prg\rld:h;,:; a1t
opi:ortunity tq implement a comprehensive disarmament prograr::e Lilgpixe‘menta.tion or

itho isti i to participate in the
States, withoyt distinction, would agree ] ] Am T R

' ts rigks of destabilization

recommended neasures. The arms race, with 1 ze :
impact on the economic development of States, was <.:urrem.:1y affecting all ;’ef;gxc}:n
of the world, Disarmament was becoming an increasingly important matter Z N
to all Stateé, ‘although some States, because of the weapons they possessed, h

assume specia] responsibilities.

40. The past 20 years had witnessed the growth of the role of the non-allgr.zed that
world in intepnational affairs. It was satisfactory to note in that connexion t
the non-aligned countries had originated the idea of convening a spec':lal session c;
the General Z\ssembly devoted to disarmament. The General Assembly, in the? z?r?poae
declaration,’ 'should emphasize the universality and pare,llelisz.n of the activities tc
be undertaken, without necessarily selecting one field of action for absolute )
priority in relation to the others. In disarmement metters, the method of z_;electlng
priority fields and questions had often resulted in the long neglect of entire
sectors in which useful efforts and activities could have been undertaken. Th?
scope was broad enough to permit the preparation of a comprehensive programme in .
which activities would be carried out side by side, without prejudice to the special
responsibilities of certain States, particularly the nuclear States.

51, Belgium had always believed that one of the main yeasons vhy international
efforts had qome to a standstill was the lack of communication among nuclear States,
vhose respongibility to the international community should motivate them to seek
ways of estgblishing a dialogue among themselves, It was to be hoped that the
special session would help to bring about the conditions - particularly the
institutiona) conditions - which would enable such a dialogue to begin. The
Preparatory Committee should bear that objective in mind and brepare documentation
which would enable all States to attend and participate in the special session.

b2, For its part, the General Assembly should endeavour to broaden the scope of the
measures which could contribute to disarmement. In that connexion, the question of
the transfer of conventional weapons should receive closer attention from all

States. Similarly, the United States suggestions concerning measures designed to
improve the climate of international confidence and to reduce tension should be
reflected ip the agenda. The Assembly might also congider new working and
negotiating methods which had scarcely been tried thus far. 1In that connexion, his
deleration had already drawn attention at the thirty-first session of the General
Assembly, ta the possibilities afforded by a regional approach to disarmament. Tt
was not a q'uestion of a regional approach as opposed to & global approach. All uwuch
approac'hes,' like any potential bilateral measures, were cbmplementary. It should be
borne in mind that the brospects for agreement on certain aspects of disarmament
could vary from one region to another. His delegation intended to propose at the

thirty-second session of the General Assembly that a global study of the regional
aspects of qisarmament should be undertaken,

L3, Meanwhile, the Committee should develop the topic of the

. . regional sspects of
disarmament in the documents which it > ton.

was to prepare for the special session.
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Wy, As far as the organization of work was concerned, his delegation could agree to
an extension of the third session of the Committee, which should soon address
itself, in a practical manner, to the substantive questions to be included in the
agenda of the spegial session. With regard to the studies to be undertaken by the
Secretariat, as referred to in particular in Mexico's reply to the Secretary-
General, the Committee should, in the light of the large volume of documentation
slready existing qn disarmament questions, draw up precise terms of reference vwhich
vould meet practicql considerations and not plece an undue burden on the Secretariat.
If the Committee ¢arried out its preparatory work adequately, the objectives of the
special session might be achieved in a shorter time than that indicated by the
representative of -Mexico. :

45. The CHAIRMAN ;nvited the representative of Bulgaria to speak, in accordance
vith the provision permitting States Members of the United Nations which were not
nembers of the Comgpittee to participate in the work of the Committee without the
right to vote. » ~ '

k6. Mr. KOSSEV (Bylgaris) said that the People's Republic of Bulgaria attached
great importance to efforts to curb the arms race with the ultimate aim of achieving
general and compléte disarmament under strict international control. In conjunction
vith other socialist countries, Bulgaria was doing everything in its power to
overcome the obstagles to disarmament in order to achieve decisive results in that
area, and to bring sbout the same relaxation of tension in the military field as had
been achieved in the political field. Bulmaria would always speak out decisively

in favour of the ¢ontrol of the arms race and disarmament.

47, 1In recent yeays, as & result of a process of relaxation of international
tension and as a re¢sult of international and bilateral agreements, & number of
measures had been paken to bring the arms race within established limits.

Important negotiatjons were currently in progress on the adoption of new measures

to limit armements' and bring about disarmament. However, although progress had
beenn made towards yeducing the danger of a new world conflict, there had been no
slowing down of the arms race, which continued to be an obstacle to world peace and
security, consumed enormous material resources and adversely affected world economic
progress. For thoge reasons, the 1imitation of the arms race was & legitimate cause
for concern for all nations and peoples and one of the most urgent tasks of the
contemporary worlé:l. In that connexion, he referred to the propo*:aal of the
representative of the USSR concerning the convening of a world disarmement
conference. That proposal had received the support of the majority of S'.ca.tes
Members of the United Nations and also of the Fifth Conference of Non-Aligned
Countries. In a fprum of that size, Governments could, with_some pope of success,
undertake an examipation of all aspects of disarmament questions and take e{‘fectwe
measures. Unfortupately, in spite of the numerous General Assem‘bl.y resolutions
supporting the world disarmament conference, it had not been possible to hold the
conference thus far, for reasons which were well known. .

48. At the thirty~first session of the General Assembly, mos? dele‘:gationsz
including his own, had supported the resolution on the convening of a spe?lal
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, on the understanding that
that session was not to take 'the place of the world disarmement conference but was
to be an important stage in the preparation of such a conference.
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49, His delegation's views on the special session were alearly stated in the

reply of the People's Republic of Bulgaria to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations contained in document A/AC.187/36. As far as the agenda of the special
session was concerned, it was very important that it shoyld include, as a separate
item, the question of the convening of the world disarmament conference. His
delegation believed that, in order to achieve further progress in the disarmament
talks, the final documents drawn up by the special session should state clearly
that the main objective of the efforts of all States in the field of disaxmament
should be general and complete disarmament; should indicate the need for all
militarily impartant States, in particular the nuclear-weapons States, to
participate in the negotiations; and should emphasize the importasnce of the
principle of nat seeking unilateral advantages or endangering the security of
States during the negotiations at the special session and in the taking of decisions.
With regard to the priority measures which must be taken in the disarmament field,
his delegatlon considered that the memorandum submitted bw the Soviet Union at the
thirty-first sqss1on of the General Assembly deserved special attention. That
document set dyt a realistic and pragmatic programme for Joint action by all States
on the main dlaarmament issues. The speciel session should not take the place of
the existing chhlnery for negotlatlons on the question of disarmament, but should
provide it with new vigour end improve its efficiency.

50. In conclugion, his delegation wished to point out that, in setting up the
Preparatory Copmittee, the socialist cduntries of Eastern Europe, whose active work
in the ares of disarmament was well known, had not been done Justice. It was to

be hoped that, at the thirty-second session, the General Assembly would remedy that
state of affairs and would enable the remaining socialist countries of Eastern
Europe to take part in the deliberations of that important body as full members.
Bulgaria had pgrticipated in the work of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva
since its inception and was a member of the Ad Hoec Committee on the World
Disarmament Comrference. He expressed the hope that the Preparatory Committee would
include a rec@mmendation on that question in its report to the General Assembly at
its thirty-second session.

51. The CHAIRMAN appealed to members of the Committee to reach agreement on the
agenda for the special session, so that the Committee could adopt it by comsensus
and proceed to subsequent phases of its work.

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m.




- 11th meeting

WYednesday, 18 May 1977, at 11 a.m,
Cheirman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
' A/AC.187/SR.11

CENERAL DEBATE ‘continued)

1. Mr. MESTIRL (Tunisia) said that, since the end of the Second World War and
the establishmeht of the United Hations, disarmament hed been one if not the main '
concern of the internaticnal community. Every year for the past 30 years the
General Assembly had reiterated its conviction that the arms race ccanstituted a
danger the consgquences of which would be catastrophic for all peoples without
exception. For many years that concern - it might almost be called obsession - had
found expressiéon in many statements, and many solutions to the complex problem of
the arms race ppd been proposed, unfortunately to no great avail. In certain
sectors, the negotiations conducted in recent decades had yielded some partial and
limited results which fell far short of the objectives the United Nations hed set
itself. .

2. It had longz been said thet it was for the nuclear Powers alone to solve the
disarmament qﬁegtion and that the achievement of agreement on objectives and on
methods of limiting or completely eliminating the danger threatening everyone
depended cn thope Powers alone. In view of the present complexity of the problem,
however, and of the interdependence of the interests of peoples, it was vitally
important to ipyolve all members of the internationel community in the search for
an effective solution to the srms race, since all had to suffer its consequences.

3. In the opipion of his delegation, the convening of a special session devoted
to disarmament yould make it possible to remedy the inadequacies of the methods
adopted in recept years. One of the main tasks of the special session was to secure
and define a common political will, which alone would make it possible to establish
a new international strategy with universal participation. Thet was why Tunisia
supported the idea of the adoption of a declaration on disarmement. That document
should not only embody the political tndertaking of all Member States to take
effective actiop for disermement but should also establish the objectives to be
achieved and the guiding principles to be followed. The endeavour wvould succeed
only if account was taken of the interests of &ll, particularly those who had not
had an opportunity to express their opinion on that serious matter.

%, It would also be useful to draw up a comprehensive list of the various aspects
of the arms race including, for example, those directly affecting the countries of
the third world. In that connexion, Tunisia endorsed the Swedish delegation's
proposal that the United Nations Centre for Disarmament should meke a comprehensive
study of the effects of the arms race on economic and social development,
particularly ia the developing countries.

S. The danger that the special session would merely turn into a repetition of the
debates of the First Committee of the General Assembly must be avoided. A new
political consgnsus must be formulated which would make it possible to adopt
concrete and replistic measures. In view of the difficulty of the task, the
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possibility of a gecond special session must not be ruled out; in any case, therec
remained the World Disarmament Conference, the convening of which had been supported
by most Member States, including Tunisis.

6. His delepation endorsed the decision to invite non-governmental organizations
directly concerned to participate in the work on disarmament, since they would not
only submit usefu} suggestions end proposals but would also help to create a new
awareness in world public opinion, which would constitute the best stimulus in the
disarmament procegs.

T. He referred';o the great discrepancy between the slow progress of disarmament
negotiations and the speed with which technology facilitated the manufacture of new
weapons and the repidity of the geographical spread of the problem to all continents.
That meant that the arms race was a problem for which a solution was urgently
required. ' '

8. As to the orgenization of work, the establishment of an intersessional working
group with the task of examining Governments' proposals and formulating
recommendations for their consideration by the Preparatory Committee would represent
a considerable contritution to the success of “he work.

9. The CHAIRMAN said that, in pursuance of the decision that Member States vhich
were not members of the Preparatory Committee should be allowed to participate in
the Committee's work without the right to vote, he proposed to invite the
representatives of the Netherlands, New Zealand and Czechoslovakia to make

statements.

10. Hr. KAUFMANN (Netherlands) said that his Government's reply to the Secretary-
General pursuant to resolution 31/185 B on the special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament showed that the Netherlands attached great
importance to the problem of disarmament in both the nuclear and the conventional
fields. In the United Nations, the Netherlands participated, im CCD and other
bodies, in negotiations to bring about a limitation of the arms race, the ultimate
goael being general and complete disarmament under effective international control.
The special session would provide an opportunity to focus the attention of world
public opinion cn that question. His delegation hoped that an agenda for the '
special session would be drawn up and that it would reflect the political will of
Governments to give new importance to United Nations efforts end other international
efforts in the ?ield of disarmement and arms control. ‘

11. Referring to the excessive increase in conventional srmaments, he said that
there was no Jjustification for the fact that both in the industrialized countries
and in the devejoping countries scarce resources were being used to obtain arms

in quantities beyond those required for national security. The special session
should attach purticular importance to the problem of the congiderable expansion in
the conventional arms trade, which absorbed means that could have contributed to
the economic and social well-being of mankind. '
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12. Problems yelated to arms control and disarmament were connected with problems
in other fields, such as economics and sociology. There was a relaticnshin between
developument and disarmament: although they constituted separate aims, substantial
progress in disarmament would fuvourably affect the econoric development of

the developing pountries and enhance prospects for a new international economic
order. In that connexion, the Netherlends supported the Swedish proposal that the
United Nations should undertake a study on the subject of the interrelationship
between disarmagent and economic and social progress. Such a study would not only
be a follow-up to the excellent work previously done on thet subject but would also
teke into accoupt the results of the sixth and seventh special sessions. In
particular, it could deal with the following issues: the effects of arms control
and disarmament measures on the release of financial resources, including
determination of the extent to which a.system could be devised whereby resources
reieased would be used nct only for national development but also for purposes of
international development; the release of human resources, including discussion of
whether persons employed in the armaments industry could be easily transferred to
other industries and whether there should be national or international efforts to
assist companies and workers in the conversion from arms manufacture to peaceful
applications; the release of technological resources, including how technclogical
know-how in the manufacture of arms cculd be switched to peasceful uses; the releasc
of material resources, including examination of the fact that, whereas the release
of such resourges had immediate beneficial effect, it could produce negative effects
for certain déveloping countries as a result of the drop in demand for certsain
materiels for which there would be no immediate use in peaceful aprlications. It
would also be necessary to study the effects of the arms race in terms of
macroeccnomic phenomena, including economic growth, inflation and employment.
Another very important aspect was that of security. It was obvicus that any
country's development reached an optimum level to the extent that it felt secure
from external phreats. Genuine progress in international disarmament and arms
control would ¢reate a favourable climate for economic growth. Although
quantification was difficult, various qualitative aspects of the relationship
between security and development could be studied.

13. Mr. TEMPLETON (New Zealand) said that his country's support for the convening of
a special gcseion was a direct refloction of its coucern at the lack of subatantive
progress on disarmament. The continued proliferation, both vertical and horizontal,
of nuclear weapons jeopardized the relaxation of international tension. It was
clear that the production and refinement of nuclear weapons could not be halted

by bilateral negotiatons between super-Powers. The problem was not simply one of
meintaining a balance of terror among the leading military Powers. The economic
burden of armaments at their present level could not be supported by either the

developed or the developing countries.

14, 1In Hew Zesland's view, the overwhelming priority of the special session must
be nuclear disarmament. A further major step towards puclear disarmament followi i~
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the Partial Test-Ban Treaty and the Hon-Proliferation Treaty was overdue. The
next logical step was a comprehsnsive test-ban treaty, for which the General
Assembly had been calling with increasing urgency for a number of years. If a
draft comprehensive test-ban treaty were to be prepared and ready for signature at
the specinl session, that would in itscelf puarantce the scssion's success. The
aceeptance of a small number of general principles would facilitate the negotiation
of such a treuty. Those general considerations included the following: {i) while
it was obviously desirable for all nuclear-weapon States to participate from the
beginning in the drafting of a treaty, the fact that one or more nuclear-wveapon
States might not be ready to dec so did not constitute a reason for delaying the
drafting of a freaty; (ii) there should be provision for verification which
permitted a reasonable degree of certainty regarding all nuclear explosions of
significant sige. The verification issue was important, but should not provide

e pretext for putting off the political task of negotiating a treaty; (iii) a
comprehensive test-ban treaty must provide a satisfactory solution to the problem
of so-called peaceful nuclear explosions. It had yet to be proved that the
benefits - if there were any - to be derived from such experiments were likely to
outweigh the political and environmental problems they created.

15, "There was no Justification for delaying the nepotintion of e comprchensive
test-ban treaty beyond 1977. His delegation trusted that the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament would give first priority to that task, in order to allow
for the completion of a draft treaty by the time the special session was neld.
Opening tkLe treaty for signature at that time would generate meximum pressure for
early ratification. The conclusion of that treaty would be an important step
tovards limiting vertical proliferation, but it was to be hoped that in the interval
before the special session bilateral agreements would be concluded between the
Governments possessing the most advanced nuclear-weapon systems. Such agreements
should encomgass actual reductions in the numbers of weapons in existing arsenals
as vell as prohibition of the development of new types of weapons.

16. ilo less important then the limitation of vertical proliferation were steps 1)
halt horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons., Further ratifications of the
fon-Proliferation Trcaty, especially by potential nuclear-weapon States, and morc
effective controls on the supply of nuclear meterials and nuclear technolegy which
could be used to produce nuclear weapons, were urgently required. New Zealand would
actively supﬁort proposals designed to secure those objJectives while continuing to
permit access to materials and technology required for the production of electric
power through nuclear fission.

17. High priority should continue to be accorded to efforts to prohibit the use

of inhumane veapons. New Zealand welcomed indications that agreement on a treaty
to probibit chemical weapons was within reach and that such a treaty would be open: :
for signature by the time the special session was held.



18. New Zealend ghared the widespread concern at the political and economic ill
effects of a spreading arms race in conventional weanons. In its view, the
principal arms preducers should exercise restraint in responding to excessive
demands and deny arms to States whose Governments engapmed in the systematie
violation of humap rights. A United Nations study should be undertsken as roon
as possible ,of all aspects of the problem of arms sales and his CGovernment sould
continue to support initiatives to that end. Of fundamental importence in that -
regard was the need to release resources for socisl and economic develepment .
particularly in the third world countries.

19. It was apparent that one special session of the General Assembly would not

be able to formulate a wide range of nev disarmament measures; however. if one or
more major disarmement agreements were opened for signature at the time of the
special session, the possibility of ratification would be increassed. 1In addition,
the special session should adopt a general decleration on disarmament and a
programme of action. Likewise, a review of the United Nations disarmament
machinery was an essentisl part of the task of the session. New Zealand recognized
the need for a relatively small nepotiating body, such as the Conference of the
Cormittce on Disarmament, but at the same time it shared the dissatisfaction that
.had been expressed with that body's record. Nevertheless, during the current year
CCD had shown sigps that it was concentrating on issues of greater importance than
in the past and was keeping United Nations Members better informed of the progress
of its deliberations. New Zealand's approach to any proposed alteration of the
existing machlnery vas a pragmatic one: it was disposed to judéme by results. The
special session would provide the opportunity to do so and if, before the convening
of the special session, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmement was unsble
to reach agreement on those important issues, New Zealend would not rule out the
possibility of speklng new methods of negotiation including, if necessary, the
establishment of g new negotiating forum.

20. While understanding the reasoning behind the adoption of & conservative
formulation conceyning the participation of non-govermmental organizations in the
work »f the Preparatory Committee, the New Zealand delegation reiterated its belief
that such orranizations had made and could make a distinctive contribution to the
work of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. It was confident that they
would be able to make a positive contribution to the work of the special session.

21. Mr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) said that his Government had been very much
interested in beecpming a member of an organ as important as the Preparatory
Committee. He therefore regretted the fact that, as a result of the inadequate
representation of the States of the socialist community, it had not been possible
for the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to sit on the Committee. His Government
felt that the inadequate representation of the socialist cauntries failed to reflect
the important rolg which those countries played in disarmament talks. He would
therefore like tp tzke the opportunity to stress his Government's continuing
interest in becoming a full-fledged member of the Preparatary Committee. He hoped
that that interest would be taken into consideration during the debate on ihe
special session wjpich would take place at the thirty-second session of the General
Assembly.




22. The convening of the special session was fully in keeping with the preperations
for the world disarmament conference and would represent an important stace on the
road towards its realization. That position did not eonflict with the views
expressed reparding the possibility of holding repeated special sessions on
disarmament or with the emphasis placed on the nced to prepare for the world
disarmement conference, which his Government regarded as the only universal platfo:
having the necessary authority to adopt concrete, effective disarmament measures.

23, His delegation was of the opinion that e number of positive and realistie
proposals had slready been submitted in conmnexion with the preparations for the
special session. He wished, for example, to draw attention to the Soviet memorandum
of 28 September 1976 on questions of ending the arms race and disarmament. The
special session should give proper attention toc that docunent, which was in harmony
wvith the goals that the international community hoped to attain throush the
convening of the special session. '

2k. His Government felt that the agends for the speeia) session should include
items on the npreparations for the world disarmament conference, on the role of the .
United Nations in the field of dissrmament and on the edoption of a deelarstion on
disarmament. The declaration should set forth basic puf ielines on disarmament, the
prineiple of the universality of negotiations, and prioyities and guidelines for
disarmament negotiations.

25. It was egsential that the svecial session devoted to disarmament should not
weaken or und¢rmine the existing machinery for disarmament taiks but, on the
contrary, mal:ie them more effective. His delegation was in full accord with the
view expressed by the representative of the German Demoecratic Republic
(A/AC.187/SR.H) that those organs should not be held responsible for the inadequate
progress of the disermament talks, since they hed proved their viebility., The
blame lay, rather, with a lack of will on the part of States, and that could not

be dealt with by organizational measures. The special session should stimulate that
will,

26, As to the question of the decisions to be adopted by the special session, his
Government believed that the individual responsibility of all States Mermbers of the
United Nationg - end, in particular, that of the nuclear Powers - would be expressed
in the form of decisions. He therefore presumed that the principle of consensus
would prevail at the special session, thus eliminating the possibility that only
certain countries or groups of countries would accept its decisions.

27. His delegation was convinced that the special session would demonstrete the
readiness of (States to put an end to the arms race and would thus represent a
concrete step towards general and complete disarmament, which was the goal of all
realistic, sepsible nations of the world.

28. Mr. KUBBA (Iraq) said that Iraq attached the greatest importance to the
question of disarmament, believing that it should be one of the fundamental goals
of the United Nations since it was linked with the problem of maintaining
international peace and security and couid ereate a suiteble atmosphere for

b=



promoting internationel co~operation ard accelerating the process of social and
economic development, particularly in the developing countries. it was deplorable
that, vhile millions of people were sufferine from malnutrition, huge sums of money
and tremendous efforts were being wested on the manufacture of nuclear and other
types of destructive weapons. Tliose resources could and should be used for world
economic and social development, especially in the developing countries where they
were mnost needeq.

20. His delegation believed that the United Nations should be at the heart of that
process and had therefore joined with other non-aligned countries in sponsorine

the resolution cqlling for the convening of a special sessfon of the General
Asgently devoted to disarmament. An appeal for the convening of a special session
had been made at the Colombo Summit Conference, and he felt that the proposals made
at that ¢ime by the non-aligned countries could serve as a fruitful basis for a
successful sessiqn. He also wished to emphasize that the convening of a special
session devoted %o disarmament should in no sense represent an alternative to &
vorld disarmement conference.

30, He observed that the aspirations of the international community for peace and
security could nqt be attained in a vacuum. The granting of independence to peoples
ander foreign domination, the eliminatior of racism and colonialism, respect for the
sovereignty of States and non-inter.crence in their internal affairs would eliminate
some of the factqrs which had led to the resort to arms. Genuine peace and security
eould not be achieved unless the strategies aimed at acquiring spheres of influence
and world hegemqqy’were eradicated. '

31. The CHAIRMAR said that, since the negotiations for the adoption of the agenda
by consensus werq proceeding in a very positive manner, the request had been mede
that the Committqe's work should be sucpended for helf an hour in order to permit
an exchange of views on the subject.

32. The meeting was suspended at 11.55 a.m. and resumed at 12.40 p.m.
ONGANIZATION OF VIORK |

33. The CHAIPMA! observed thet the final phase of the negotiations had probably
been reachéd and that, cnce the agenda for the svecial session of the Genersal
Assembly devoted to disarmament was approved, the Preparatory Committee should meke
the best possible use of its time in comsidering other matters. Among the latter
vere the proceduyes to be employed in completing the preparatory work entrusted

to the Commitcee, including the preparation of the draft Declaration on Disarmement

and draft Plan of Action on Disarmement which were to be submitted to the special
session. The Coimittee would also have to set the dates of its next session.

34, 1In view of the limited time and steff resources availgble o the Secretariat,
the Cormittee shQuld also drew up a list of priorities for the required
documentation. ‘

The meeting rose at 12.50 p.m.
-w. .



32th meeting

Wedneaday, i8 May 1977, at L.20 p.m,
Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ de ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.12
OHGAHLZATLON OF WOIKC

1, lirs MERASLIGHL (Sri Lanka) informed members that the informal consultations
on the draft asenda proposed by the non-alignmed members of the Committee
(A/AC.187/53) had been successful and that & consensus had been reached on a final
version. On behalf of the non~-alipgned countries, he wished tc thank members for
their co-operation and spirit of understanding,

2. The following amendments had been made in the draft agenda proposed by the
non-alizmed wempers: in paragraph 1, the words "lack of adequate nrogress" should
be replaced by the words "pressing need for substantial progress”; in perasreph 2,
the words "of principles" should be deleted; in paragraph k4, the word "including"
should be replaced by the words "including, in particular,”,

3. He olso announced that he had just submitted a background paper (A/AC.187/55)
on the speeinl session which mifht be helpful to members in preparing: their comments
pursuant to CGeneral Assembly resolution 31/189 B, It was intended to be uscd as a
workinz, perer, and he would welcome any comments that members might wish to make on
it.

b, The CHAIRWAY said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Cormittee approved the text of the draft agenda as read out by the representative
of Sri Lanka,

5. It was s¢ decided,

6. The CHAIRMAN thanked members for their spirit of co~operation, which had
enabled the Copmittee to reach & consensus on the draft apenda. lie particularly
thanked the representative of Sri Lanka for the leadership whish he had provided
in the conduct of negotiations,

T. He sugrested that the Committee should edjourn its formal meeting end continu -
its deliberations in an informal meeting, If he heard no objection, he would take
it that members so agreed,

8. It was so decided,

The meeting rose at 4,30 p.m.
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13th meeting

Thursdéz, 19 May 1977, at 11 a.m. -
Chairman: Mr, HARRY (Australia)

A/AC.187/5R.13

GENERAL DEBATE (continued)

1. Mr. SCALABRE (France) said thet his Government's criticisms of disarmament
efforts, as currently conceived and conducted, were well known. However, criticism
was not sufficient.” That was why his Government - which, es the French Minister
for Foreign Affairs had stated in the General Assembly, was prepared to support

any proposal aimed at genuine disarmament, i.e. the effective destruction of all
types of weapons, both nuclear and conventional, at a reasorable rate of speed and
under effective international control - welcomed the convening of a special

session devoted to disarmament.

2. His Goverpment hed maCe known its views on the work of the special session and
the Preparatery Committee in the communication it had addressed to the Secretary-
General pursuant to resolvtion 31/189 B, in which it had emphasized in perticuler
that participation in the special session should be universal, with no privileges
for eny State, regardless of its size and regardless of the responsibilities
devolving on it because of the size of its arsenal. It had been stated in the
communication that no aspect of disarmsment should be excluded from the competer-e
of the special session, which should freely discuss all problems relating to that
complicated underteking without, however, interfering in ongoing negotiations or
departing from a subject which must be constantly borne in mind.

3. The text qf the draft provisional agenda sutmitted by the non-aligned countries
(A/AC.187/54), which had been adopted with minor changes at the previous meeting,
reflected the concern of its sponsors to establish a troad framework, open to all
opinions ané in no sense prejudging those views which, in the course of the

special session, would form the consensuses hoped for by all.

L. At its September session, the Preparatory Committee would examine the
question of a declaration of principles and a programme of action. His delepation
would participgte actively in that work, and it wished to emphasize now that one
¢f the main obéectives of the special session should be a thorough study of
disarmsment prgcedures and structures leading to the establishment of an effective
negotiating body which would work in close co-operation with the United Nations.
Secondly, although there was obviously a need for nuclear disarmament - and it
should be emphgsized that that was a problem separate from the cessation of nuclear
tests - the fact that . nuclear disarmement could not be achieved without parallel
rogress in comventional disarmament should not be overlooked. Only if there was
paralleiism between the two spheres would it be possible to avoid the disruption
of the strategjc balance and the insecurity wvhich might erise during the gradual
development of the stages which should characterize such a delicate undertaking.




5. Mr. 0CISO (Japan) said that if the special session wes t9 achieve its .
objective - general and complete disarmament - all partic1pat1ng States mus tal
remember that politicul confrontations were counterproductlv? and t@at the spec
session represented a constructive opportunity for deliberations which would

lead to concrete disarmament measures.

6. His delegation commended the non-aligned members of the Committee for their
efforts to achieve a balanced formulation of the agenda which had been a?opted

at the previoys meeting (A/AC.187/54) and believed that in all deliberations due
consideration should be given to the interests of nuclear-weapon States which were
not members of the Preparatory Committee. It hoped that that policy would
continue to be followed at all stages of the Committee's work so that all
nuclear-weapop States would participate in the special session.

7. His delepgation felt that in future the Preparatory Committee should
concentrate its attention on the formulation of the final documents, namely &
declaration of principles and guidelines and a programme of action. The
declaration ghould be adopted by consensus, with the support of all nuclear-weapt™
States. The programme of action should be comprehensive and integrated and shouli
provide a broad and flexible framework for future work. It should be broad

enough to ensure that account was taken of the concerns of all ¢countries and
flexible enough to permit the adoption of realistic and concrete measures in the
immediate future and in the medium and long term, according to priorities. The
programme shquld aim at giving world public opinion & broad, organic picture of
concrete taghs in the field of disarmament, to be executed in successive stages
but without g rigid time-table.

8. Although a number of significant agreements on arms control and disarmament
had been congluded in the past two decades, mainly as a result of the efforts of
the Conferenge of the Committee on Disarmament, the measures adopted thus far did
not seem to have produced sufficient progress. That was due to the fact that, in
the past, disarmament negotiations had tended to give priority to preventive and
peripheral measures. Accordingly, his Government earnestly hoped that the special
session would devote itself to deliberations on crucial end central issues which
would lead tp the final goasl of general and complete disarmament. Hence, in its
reply to the Secretary-General pursuant to resolution 31/189 B, his Govermment

had stated that at the special session high priority should be given to such
issues as cessation of the nuclear arms race and the reduction of nuclear
armaments, a comprehensive nuclear test ban, the prohibition of chemical weapons,
regulation of the international transfer of conventional weapons and the reduction
of military budgets.

9. Nuclear disarmement waes unquestionably the crux of the disarmament problem.
As a rerty to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Japan was
convinced that if the Treaty was to be effectively implemented universal accessi-=
to it was gzsential; at the same time, however, no effort. should be spared to
rectify the inequality inherent in the fact that the Treaty granted a special
status to nuclear-weapon States., The special session would be an appropriate
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time for the nuclear-weapon States to acknowledge their prave responsibility for
puclear disarmament and to adopt measuresz aimed at hmltznp the nuclear arms race
and reducing nuclear stockpiles; otherwise, the régime of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty could not be maintained permanently. As a first step, it was urgently
necessary to conclude a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty which would pave
the way for prohibition of the development and improvement of nuclear weapons.

10. The special importance of nuclear disarmament should not divert attention
from the struggle for conventional disarmament, for the recent acceleration in
. international transfers of conventional weapons would not only intensify existing
conflicts but also increase the danger that new disputes would arise in many parts
of the world. A great many countries had expressed the view that that matter
should be carefylly examined at the special session, and his delegation felt
that a common gtand in favour of giving.more attention to the question of
conventional dlqarmament had developed. The special session should therefore
place the utmost emphasis on measures to move forward in stages towards the
elimination of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction and tcwards the
reduction of conventional weapons and armed forces.

11. Mr. RIOS (Panama) recalled that on many occasions in the course of the history
of mgnkind attempts had been made to abandon the possession and use of arms. With
the increasing gophistication of weapons, the situation had become more alarming
..and, since the middle of the previous century, efforts to limit and control

weapons had mult¥iplied. In that connexion, mention should be made of the three,
Hugue Conferendes, the references to the question contained in Wilson's 14 Points
and in the Treqty of Versailles, and the initiatives takep by the League of
Nations. Both the League's Conference for the Reduction and Limitation of
Armaments and other subsequent attempts had failed dismally.

12, Since its earliest days, the Unites Nations had been preoccupied with the
question, and the determination of the peoples of the United Nations to save
succeeding genérations from the scourge of war had found expression in the preamble
to the Charter, Although since then much had been said and written about the
subject in the Organization, the results were frankly disappoirnting. It was
unquestlonably an almost impossible task, given the number of political and
economic interests involved. . Nevertheless, despite the frustrations and the deceit
of those who spoke of disarmament while secretly manufacturing weapons, despite
the fact that the arms trade was excellent business, and despite the lack of

trust and the fear that lay at the heart of the situation, general and complete
disarmament would ultimately have to come about..

13. The day was not far distant when third world Govermments, aware of the global
threat of the ayms race and of the fact that the astronomical smounts being

spent on the productlon of, trade in and purchase of weapons could otherwise be
used to meet tpe most baslc needs of their peoples, would rebel against that

state of affairg and impose an international boycott on arms suppliers.
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14, His delcgation reiterated its support for the proposal of the Colombo
Conference of leads of Dtate or Government of Non-Aligned Countries calling for the
convening of a yvorld disarmament conference or a special session of the Cenecral
Assembly devoted to disarmament; it supported, in general, all measures favouring
the holding of the spedial session, which should make an important contribution to
the achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control. At the special session, the General Assembly would have to take decisions
on such concrete steps as convening a world disarmament conference and demanding
that the great Powers destroy their nuclear arsenals under safe and responsible
international control.

15. The arms race was repugnant to the conscience of the world because, in addition
to threatening the very existence of mankind, it enabled certain powerfully armed
tates to establish military bases in other countries and to maintain troops in
their territory in violation of the principles of the United Nations Charter. It
kept non-weapons-producing countries in a state of humiliating dependence. In many
parts of the world, colonial enclaves and racist régimes maintained themselves by
force und the use of arms apgainst the will of indigenous majorities, and the same
could perhaps be said with regard to the 14 military bases maintained by one great
Power in the Panama Canal Zone. The arms race was often promoted by those who
manufactured and traded in arms for profit or by Governments desirous of expanding
their sphere of influence or pursuing neo-colonialist interests. Nor should it be
forgotten that the manufacture, stockpiling and transport of certain types of arms
had an adverse effect on the environment.

16. He suggested that it might be advisable to have the great Powers provide films
on the weapons currently included in their stockpiles for projection during the
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Such a "document”
would be more convincing than many speeches, studies and statistics.

17. His delegation wished to express its appreciation to those delegations which
year after year had worked for the cause of disarmament and, particularly, toc the
Mexican delegution for its untiring efforts end concrete contributions to that causc.

18. Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) said that the great majority of mankind had always yearned
eagerly for general and complete disarmament. The growth of the arms race, which
drained away huge resources that should be used to improve the living conditions of
all pecoples, was arousing Justified alarm throughout the world. Never before had
arms had such destructive power nor had the risk of the destruction of the human
race been so real, for the currently existing nuclear stockpiles had the potential
to destroy the planet earth several times over.

19. In 1973, the international community had spent $30 million an hour on armies
and weapons, i.e. more than $300 billion a year. The funds thus wasted in four du s
could have fed, for a whole year, 200 million children who were the victims of
poverty in various parts of the world. Nevertheless, the arms race continued whil-
hundreds of millions of human beings lacked the bare essentials of life. That
appurent puradox was inexplicable if one forgot that war and the threat of war had
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been and were a fabulous business for powerful imperialist monopolies. The latter
were the worst vnemies of world peace; they had introduced gross distortions into
the economies or a number of capitalist countries, which could apparently find no
outlet but in promoting internmational tension and conflict. Accordingly, universal
disarmament could not be achieved without establishing a system of international
relations that vas based on equality and respect for the rights of all peoples, that:
excluded all manifestations of a policy of aggression, domination and interference,
and that enabled all States, large and small, to develup peacefully, iadependently
and safely. '

20. The present situation called for prompt action. The process of détente should
be extended to the military field. 1In that connexion, Cuba reiterated its support
for the proposals contained in the memorandum of 28 September 1976 addressed to the
Secretary-Genersl by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the USSR.

21. The members of the Preparatory Committee could make an important contributions
to the cause of disarmement Jy ensuring that the forthcoming special session of the
General Asscmbly did not become just another exercise in rhetoric but rather a
framework for promoting practicael results. To that end, it was essential to observe
the®principle of consensus in the adoption of decisions and to ensure the equitable
participation of all ideologies and groups of States in the preparatory process for
the special session. In that connexion, his delegation supported an increase in
the representation of the socialist States in the Preparatory Committee and trusted
that the General Assembly would teke the necessary decisions to put an end to the
existing imbalance, which was unfair to that group of States.

22. His Government attached the greatest importance to the prompt convening of the
world disarmaement conference, which had been consistently advocated by the
non-aligned countries since their first summit conference held in 1961 in Belgrade.
The conference, with the participation of all States, could examine the agendas in
proper perspective, giving due attention to sll ti.e factors involved. His
delegation therefore felt that the world disarmament conference should be given
high priority as a separate item on the agenda of the special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament. VP.owever, the special session should not be
regarded as & suhstitute for the world conference but should rather be a geteway
leading to its early convocation.

23. The internetional community could thus advance towerds general and complete
disarmament in conditions which guaranteed the independence, territorial integrity
and legitimate rights of all countries and which strengthened the process of
international détente, making it irreversible and world-wide.

2h. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) recalled that there was & close relationship between
disgrmament and international security. However, for many years the disarmament
effort had been kept isolated, with no parallel effort for international security.
That isolation had deprived negotiations of the necessary background of
international security and of the resulting climate of confidence. The United
Nations Charter, particularly Articles 11, 26 and 47, showed the close relationship
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between disarmament and sccurity. Furthermore, the first resolution adopted by the
United Nations ip 1946 had teen devoted to disarmament and linked to the question of
necurity. In appther early resolution (W1 (T)), the General Assembly had asserted
that the problem of security was closely connected with that of disarmament.
However, subsequent General Assembly resolutions on disarmament in the 19508 had made
no mention of international security. The meny rounds of negotiations that had
followed had ylelded no results. High hopes had been raised in 1961 by the
McCloy-Zorin joint statement of agreed principles on general and complete
disarmament. In the long disarmament negotiations over many years, attentic: %~?
been focused on the mechanics of disarmament proposals without any parallel efig:t
towsrds international security. Yet, the joint statement of agreed principles, in
article 7, had clearly provided that progress in disarmament should be accompanied
by necessary megsures to maintain international peace and security, including the
obligation of States to place at the disposal of the United Nations agreed manpower
necessary for ar international peace force to be equipped with agreed types of
armaments.

25. At the current stage of disarmament discussions, it must be accepted the
progress on disarmament could not be achieved outside the political context of the
world. Effective progress on the problem of the arms race and disarmament would
continue to be hampered so long as there was no means of ensuring the security of
nations other than dependence on armaments. The functions of the United Nations, and
more particularly of the Security Council, for the maintenance of international peace
and security would have to come into play.

26. Co-operstive efforts in a climate of confidence were pre-eminently needed in
the disarmament endeavour. Such a climate required a framework less antagonistic
than that of the outworn concept of balance of power, which was but the extreme of
mistrust - short of war. Regrettably, during all those years of disarmament effortis,
there had been no diminution of the arms race. The stockpiling of nuclear
megatonnage had gone from 6,000 in 1960 to 320,000 in 1968, and it continued to
escalate. According to expert opinion, no more than 12,000 megatons in terms of
radio-activity alone would be enough to destroy all human life on the American
continent and beyoad. Thus, the existing stockpiles of hundreds of thousands of
megatons could destroy not only all life on the planet byt the atmospherie
environment tnat made life possible.

27. As reported in 1961, world military spendlng had stood at $120 billion annuell) .
By 1970 it had risen to $200 billion - an increase of $80 billion in 10 years. 1In
1975-1976, it had risen to $300 billion. Expendlture at the present time was
estimated at $400 billion, representing & sudden increase of. almost $100 billion in
one year. Such a tremendous waste of valuable resources, which were needed for the
preservation and development of human life but which instead were diverted towards
its destructien, in itself represented an economic problem of vast dimensions and
linked deveiopuent directly with disarmament. The arms race and military spending
wvere formidable obstacles to solving development problems. ‘Disarmement, development
and 1nternat10na1 security must be examined together in a highly interdependent
vorld. His dylegatlon therefore proposed formally that the Secretary-General, with
the help of copsultent experts, should underteke a study on the 1nterrelat10nsh1p
betvween those three factors.
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28. So that generally acceptable soluticns could be reuched, all Stetes must’
participate in consultations which would take into account their views and
suggestions, 14 was thercfore couscntial that formnl und informul consultations on
the content and drafting of the documents to be adopted by the special session
should be conducted on the basis of studies and papers concerning & new approach.

29. What was needed asbove 8ll was a return to & modicum of legal order, which
ironically had never before fallen to such a low point as at present, in the
United Nations era. The rosd to world legel orcdzr lay through international
security, which would become a reality only when decisions of the Security Council
vere effectively enforced. The interest of Cyprus in legal order and international
security was not related only to the present situation in that country. In its
first statement in the general debate, in 1960, when Cyprus had become & Member

of the United Nations as a newly independent country, his delegation had stressed
the need for internetional security, as stipulated in the Charter, through the
establishment of a United Nations force to maintain world peace and security.

It was & tragi¢ irony of fate that subsequently Cyprus had become a living example
of the lack of international security, cven when Security Council decisions had been
unanimous. In 1968, Cyprus had submitted a draft resolution proposing s study of
the d1ink between disermament, development and international security. He was
gratified to note that the concept of international security as a pre-condition
progress disarmament had received support in some of the replies from Member
States to the Secretary-Generel on the subject of the special session.

30. Mr. BENSMAIL (Algeria) expressed the satisfaction of his delegation at the
success of the Preparatory Committee in drawing up a draft agenda for the

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, with the approval ot
all members of the Committee. He was particularly gratified that the draft
reflected the views of the Algerian Government, as transmitted to the Secretary-
General in its yeply (A/AC.187/28),0on the lack of adequate progress in disarmament,
on the continuation of the arms race and on the need to create conditions favourable
to disermament. In thet connexiun, his Government attached great importance to

the need to establish a climate of confidence between States, through the final
resolution of local conflicts, the elimination of the lust remnants of coluninlism
end racism, and the ending of policies of spheres of influence, of interference in
the internal affeirs of States, and of denial of the right to self-determination

of peoples undsr foreign domination.

31. His delegation noted with satisfection that the Committee had decided to
1nClude in the agenda a review of the role of the United Nations in disarmament

and of the international machinery for negotiations on disarmement. It considered
that the United Nations should assume its natural role of providing leadership

and guidance in the field of disermement and should participate more actively

in the disarmament process. It continued to support the convening of a World
Disarmament Consernece in which all nuclear-weapon States would perticipate.

32. The second phase of the Committee's preparatory work involved the preparation
of a declaration of principles on disarmsment and of & programme of action. The
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nonend igned mombers of the Committee hnd prepared n working pnper whieh, he hoped,
would form the basis fur informal talks as a prelude to negotiations. His
delegation agreed that the talks should be informal during the period between the
end of the current session and 31 August, when the third session was due to start.
He regretted that he did not share the views of those delegations which had
suggested that the third session should take place after the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament had finished its work. It had to be remembered that the
dates of the third session had been set by the Committee at the beginning of its
first session and that the majority of the Committee members were not members

of the Conference of the Committeg cn Disarmament; most delegations would elso

be busy with the 8d hoc Committee on the World Disasmament Conference, which was
scheduled to meet between 12 and 15 September next. Furthermore, he could not
accept the idea of the Preparatory Committee becoming e kind of subsidiary organ
of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and having to modify its
programme of work accordingly. It should also be remembered that the docurentation
approved by the General Assembly on the basis of the work done by the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Review of the Role of the United Kations in the Field of
Disarmament included & recommendation that the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament should submit an annuagl report to the General Assembly in sufficient
time to enable Member States to eyamine it. He therefore considered thet the
dates originally set for the thirg§ session of the Preperatory Committee should be
maintained.

33, He salso considered that, during that session, the Preparatory Committee should
concentrate on preparing its provisionsl report for submission to the General
Assembly at its next session.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

34, The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee that decisions had still to be taken
regarding informal intersessional consultations and talks, as well as on whether
informul meetinge should be held Lefore the Committee's next official meeting.
The Committee would also have to reach a decision regarding the documentation to
be requested from the Secretariat.

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m.




14th meeting
Friday, 20 - at 05 2,3,

Chaimman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.14

1. Mr. MACAULAY (Nigeria) said that as a result of the endeavours of the founding
members of the non-aligned movement to meke known the objectives and perspectives
of the group, Africa had remained relatively safe from atomic blasts. Paradoxically;
netionalism had recently been increasing at a time when the most serious issues
facing mankind could o6nly bte resolved through recogniticn of interdependence. As
Mrs. Bandaranaike, the Prime Minister of Sri Lanka, had said at the thirty-first
session of the General Assembly, the polarization of the world around two pover
centres, which was the case until recently, was neither conducive to world

security and peace nor even beneficial to the national or regionsl interests of the
countries which had been parties to the military alliances of the immediate
post-war period.

2. His delegation was pleased to note that the principles to which he had
referred had gained support even outside the ambit of the group and it hoped that
the non-aligned movement would become a melting-pot of nationalities. He expressed
his appreciation to the delegations of Austria, Sweden, Pakisten, Romania,
Czethoslovekia, and many other countries, which had indicated their willingness to
support the movement, and to the many non-governmental orgenizations which had
pledged their unflinching support to the common endeavour to safeguard mankind.

3. In welcoming any assistance offered to the non-aligned group, he wished to
meke it clear that the group had never aspired to be a monolith and that, to the
extent that circumstances permitted, its members could have reservations with
respect to the group's official working paper or other working papers, which did
not pretend to be an immutable blue print, but rather guidelines leading to
agreement by consensus.

L. In the opinion of his delegation, at the special session devoted to
disarmament the General Assembly should examine the following questions: the
structure and functions of existing negotiation machinery on disarmanment matters;
the link between disarmement and economic and social progress, particularly in the
third world; the link between sales and/or transfers of arms and local conflicts or
wars in third world countries; the link between mining and prospecting rights and
the control of scarce raw materials and disestablishment, or threats of
disestablishment, in smaller and weaker countries; the observance of existing zones
of perce and nuclear-weapon-free zones and the creation of others where necessary;
the need to make available to smaller countries, particularly the non-nuclear-
weapon States, the benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear technology, bearing

in mind, inter alia, that, apart from Australia, Africa produced sll the uranium
necessary for nuclear development; the need to guarantee the safety of safeguards,
for it was inconceivable that, in order to reap the benefits of technology it should
be more profitable for countries to remain outside the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons than to ratify it, and that whole cargoes of
uranium rould disappear for clandestine uses.
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5. In conciusion, he said that the vorld should not wait for a catastrorphe
before deciding that the time had come to rcuch a viable gloLal agreement on
nuclear weapons. It was intolerable that, according to reports, sore

500,000 ccientists in tlhie United States and some 900,000 in the Soviet Unicn vere
engared in research geared to wsar, when some of their knowledge could more
profitably be used in studying the peaceful uses of sucleer energy, perticularly
in the developing world.

6. . LEONARD (United States of America) said that the informal discussions snd
exchanges of viev -« which, in the opinion of his delegation, provided the best end
mnost effective means of carrying out the work aessigmed to the Committee - had led
to & consensug on the particular task of the current session, namely, the
preperstion of & draft agenda for the special session of the General Assembiy
Gevoted to digarmauent. It vas encouraging to note the evidence of willingness on
all sides to understand d&’ “ferent points of view and make the necessary

concessions.

7. Although the agenda aspproved would probsbly serve es & useful framework for
the vork of the special session and the future orgsnizetion and direction of
preparatory work, it must be recognized that it represented only a small fraction
of the immensq task facing not cnly members of the Committee but also those
countries willing to contribute to the success of the syecisl session. In the
coning months it would be necessary to clarify and con. -lidate objectives,
determine the main areas to be examined and reoach agreement on the best reans of
seizing the apportunity provided by the special session to give a strong impetus
to disarnament negotiations. That would require intensive preparations at the
national level end a broad snd sustained pattern of consultetions. For its part,
the United States would continue its epdeavours to identify ways in which the
special sessicn could lead to an accleration and broadening of the disarmanent
process in the light of the pressing need for substantial progress in the field of
disarmanent.

8, His delegation hoped that the momentum generated at the current session vould not
be lost and that bilateral, regional and multilateral talks would continue., In that
connexion, it supported the Chairman®s proposal that work should be continued on an
informal btsasis between sessions, Vhile it would be necessary for Covernmente to besr
responsibility for decisions in the field of disarmament, the felegation of the United
States of America believed that support and ideas should be sought from all available
sources, In particular, it believed that private and non-governmental organizations
and national and international research institutes could make significant contributions,
It hoped such bodies would use their talents and energies to develop ideas for the
spééial session.

9.  Lr. TROYAUOVSKY (Union-of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed

satisfaction with the constructive nature of the debates and considered that the
exeharige of ideas would guarantee the success of the preparations for the speecial
session., The adoption of an accepteble draft agenda marked an important achjevement
of the current session and would lead to positive results. The nexi step would

be to cqn§1der the opinions expressed by the various Covernments and the nature of
the decisions the General Assembly would have to adopt at the spacial session. 1In
the documents adopted, emphasis would have to be placed on the pressing need to halt
the arms race, the need to avoid a third world vay, and the dangers inherent in the

arms race, which absorbed resources that could be used for other constructive
purposes,
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10. Although the concrete results so far achieved were unsatisfactory, it must be
acknowledged that some of +-- sonditions necessary for halting the arms race eristed.
In that context, the relaxati:. of tension and peaceful coexistence of recent years
were conducive to the holding of fruitful discussions. Referring to statements

made by the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party,

Mz, Brezhnev, he said that the negotistions would have a favoursble outcome to

the extent that the participants demonstrated a genuire desire to consolidate peace
and vere prepared to reach decisions that would not endanger the interests of some
countries or give unilateral advantages to others. The Soviet Union was acting on
the basis of those criteria.

11. Agreements concluded in recent years on limitation of the arms race were of
great importance for progress towards disarmament. Their importance was such that
they should be reflected in the final documents of the spzeial session. They
included agreements between {.1e Soviet Umion and the United States on the reduction
of nuclear weapons and limitation of strategic arms, negotiations on the banning of
nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, and the
emplacement of weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed and ocean floor.
Hegotiations on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons were also vitally
impdrtant, as were the conventions on the prohibition of bacteriological
(biologicel) weapons and other egreements on the reduction of armaments. On 18 May ,
at Ceneva, a large number of States had signed the Convention on the Prohibition of
Military or any other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques. That
represented an important step towards strengthening the peace and security of
peoples and safeguarding the environment.

12, It should be emphasized in the final documents prepared by the special session
that inter-State discussions were taking place on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, the prohibition of chemical weapons, and the
Prohibition of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. Negotiations
on further reductions of strategic weapons were continuing between the USSR and the
United States, as were talks on the reduction of military forces and armaments in
Central Europe. Participants in the Conference on Security and Co-~operation in
Europe had underteken not to be the first to use nuclear wveapons. In the United
Hations, consideration was being given to the question of e universal treety on the
non-use of force in international relaticns.

13. In the opinion of the Soviet Union, the principal approaches to the solution of
the problem of disarmament at the current stage of international relations should be
stated in the resolutions of the special session. States should be encouraged to
pursue the basic and final objective of all disarmement efforts, namely, general

and complete disarmament under strict international control, since that was the only
vay in which mankind could be guaranteed universal peace and security on u lasting
and firm bvasis,

-89~

AR L e st s L s



1%. From that standpoint, all States had an obligation to progress towards the
achievement of concrete goals, taking every possible opportunity to prohibit and
eliminate existing types of weapons, to prevent the manufacture of new systems of
weapcus of mass destruction, to keep entire regions of the world out of the arms
race, and to reach agreement in other areas.

15. One of the main prerequisites for success in disarmament agreements should
be the principle of allowing the greatest possible number of States, particularly
nuclear State: and these with the most powerful weapons and forces, to participate
in the talks and in the adoption of measures. As for nuclear disarmament , the
rarticipation of 21l the nuclear Powers waes absolutely essential.

16. Measures to solve the problems of the arms race and disarmsment should not
i1 any way jeopardize the security of States. If that principle was violated or
1f any attempt was made to obtain undue unilateral advantages, the effectiveness
of negotiations for the adoption of viable ugreements could not be guaranteed.

17. It was also importan® that the decisions to be taken by the special session
should include provisions concerning the use of the resources rsleased as a result
of disarmament measures for the improvement and well-being of mankind, the
accomplishment >f the main tasks facing mankind, such as the war against hupger,
disease and il.iteracy. and the solution of social, energy and ecological
problems, as well as for the econcmic progress of the ieveloping vountries.

18. The special session should establish guidelines for States in their
disarmement efforts. - In that connexion, the USSR had submitted to the General
Assembly at its thirty-first session a memorandum setting forth several measures
that could be taken to solve the problems faced by mankind in the field of
disarmament. Above all, it was essential to achieve the cessation of the nuclear-
arms roc.  Nuclear disarmement measures siould include the prohibition of the
marifwctere of nuclear weapons and the supply of suck weapons to the armed forces
uf States, as well as the reduction of existing stockpiles and, as a final goal,
their complete destruction.

19. The que.tion of the reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons, which
also represented a threat to peoples, should be considered simultaneously with
the question of nuclear disarmament.

20. One of the priority measures to be taken in the prohibition of the nuclear-
arms race was the geperal and ccuplete ban on nuclear-weapon tests. Another
important task was the strengthening of the system for the nin-proliferation of
nuclear weapons. It was important to enheance the effectiveness of the Treatv on
the Non-Proliferation of Wuclear Weapons by waking it genuinely universal and by
reinforcing the IAFA system of safeguards. It was essential to ensure that
international co-oper-tion in the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes d4:id’
not beccme a channel for the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

21. The special session should also take decisions cuncerning the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons so as to prevent scientific and technological




advances from being used for destructive purposes. Similarly, practical measures
should be taken for the reduction and limitation of aircraft, artillery, tanks and
other types of conventional weapons.

22. The adoption of regional measures of military détente and disarmament, such
as the establishment of zones of peace in various regions, in particular in the
Indian Ocean, would make a substantial contribution to the limitation of the arms -
race and to disarmament by eliwinating foreign military bases and by prohibiting
the shipping of nuclear weapons in the Mediterranesan.

23. The reduction of military budgets was one of the most powerful means for
limiting the arms race. The resources thus released could be devoted to furthering
the economic and social progress of peoples, particularly those of the developing
countries.

24. The USSR was prepared to take into account the opinions of other States on
those and other matters and to take an active part in the formulstion of
constructive decisions. The existing negotiation machinery should be maintained,
as it had already proved effective. At the special session, special attention
should be given to the adoption of further measures for the convening of the
World Disarmament Conference, in accordance with the agreement to include an item
on the convening of the World Disarmament Conference in the agenda of the special
session.

25. The CHAIRMAN said that, once the general debate was over, the Committee had
to take up three matters: the date of the next session of the Preparatory
Committee, the procedures to be followed between sessions in order to expedite

the work and, finally, the working papers that had been or would be requested from
the Secretariat. :

26. Wich regard to the question of the dates for the next sessien, during
informsl meetings it had apparently been zgreed that members of the Preparatory
Committee would begin unofficial meetings on 22 August 1977 and that the official
meetings would be held from 31 August to 9 September. In response to a remark by
the represertative of Canada, he said that if the Committee felt it advisable to
continue unofficial meetings beyond 31 August it could do so, but in any event
official meetings would have to be held in order to place the Committee's work on
record. If he hesrd no objection, he would take it that the schedule he had
suggested reflected the consensus of the Committee.

27. It was so decided.

28. The CHAIRMAN noted, with regard to the procedures to be followed between
sessions, that at the unofficial meetings it had been suggested, and the various
delegations had agreed, that contact groups should be created; it should be made
clear, however, that that would not be an institutional or organic arrangement.
It might be advisable toc use some other expression, such as "liaison

represen’ atives”. He suggested that each group should designate its own
representatives so that at any given moment it would be clear who should be
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contacted to aécertain the views or reactions of the various groups of States
within the Preparatory Committee. If he heard no objection, he would take it
that the Committee agreed to that procedure.

29. It was so decided.

30. The CHAIRMAN said that the third question.concerned the working papers that
had been or would be requested from the Secretariat. The representatives of
Mexico, Poland and Cyprus had made suggestions in that connexion at previous
meetings and he now intended to call upon them to make statements.

31, Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico)‘said that the text of the views of the Government
of Mexico on the agenda and other relevant questions relating to the special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement appeared in document
A/AC:.18T/34. 1In that text, his Government had suggested that the Secretariat

. should prepare as working papers 10 authoritative studies on the background and
most relevant aspects of disarmament and the nuclear-arms race.

32. In response to & suggestion by the Chairman, his delegation had held talks
on the matter with all delegations which had shown interest in the subject and
with other delegations which it had deemed advisable to consult. As a result, a
consensus had been reached whereby it was now proposed that eight working papers
should be prepared. One of the studies omitted was the one originally listed as
(9) namely, an analytical list of the agreements concluded in the bilateral talks
known by the acronym SALT, regarding which the Director of the United MNations
Centre for Disarmament had said that perhaps some of the delegations that had
participated in the SALT talks had more complete information than the Secretariat.
With regard to-the working paper originally listed as (6), "A list of bilateral
or multilateral meetings on disarmament held outside the United Nations since
1945, with an indication of the procedures followed in each case to keep the
Organization informed'", part had been omitted, and the rest had been added to
vorking paper (l). Of the remaining titles, (2), (3) and (4) remained exactly
the same as in the original list, and (8) was the same as that originally listed
as (10). ‘

33. He then read out the list of documents on which a consensus had been reached
in the Committee: ‘

(1) A brief synopsis of negotiations on disarmament and arms limitation,
including their results, held since 1945 (a) within the United Nations, (b) on a
regional basis or (c) bilaterally, with an indication, when appropriate, of the
procedures followed in each case to keep the Organization informed;

(2) A comparative study of the scope originally proposeéd or aimed at in
draft multilateral dissrmament treaties of a universal character concluded under
United Nations auspices and the scope finally fixed in those treaties, including
the contemplated measures for expanding that scope; ‘
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(3) A comprehensive study of officiel proposals or declarations made and
decisions taken by the General Assembly on the procedure of unilateral or negotiated
‘moratoria as & provisional measure for the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, as
vell as their application by any State;

(4) A synthesis of the arguments adduced for and against each of the four
proposals for the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones that have been included in
the General Assembly's agende {Africa, South Asisa, the Middle LFast and the South
Pacific) and for and against the proposal for the establishment of & zone of peace
in the Indian Ocean, including e subject index and a country index;

(5) A comprehensive study of the origin, development and present status of
various views proposed for the prohibition of the use of nuclear wespons; '

(6) An analyticel summary of studies made by the United Nations describing
the effects of the use of nuclear weapons, bacteriological (biclogical) weapons
and napalm and other incendiary weapons, as well as those relating to the
reduction of military budgets, including the economic and social consequences of
the arms race and disarmament and the relationship between development and
disarmament;

(7) A comparative study of global military expenditures and development
assistance since 1945, as recorded in available official and unofficial documents;

(8) A descriptive report on the human and material resources available to
the United Wations Secretariat for its work on disarmament and on the organization

of that work.

34k, With respect to title No. (7), he pointed out that reference was made to
"global’ military expenditures because it was impossible to break down military
expenditures on a country-by-country basis. Unfortunately, Governments still had
10t heeded the suggestion made on a number of occasions in the General Assembly
that they should regularly provide the Secretary-General with information regarding
their military expenditures. It should be noted that at the time of the“League of
flations such information had been made available. Moreover, the phrase “the
possible significance of such expenditures in the economic and social field", which
had appeared in title Wo. (8) of the original, had been omitted because it might

present serious problems for the Secretariat.‘

35. His delegation hoped that the text, as amended, would be adopted unanimously
by the Committee.

36. ¥, JAROSZEK (Poland) said that his proposal was very simple and had already
been formulated at the meeting of 10 May 1977. He then read out ‘the relevant paypt
of summary record A/AC.187/SR.5: ‘... his delegation proposed that, for the next
session of the Preparatory Committee, the Secretariat should compile.a document .
listing disarmament proposals officially submitted to the United Nations. ‘Thg list
should present the substance of the proposal, the date and country of submission,

and the status of its follow--up."
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37T. That list would enumerate chronologically the proposals on disarmament which
had been submitted in the United Nations and in the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament. His delegation had consulted with a number of delegations and felt
that such a compilation would constitute a very userul document for the Preparatory
Committee. Furthermore, he believed that it could be prepared quite easily and
without considerable additional cost,

38. The CHAIRMALl asked if the representative of Poland was referring only to
proposals which had been adopted, or to all proposals, including those which had not.

39. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) said that he was not referring to resolutions, which
appeared in other documents, but to specific proposals, some of which had been
adopted and others rejected. That would be clarified when the status of the
particular proposal was discussed. It was possible that some of the proposals
submitted might be reconsidered at the special session.

L0. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) said that the study proposed by his delegation referred
to the close interrelationship between disarmaement, international peace and
secyrity and economic development, that it was part of the study required under
item 1 of the draft sgenda, and that it should be submitted to the forthcoming
session of the General Assembly, to which the Preparatory Committee must also
submit & report in accordance with its mandate. The study should therefore be

completed in time for submission to the General Assembly.

41, The CHAIRIAN said that the proposal of Cyprus was addressed to the Secretary-
General. Since it involved financial implications on which the Committee could not
yet teke a decision, it might be useful if Cyprus would submit it to the thirty-
second session of the General Assembly, at which the relevant decisicn would bte
adopted. If his view was accepted, perhaps the study might be ready before the
special session.

L2, DMr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) inquired whether the Secretary-General did not have the
funds teo carry out certain studies, in the event that the Committee decided to

make the request in question. He did not believe that the costs would be excessive.
Otherwise it would be necessary to await the decision of the Genersl Assembly.

L3, The CHAIRMAN said that the Under-Secretary-General for Political and Security
Council Affairs had replied negetively to the question of the representative of
Cyprus. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee adopted the
proposels submitted by Mex1co and Poland.

L, I% was so decided.

45, Bix, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) thanked the Committee for having adopted the
proposal submitted by Mexico and, in connexion with the working paper submitted by
his delegation (A/AC.187/56), said that the title definzd it clearly: ‘'Some
fundamental principles and norms for inclusion in the ‘Denlaraticn on Disarmaument’
envisaged in the draft agenda of the special session nf %he Ceneral Assembly devoted




to disarmament, approved by the Preparatory Committee on 10 llay 19T77". He pointed
out that in the English transletion an essential adjective had been omitted. It
should read "for possible conclusion™ rather than ouly 'for inclusion”, because it
was not the intention of his delegation to dictate the terms of the Declaration on
Disarmaient. He hoped that document would stimulate thought and an exchange of
idesas.

46. The CHAIRMAN thanled the Bureau aiid the Secretariat for their valusble
co-operation and welcomed the atmosphere of consensus and the mutual understanding
vhich had permitted the adoption of various important decisions, including the
authorization for non-governmental organizations to participate in the Committee‘s
debates, the adoption of the agenda for the special session, the decision on the
timing of the next session of the Committee, the determination of the procedures
to be followed to expedite consultations between delegations and adoption of the
list of documents the Secretariat would be asked to prepare. He then declared the
second session .of the Preparatory Committee for the Special Session of the Genersl
Assenbly Devoted to Disarmament closed.

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m.
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15th meeting
Wednesday, 3) Awsyst 1977, at 335 p.m

Chajrman: Mr, ORTIZ IE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.15

ADOPTTON OF THE AGEWFDA

1. The vrovisional agenda was_adopted.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK i

2. - The CHAIRMAW s=id that he wished to poy a tribute to the spirit of
co-operation and the flexibility shown by all delegations during the informal
meetings, which had mcde it possible to agree on a series of measuvres that could
be formally adopted at the present meeting. ’

3. The SECRETARY recalled that, at its 1luth meeting on 20 May 1977, the
Preparatory Committee had decided to ask the Secretariat to prepare a number of
background pepers on the disarmement topics listed in the surmary record of that
meeting. The Secretariat had attempted to produce as many as possible of those
documents for the present session. The documents availsble in Pnglish were
A/AC.187/6T, A/AC.187/59, A/AC.18T/T1, A/AC.187/72 and A/AC.187/75. Some of those
documents were alsc available i languages other than Fnglish. The Secretariat

had also premared document A/AC.18T/51/Add.1. which contained additional replies
from lember States pursuant to operative peragraph 3 of General Assemtly resolution
31/189 B (¥XXI). The full set of documents would be available in all lancuzges
used by the Committee as soon as possible. Documents in the final stage of
preparation, which would be issued very shortly, were A/AC.187/68, 4/AC.187/70,
1/AC.18T7/73, A/AC.187/Th and A/AC.187/75. In accordance with the Committee’s
d=cision. the Secretariast was also publishing documents submitted by non-governmental
organizations in A/AC.18T7/INF.L,

L. The CHAIRMAW sugsested that, in accordance with the wiches of many delegations,
only one formal meeting each afternoon should be scheduled iuring the session,
leaving the mornings free for consultations. Additional meetings could be held

in the worping if they became necessary, and a formal meeting could at any time

be rerlaced by an informal meeting if d=legates so wished.

5. It was so decided.

PROVISIONAL AGENDA OF TIE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GEWERAL ASSEMBLY DEVOTED TG
DISARMAMENT

6. The CHAIRMAN said that Conference Room Paper ¥o. 2/Rev.l, containing the

draft prcvisional agenda of the special session, was being distributed to delepates.
It was the same as the previous version except for the reversal of the order of
items 6 and T.,:which had been decided upon at the informal meeting held on the
previous day. The draft agenda in its updated form was therefore before the
Committee for consideration, and it should not cause any difficulty since it had
already been debated in great detail. If adopted, it would becorc a document of
the Committee.

T lir. GARCIA RODLTS (*exico) observed that the cebates had been conducted in
an exemplary manner during the informal meetingssnd that the Committee hod probably
corpleted 80 per cent of its work by the beginning of the present for:zal session.
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Concerning the éraft. egenda for the special session he wished to bring to the
attention of members the matter of the reports to be considered by the special
session. Under item 6, unly the report of the Prercratory Committee to the svecial
session was mentioned. Ue thourht it advireble to make provision for ‘a sne01el
report of the Conference of the Corrittee on Disarmamcnt, vhick submitted an arnual
report to the regular sessions of the General Assembly. Since that was the practice
at the regular sessions, it would be difficult to exrlein why at the special session
on disarmem mt there was no report from the only multilaterel body for negotiations
on disarmement, which was also the only standing body concerned with the question.

8. Mr. FERRETIT (Ttaly) supported the prorosal made by the representative of
Mexico,.

9. Mr, JAROSZFK (Polend) said that he had no objection to the proposel but thought
it would be more sppropriate if the initiative came from the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmsment itself, since the Preparatory Committee could ot make

the decision on the latter's behalf., It would also be logical, if the Preparatory
Cormittee were to go beyond the scope of its own vork that it should not restrict
itself to a report of CCD but should ask for s report from the Ad Hoc Committee on
the Viorld Disarmament Conference. Item 12 of the draft agenda made specific mention
of a world disarmament conference, and it would be logical and pertineut for the

A@ Hoc Committee, as a competent General Assembly organ, to submit a report
containing proposals on all relevant aspects of the convening of such a conference.
In reply to a question by the Chairman. he added that he was not proposing =
separate item on the subject for the srecial session but wes sugresting thet a
report of the Ad Hoc Cormittee should be included in the review. If the Preraratory
Committee took & decision to anproach the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmement, it should treat the Ad Hoc Cormittee in a similar menner.

10. Mr. HOVEIYDA (Iran) supported the proposal of the representative of Mexico.

It was irportent for the special session to have a report from the Conference of
the Cormittee on Disarmament. The question was whether such s report should be
included a3 a separate agenda item. Ife had no objection to requesting a report
from the A4 Hoc Committee, but it was not necessary for that report to appear as

a aeparate 1tem9 it could be included among the documentation for the special
session. The delegetes to the speciel sessicn could not fail to be awere of the
work done by CCD and the Ad Hoc Committee. It would therefore be wiser to maintain
the present wording of item 5 and ssk four reports to be submitted by CCD and the
Ad Toc Cormittee as part of the documentation for the specisl session. With
Teference to the observations mede by the representative of Poland, he wished to
point out that most of the members of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament were Dresent as members of the Preparatory Committee and that a decision
coulé therefore be taken on its behalf by the Preperatory Committee.

11. DMr, HARRY (Australia) seid that the nurpose of item ¢ of the nrovisional
agenda seemed to be to provide a place for the report of the Prenmaratory Cormittee,
waich was the principel United Nations document for the special session. However,
the inclusion of that item did not rean that everything in the report of the
Preparatory Committee would be debated at that roint. He had assumed that the
debate on the report would take plece under iters 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12. The
guestion raised by the representatives of Mexico and Poland, es well as by his own
delegation, was whether en additional item should be included in order to provide
complete documentation.
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12, ifr. GARCIA RODLES (idexico) said that he could not mive an impediate opinion
as to whether a specific item should be included for a special report br the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament or should be dispensed with on the
understanding that, if a report was submitted, its contents would be discussed
when the substantive points were considered in relation to items £, 9, 10, 11 and
12 of the egenda. The matter reoguired further consultation, and no immediste
decision need be reached. With reference to the point raised by the representative -
of Poland, his view was that the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament was
answerable 1:16% to the Preparatory Committee but to the General Asserbly. The
Assembly sometimes asked that Committee to send special reports on specific topies.
such as the total cessation Qf;huclear-ueapgng tests. Any representative

could propose to the Assembly that CCD should be asked to submit a revort to the
special session.

13. The CHAIRMAN said that a decision on the matter need not be reached at the
rresent meeting. The Preparatory Committee could, after further consultation,
include the proposal of the representatives of Mexico and Poland among the
recommendations it would adopt:

ORGANIZATION OF *JORK OF THE SPECTAL SESSION

14, The CHAIRMAN noted that at the informal meetings a consensus had been reached
that the date for the opening of the special session should be 23 May 1978. If he
heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee wished to ratify that
informal asreement.

15. It was so decided.

16. The CHAIRMAN said that in accordance with General Assembly resolution 31/139 B,
the special session was to be held in New York. In the light of information from
the Secretariat concerning the remodelling and expansion of the plenary hall of
the General Assembly as decided by General Assembly resolution 31/195, the
Preparatory Committee had unanimously agreed at its informal meetings that it
should recommend to the thirty-second session of the General Assembly that a
decision be taken to reverse the phases of construction work at Headquarters, so
that the work in the General Assembly hall scheduled for 1975 would be done durine
1979. A decision along those lines would make it possible for the special session
to make use of the blenary hall. Administrative measures to reschedule the -
programme were, however, required at cn early date, and a decision must therefore
be made by the General Assembly at its next regular session by 15 October. He
therefore took it that the Preparatory Committee agreed by consensus to include

in its revort to the General Assembly a recommendation to reverse the order of
vork on expancding and remodelling the General Asseubly hall.

17. It was so decided.

18. The JHAIRIAN said that, with regard to the duration of the special session,
three views had been expressed during the informal consultations, favouring
alternatively a session of four we?ks, a session of four weeks which could be
extended to five weeks, and a session of six weeks. The representative of Mexico
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had asked for a repcrt on the number of meetings held on disarmament tonies in the
First Commnittee at the twentv-ninth, thirtieth and thirtv -first sessions of the
General Asseuwbly. In reply to that reguest, he could report taat, at the twenty-
nintk session, k0 meetings had been scheduled and 32 held, lasting approximately

26 working days. At the thirtieth session, no specific number of meetings hzad

been allocated to the subject, anéd 37 meetings had been held, lasting eprreximately-
26 working days. At the thirty~first session, 50 meetings had been allocated, and
33 meetings had been held, lasting approximnately 22 working days. Coansultetions
were now in progress concerninz the duration of the special session, and it was
hoped that the matter could be settled by consensus.

19. Hr. HOVSYDA (Iran) said that the number of meetings to be held by the sneeial
session should be kent to a minimum, out of considerstion for economic factors and
for the experts working with the Committee, whose services were also needed
elsewhere. At the same time, he reminded memnbers of the Preparatory Cormittcee
that the work of the two last special sessions at the General Assembly had had to
be completed@ under pressure because ¢f insufficient time, resulting in the
production of some documents which were less polished and consistent ther might
heve been desired. He hoped that the Preparztory Committee could strike an
appropriate balance in that regard during informal consultations.

20. The CHAIRMAW said he felt that there was a broad foundation for consensus in
the Preparatory Committee and that in a day or two, during which he would have
consultations with delegations, it should be possible to settle the matter.

21. In their informal discussions, the members of the Committee had reacheéd a
consensus that the number of Vice-Presidents of the special session should bhe the
same ~ 17 - as at the regular thirty-second session of the General Assembly. It
was understood that there could be substitutions of Vice--Presidents within the
quota allowed for each geographical group.

22. The CHAIRMAN .said it had been suggested that the special session should
establish a Committee oI the Whole, which could establish working groups as end
when necessary. All such working groups would be open~ended. If he heard no
objection, he would take it that the Preparatory Committee ratified its agreement
that a recommendation t¢ that effect should be included in its report.

23. It was so decided.

2h. The CHATRMAN said it had been agreed that the composition of the Credemtials
Committee of the special session should he the same as at the thirty-second session
of the General Assembly. If he heard no objection, he would meke a recomumendation
to that effect in the report.

25. It was so decided.

26. The CHAIRMAN said he had received suggestions that the General Committee of
the special session should consist of: the President of the thirty--second session
of the General Assembly, the 17 Vice-Presidents. the Chairmen of the seven Main
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Committees, the Chairman of the Committee o7 the Whole of the sypecial session, and
the Chairman of the Preparatory Committee. Tt had also been suppested that the
Chairmen of the !iain Committees, like the 17 Vice Presidents. could be revlaced
by other meubers of'the delegation or recional eroup to which they velonsed. If
he heard no objection; iie would take it that the Preparatory Committee rati’ied
its agreement to include & recommendation to that effeet in its report.,

27. It was so decided.

27. fThe CHATRMAN said it had been asreed in informal consultations that the rules
of procedure of the General Assembly would also a2pply in the special session, on
the understanding that every effort would be made to ensure that zll decisions on
matters of substance at the special seszion wvere adopted by consensus. If he
heard no objection, the Preparatory Committee's report would contain a
recomuendation to that effect.

29. It was so deciced.

30. Irs. SHELLEY (Office of Public Information), replying to points raised in
informal discussions by the representatives of Poland and Sri Lanka, said that
vhile the production of the brochurz mentioned in item A.1 {b) of Conference
Boom Paper flc. 3/Add.1 would be within the work programme of OPI and wculd
therefore entail nc additional expenditure, additional funds would be needed for
the trznslation and publication of the brochure in the various languares listed
under that item.

31. Ix. FONSECA (Sri Lanka) requested that the vord “official", appearing in item
A.1 (b) of the "Pre-Session Information Activities” section and in item (a) of the
“Post--Session Information Activities® section of Conference loom Paper No. 3/Add.1,
should be replaced by the word “wovking”. He also asked where the Duri language

was spoken, since his own inquiries on the ratter had proved fruitless.

32. The CHAIRMAY said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Prenaratory Committee agreed to the request of the representative of Sri Lanka.
He confessed that the Secretariat did not know where Duri was spoken, but he

promised to make the information availsble as soon as possible.

33. Mr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) requested that the word “Tagalog”, appearing in
item A.1 (b), should be replaced by the word “Pilipino’.

3b. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Prepara nry Committee approved the request of the representative of the
Philippines.

35. It was so decided.

36. Mr. MULYE (India) asked whether a complete list of the lanmuases into which
tue brochure would be transiated could be provided.
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37. Mr. HARQX_(Australia) commented that, while there was clearly broad agreement
that the material on the special session should receive wide international
distribution; the Preparatory Committee should not impose the use of particular
languages on OPI. He sugrested that Conference. focin Paper ¥o. 3/Add.1 shouid use
a more general formula "'in all lansuages possible might be thousht appropriate.

30. Mr. HOVEYDA (Iran) asreed that a more general formula should be used. The
important thing was the dissemination of information about the activities of the
special session to the masses of the people, and not the details of any ~iven
OPI publication.

39. Mr. HARRY (Australia) and Lir. JAROSZEK (Poland) expressed support for the
views put forward by the representative of Iran and said that stress should be
Jaid on the role of individual “»vernments in publicizing the work of the special
session.

'PRINCIPAL DOCU FNTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

4O. The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee had before it documents A/AC.107/55.
A/AC.137/56 and A/AC.187/60, submitted by the non--aligned countries, by Mexico

- and by Mauritius, respectively. Other documents had been received from Romania and
from Denmark, Finland, Norway and Sweden. They would be placed before the Committee
as soon as possible. Those documents would deal with substantive matters which .
would be taken up in due course. In the meantime, he urged all delegations to take
part in consultations with a view to reaching a consensus on the various issues.

ORGANIZATION CF FUTURE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE

41, The CHAIRVMAN said that, during the informal discussions, a consensus had been
reached on the dates for two sessions of the Preparatory Committee in 1978. The
fourth session would run from 24 January to 24 February, and the fifth from 10 to
21 April. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the consensus was
ratified by the Preparatory Committee.

42, It was so decided.

CONSIDERATION OF THEZ DRAFT REPORT OF TiHE PREPARATORY COvMITTEE TO THE THIRTY-SECOND
SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

43. The CHAIRMAN said that there would be ample time, as the work of the
Preparatory Committee progressed, to provide a provisional text of the draft
report to delegzations for their inspection and comment.

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.n.
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16th meeting
Thursday, 1 September 1977, at 3,40 p,m,

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentines)

A/AC.187/5R.16/Rey,
ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF TIE SPECTAL STSSION (continued)

1. The CHAIRNAW drew attention to Conference Room Paper Wo. 8, which contained
the record of recormendations of the Committee to the General Assembly and had
been prepered at the suggestion of the representative of the United States. Under
item 1 (e) of that document, reference was made to the President of the special |
session as one of the members of the General Committee. The special session would j
elect its President, and, in that connexion, he wished to inform the Committee that |
the seventh special session had elected as its President the President of the |
previous regular session of the General Assembly. The same hed been true of the |
third, fourth, fifth and sixth special sessions. In view of the qualities of the
candidate proposed as President of the thirty-sccond regular session, he believed
that the special session would follow the precedent that had been set and elect
that perscn as its President.

2.  Mr. HAMILTON (Sweden), introducing document A/AC.187/80, said that one of the
issues vhich had been given a promiment place in the replies of most Governments to

the Secretary-General regarding the special session was that of the enormous

resources devoted to armaments and the relationship between disarmement efforts and i
measures to achieve economic and social progress. Those resources were ursently i
needed to meet the demands of economic and social development, particularl, in
developing countries. At the second session of the Committee, a number of
delegations had expressed considerable interest in a continuation of the earlier
United Nations efforts to shed light on those matters. Recent assessments
indicated that resources devoted to armaments were larger than had previously been ‘
estimated. At the same time, United Nations studies and other reports confirmed
the distressing situation regarding world poverty. Furthermore, problems
resulting from under -development and world economic crises affected both !
industrialized and developing countries. It was against that general background ;
that the delegations of Norway and Sweden and the observer delegations of Denmark |
and Finland had decided to submit working paper A/AC.187/80. Those Governments had
come to the conclusion that the role of military expenditures in the world economy
and the conditions for a successful redeployment of resources to civilian purposes
must be further clarified in order to lay a solid foundation for the necessary
political decisions.

3. Farlier studies had convincingly prcved that a redeployment of military
resources would bring about considerable advantages with respect to economic and
social development. lhat was needed was a clarification of the matters relating
to such a redeployment the conditions for political decisions, the consequences
vith regard to employment and production, and the prerequisites for utilizing in
the most efficient manner the reallocated resources.

L.  The working paper contained a preliminary indication of the direction such an
international study might take, and the sponsors hoped that the Committee in its
report to the General Assembly would recommend such a study. The terms of
reference for the study had to be further elaberated, and that could be done in
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the continuing preparatory work with a view to having the special session take a
final decision on the matter. The proposal: was based on the view that the study
should be clearly oriented towards providing the groundwork for political
decisions. It was an ebsolute prerequisite to know exsctly what were the present
conditions with respect to the utilization of manpower and material resources for
military purposes and the extent to which those particular resources wou’d be

needed for purposes of civilian development. It would furthermore be necessary to '

consider the consequences of a continuing utilization of resources along current
lines, the reallocation of the resources of the world economy and a restructuring
of production.

5. Questions arose as to what would be the effects of continuing arms production
with regard to economic development and the utilization of labour and what would be
the effects on the utilization of natural resources. Those questions could be, and
indeed largely had been, answered in a general way. However, in order to develop
a realistic strategy for disarmament, the implications of alternative options had
to be known. For example, the employment issue had been brought up in public
debate as one of the most difficult problems to be solved within a programme for
disarmament. On the one hand, it had been argued that the long-term effects of
disarmament would increase possibilities for employment, while, on the other hand,
the immediate repercussions of disarmament measures seemed to be more uncertain in
that regard. Such questions had to be studied very carefully.

6. The proposed study should lead up to & detailed analysis of the conditions for
a redeployment of resources that would be released from military use. An analysis
of the demands of the civilian sector would be fundamental when considering
alternative production. Once that was done, the factors decisive to the process of
readjustment must be analysed in order to achieve the necessary co-ordination
between disarmament measures and measures of economic policy directing the
transition to civilian purposes.

T. It should be in the interest of all countries to find a way of redeploying
national resources; now disproportionately devoted to military purposes, to more
constructive ends. The goal of the proposed United Nations study was to provide
the world with the necessary mechanisms to.meet the political requirements of such
8 redeployment, includi~g mechanisms for transferring resources to development
efforts in the develc .ng countries. That would dramatically alter the prospects
for economic and social development and promote the ultimate realization of the
goals of a new international economic order.

8. Mr. VAERNO (Norway) said that his Government attached partlcular importance

to the dlsarmampnt/development issue and had actively engaged in co-operation with
the other Nordic countries in an attempt toc further clarify that relationship.
Norway believed that the study proposed in document A/AC.187/80 would be a valuable
contribution to the search for a new international economic order. It hoped that
that proposal would receive the necessary support.

9. The fact that an increasing volume of resources was being used each year for
military purposes in a world in which many people were unable to satisfy their




basic needs represented an indisputable misuse of resources. It had been stated
that if merely the increase in military expenditures during the decade 1960-1970
had been used for development aid, that would have represented a quintuplinz of the
official a2id from rich countries. In addition to the financial outlays, the world's
military sector as a whole claimed a larg2 number of the best-qualified scientists
and engineers. Some of that manpower should instead be mobilized with a view to
solving some of the present--day world's most pressing problems.

10. The present decade had been declared not only a disarmament decade but also a
development decade. It therefore seemed appropriate that a special session on
disarmament should also examine the question of the relationship between armaments,
resources and development. Furthermore, in resolution 3462 (XxX) the General
Assembly had declared that the continuing arms race vas not compatible with efforts
aimed at establishing a new international economic order. It had also, in
resolution 3470 (XXX). called upon Member States and the Secretary-General to
intensify their efforts in support of the link between disarmament and development
S0 as to promote disarmament negotiations and to ensure that the human and material
resources freed by disarmament were used to promote economic and soeial development,
particularly in the developing countries. In order to move in that direction,
efforts should be made to achieve concrete measures for the reallocation of
resources from military to civilian purposes.

11. The relationship between armament/disarmament and development had already been
the subject of other studies within the United Mations. The sponsors, however, felt
that there vas a need for an examination of the basic conditions for s successful
redeployment of rescurces released as a result of disarmament measures. Such a
study would help to achieve the goals of a new international economic order. The
close relationship between the main problems facing the world - poverty and the
arms race should be clarified in a manner suffic’ently elaborate to stimulate
public debate and to serve as a basis for decisions on concrete action.

12. The fact that expenditures on armaments were still rising gave cause for
serious anxiety. An uncontrolled military build up constituted an obvious danger
to international security and stability and to the survivael of mankind itself.
Iiillions of people throughout the world were suffering frcm poverty, and that
situation could in large measure be relieved through a more reasonable
redistribution of resources. It was in that context that the unacceptable misuse
of resources which the military arms race represented should be viewed. The
purpose of the Nordic proposal was to clarify the basic conditions for releasing
resources now allocated to armaments in order to promote the realization of a new
international economic order that would help to 2liminate the present inequalities
in the world community -- inequalities which in themselves were an important source
of tension and conflict.

13. The CHAIRMAN recalled that, at the 15th meeting, the Office of Public

Information had been requested to provide clarifications of certain points in
Conference Room Paper No. 3. OPI vas now prepared to provide those clarifications.

1k, lr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information), drawing attention to Conference
Room Paper No. 3/Add.1/Corr.l, said that OPI had, as requested, replaced the.term
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“official languages™ by ‘working languages'. The phrase "several other languages”
~in item A.1 (b) referred to languages such as Portuguese, Japanese, Hindi, Swahili,
Swedisih and others. It was assumed that the brochure would be produced in those
versions only 1 the Committee approved the allocations requested. The spelling of
the woxrd 'Darl had been corrected, and the word ‘Tagalog” would be replaced by

“pilipino” as requested by the representative of the Ph111pp1nes OPI also assumed
that funds would be available to produce the brochure in the German language.

15. Mr. VEILER (United States of America) asked for an explanation regarding the
last sentence of the second paragraph in Conference Room Paper Mo. 3, which stated
that a special effort was pianned to present-the 1977 Yearbook on Disarmament in
time for the special session, although possibly not in printed form and in all
languages. He wondered what the present schedule was regarding publication of the
Yearbook.

16. Mr. BJORNEPSTEDT (A551stant Secretary -General, Centre for Disarmament) replied
that tbe sentence had been included as a matter of csution. The Yearboock was being
prepared for the first time, and while it was hoped that it would be published in
"time for the special seSsion, it was still too early for the Secretariat to make a
commitment that it would be available by 23 May 1978.

17. The CHAIRIIAN said that, at a later stage, the Committee would again take up
the questlon ‘of the role to be ‘played by OPI in information activities for the
special session.

18. With regard to the role of non-.governmental organizations, he drew the
Committee's attention to Conference Room Paper No. T, which would be discussed as
soon as delegations had had suff1c1ent time to study it.

19. The representative cf the United HWations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization had requested an opportunity to address the Committee in order to
bring to its attention UNESCO’s continuing role in the field of disarmament. If

he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee agreed to give a hearing
to the representative of UNESCO.

20. It was so decided.

21. Mr. MARKS (United NMations Fducational, Scientific and Cultural Organization)
said that the links between development and disarmament had been recognized by
UNESCO since the late 1940s and would no doubt be among its primary concerns as the
special session gave impetus to efforts to achieve disarmament. From the time the
General Assembly had begun considering the matter of general and complete
disarmament , UNESCO's executive organs had begun stressing the importance of that
matter in UNESCO's programme. When the Secretary General of the United Mations -
had implemented resolution 1516 (XV) and had entrusted to a group of expert
consultants the preparation of a study on the economic and social consequences of
disarmament, the General Conference of UNESCO, at its twelfth session, had drawn
attention to the report of the Secretary -General transmitting the study and had
endorsed the unanimous conclusion of the expert consultants. The same resolution
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had authorized the Director General to inform the Secretary--General of his readiness
to supply him with any information and studies within the competence of UNESCO.

22. Beginning with the seventeenth session of the General Conference, a new
direction had been taken on the basis of promotion of the study of the positive
consequences of disarmament in school and ou*--of--school education for young people
and adults, the mobilization of public opinion in favour of disarmaement through the
use of the mass media, encouragement of the activities of non--governmental
organizations to further the cause of disarmament, and research on the economic
and social consequences and on the dangers to man and his environment inherent in
modern armaments and techniques of warfare. Those new orientations in UNESCO's
contribution to disarmament had been further developed, and the Director-General
had been invited to make extensive use of UNESCO’s commnication and publication
activities. Furthermore, at its eirhteenth session the General Conference had for
the first time in the organization's history adopted an intersectoral programme on
human rights and peace, one of the main activities of which was to implement an
interdisciplinary programme designed to promote education and information with
regard to the disarmament problem.

23. UHNESCO's activities continued to reflect the basic approach suggested by the
Secretary- -General of the United Nations in his message to the fourteenth session
of the General Conference., in which he had expressed his belief that UNESCO could
effectively supplement the rfforts of the United Nations to contain and reduce the
grave dangers inherent in the new weapons of mass destruction brought about by
progress in science and technology. As a result of that statement, UNESCO's present
activities included a number of studies and documents that were being prepared for
publication as part of the crganization's contribution to the special session.
Other activities had been undertaken following the adoption by the General
Conference at its nineteenth session of the medium-term plan for 1977--1982 and of
a special resclution on the role of UNESCO in generating a climate of public
opinion conducive to the halting of the arms race and the transition to
disarmament.

2k. 1In a special resolution on disarmament, the General Conference had noted that
a series of obstacles to the strengthening of peace were presented by the
continuing arms race and had concluded that UNESCO, by virtue of its experience
and world wide authority. could and should make an effective contribution to
solving that vital problem. In addition, UNESCO had ongoing activities in its
Division of Human Rights and Peace. Those activities could be divided into three
groups: (a) studies and a seminar on the theme of obstacles to disarmament and
the ways of overcoming them (b) activities relating to disarmament education.

(c) publications. The. seminar on obstacles tc disarmament was scheduled for

early 1978 ir tihe for the results to be made available to the special session.
With regard to disarmament education, a world survey was being conducted with the
assistance of non-governmental organizations in order to determine where and how
disarmament was being taught in universities in the various meuaber States. "UIESCO
planned to issue various publications in time for the special session. They
included: a volume on the role of international organizations in reducing the arms
race and promoting disarmament, wvhich would be part of a series of teaching
materials being prepared for university courses on international organization: a
reader containing a selection of previously published scientific articles from
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different regional and disciplinary perspectives dealing with various historical
efforts to achieve disarmament and with current social and economic aspects of
disarmement . an annotated bibliography and report on the trends of research
relating to the economic and social aspects of the arms race and disarmament.

25. In its work in the field of disarmament, UNESCO was of course guided by the
relevent resolutions of the General Assembly. It had the respensibility of
advancing thought on the major problems of the day, develeping school and out--of--
school programmes aimed at furthering peace and international understanding,
promoting the advancement of scientific knowledge and encouraging research designed
to elucidate the conditions and principles governing international action to build
peace. UNESCO remained ready to contribute in any way the Committee might find
appropriate to the special session and in any way the General Asscembly mirht wish
to recommend with regard to {iae implementation of a programme of action in the
field of disarmament.

'

26. Mr. COROIANU (Romenia), introducins the working papers (A/AC.18T/77,
A/AC.187/78 and A/AC.187/79) prepared by his delegation, said that they were based
on items 11 and 12 of the provisional agenda (Conference Room Paper No. 2/Rev.l),
which had been adopted by the Committee in May for the special session: under
those items it had been intended to adopt a declaration on disarmament., a programme
of action on disarmament and a review of the role of the United Nations in
disarmament and of the international machinery for negotiations on disarmament.
Those were the subjects dealt with in the papers presented by his delegation,
vhich he hoped would help to stimulate the work of the Preparatory Committee and
assist in the process of drafting the documents needed for the special session.

Ile wished to express his appreciation of the speedy way in which the Secretariat had
produced the documents required for the Preparatory Committee.

27. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that he wished to inform menmbers of the
Preparatory Committee of the tentative conclusions reached by his delegation at the
present stage concerning the preparation of the principal document or documents
resulting from the speecial session. Althousgh it could not be expected that that
task would begin before January, members might well consider the matter at the
present stage. HKe would prefer, for the time being, that the General Assembly, at
its special session, adopt one final document divided into three sections or
chapters. The first section would describe the situation in general terms, stating
what had been achieved in disarmanent efforts and reviewing the facts with regard to
the destructive capacity of nuclear stockpiles and the astronomical sums spent
yearly on armaments. It might be supplemented by some comparative data regarding
dlsarmament and development. It should also explain the contents of the following
two sections, which would contain, respectively, a declaration of intent and
principles and a programme of action. The declaration should seek to define the
principles and purposes of disarmament. It should be cumprehensive in nature
conteining the principles which should govern <1l negotiations and all dlsarmament
activities, and the immediate and long term purposes of such activities. The
progre.cue of action would not have to be exhaustive. It shculd be based on a
strict process of selection, not seeking to cover the rest of the century but
nerely a period a little longer than the remainder of the disarmament decade. One
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of the first items in the programme should state that if, three years after the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement, & world disarmament
conference had not been held, a second special session of the General Assembly on
disarmament should be held. That special session would be devoted to studying the
degree of compliance with the programme of action and to adopting weasures for
supplementing the programme., The programme would also provide that the General
Assembly should have an item each year in the agenda for its regular session
concerning coamplisnce with the decisions of the special session of 1978. Ia that
way, the peoples of the world would be fully aware that, while the programme of
action was not in itself too ambitious, all possible measures hed been adopted to
keep the degree of compliance with the programme under constant review and to
complete it within three years. :

28. Another item required in the programme to co-ordinate disermament activities was
a recommendation that an ad hoc body, established by the (eneral Assembly for the
purpose, on the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, after having undergone
the alterations required to permit the participation of France and China, should be
asked to prepare a comprehensive and exhaustive disarmament programme. That
programme would cover all the necessary measures to achieve what should continue to
be the final goal of all disarmament negotiations, namely general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

29. The programme of action in the final document would be the result of careful
selection and of consultations during the remaining proceedings of the Preparatory
Committee. His delegation repeated that it would prefer the final document to be &
single unit, in view of the close links among its constituent parts. It was,

- however, willing to consider with an open mind any views that might be expressed by
' other members of the Committee.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

30. The CHAIRMAN, replying to a question by the representative of Iran, said that
items 1 to 8 of the provisional agenda (Conference Room Paper No. 2/Rev.l) had been
dealt with. There had teen considerable progress as a result of the understandings
reached during the informal meetings, which it had been possible to formalize in the
decisions taken at the meeting of the previous day. Those decisions appeared in
Conference Room Paper No. 8, which was being distributed to members. Certain
questions remained to be resolved. Consultations were in progress concerning the
organization and duration of the special session and concerning its agenda.
Following the suggestion made by the representative of Mexico at the previous

- meeting, consultations were also in progress concerning a possible new item, a report

from the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, and at the suggestion of the
representative of Poland it was also being discussed whether the Ad Hoc Committee on
the World Disarmament Conference should be asked to submit a report. It was hoped
that by the next day, or the next formal meeting, an understanding would have been
reached on those questions and that a decision could be taken by consensus. It was
also hoped that a consensus would be reached on the role of non-governmental
organizations and the activities of OPI. The Secretariat had prepared papers on.
those two items. The Committee needed to give further attention to item 5, the
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matter of the principal documents for the special session. At the present session,
the Committee would not deal with the question of drafting the principal documents,
but a mejor step forward would have been teken if agreement could be reached on what
those principal documents should be and how they should be arranged. It would also
be advisable for the Commiitee to reach an understanding, whether at a formal or an
informal meeting, as to hw work would proceed during the intersessional period. '
31. He suggested that the meeting on the following day should be an informal meeting
durirg which members could freely exchange views on the remaining items. If agreement
was reached, decisions could then be adopted at the next formal meeting. The

informal meeting on the following day could be held in the morning, the n:.t formal
meeting being that of Tuesday, 6 September.

32. It was so decided.

33, In reply to a question by the representative of Sri Lanke, the CHAIRMAN said

that during the informal meeting on the following day it should be possible to decide
on the duration of the special sessicn as well as the matter of reports from CCD and
the Ad Hoc Committee. If members wished, they could also deal with the role of
non-governmental organizations and the activities of OPI, The only pending item
would then be that of the principal documents for the special session, and agreement
would be required on their format. '

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.m.
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17th meeting
Tuesday, 6 Sertember 1977, at _3.35 p.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ TR ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR,17

PROVISIONAL AGENDA OF THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBELY DEVOTED TO
DISARMAMENT

1. -The CHAIRMAN announced that, in informal discussions since the previous
meeting, members of the Preparatory Committee had reached a consensus on the draft
provisional agenda of the special session as contained in Conference Room Paper
Wo. 2/Rev.l. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee
adopted the following draft provisional agenda:

"l. Opening of the session in accordance with rule 30 of the rules of
procedure of the General Assembly.

2. Minute of silent prayer or meditation.

3. Credentials of representatives to the eighth specisl session of the
General Assembly:

(a) Appointment of the Credentials Committee;
(b) Report of the Credentials Committee.

4, Election of the President.

5. Organization of the session.

6. Report of the Preparatory Committee to the Special Session.

T. Adoption of the agenda.

8. Genersl debate,

9. Review and appreisal of the present internatioral situation in the light
of the pressing need to achieve substantial progress in the field of
disarmament, the continuation of the arms race and the close
interrelationship between disarmement, international peace and security
and economic development.

10. Adopiion of .a dealération on disarmament.

1l. Adoption of a programme of action on disarmament.

12. Review of the role of the United Nations in disermament and of the
international machinery for negotiations on disarmament, including, in’

particular, the question of convening a world disarmament conference."

2. It was so decided.
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3. The CHAIRMAN said that a consensus had also been reached on the following
draft recommendations as contained in annex 1 of Conference Room Paper No. 9:

"The Preparatory Committee recommends that the General Assembly, at its
thirty-second session, request the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
to submit to the special session a special report on the state of the various
questions under consideration by the Conference. '

"The Preparatory Committee also recommends that the Ad Hoc Committee on
the World Disarmament Conference submit a special report to the special
session on the state of its work and deliberations. These special reports
would be submitted to the special session with the report of the Preparatory
Committee, as part of the documentation prepared for the special session."

L. Mr, SKINNER (Canada), referring to the recommendation that the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament should be asked to submit to the special session a
special report on the state of the various questions under consideration by the
Conference, asked how that special report would differ from the annual report
regularly submitted by CCD.

-

5. The CHAIRMAN said that the "'special" report would be special only in that it
would be drawn up before the Conference in Geneva was over and would therefore
cover the state of the various gquestions under consideration only up to the date of
its submission..

6. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) informed the Preparatory Committee that during CCD
his delegation would express the view that a report covering so short a period
would be limited and not very useful. It would suggest that the report should
provide an idea of the state of all the questions on the agenda of CCD in order to
provide the special session with a full picture of the debate in CCD.

T. Mr. MORENO (Italy) agreed with the views expressed by the representative of
Mexico. He observed that CCD would have to make its own decision as to the form
and content of its report, but, since it also had many other difficult problems to
deal with, it was to be hoped that it would not use too much valuable time in
reaching that decision.

8. The CHATRMAN observed that the Preparatory Committee could not dictete the

form of the CCD report. It could, however, emphasize the potential value to the
special session of a report on the state of the various questions under
consideration by CCD. Since there seemed to be a general consensus in the

Committee on that point, he took it that the Committee agreed to adopt the following
recommendations contained in Conference Room Paper No. 9:

"1. Draft provisional agenda of the special session

Subject to agreement on the text of the recommendations attached as
annex 1, the draft provisional agenda circulated as Conference Room Paper
No. 2/Rev.l has been agreed upon by the Preparatory Committee.
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"2. Organization of work of the special session

() Duration
The special session will be held between 23 May and 28 June 1978.

(b) Level of representation

It would be desirable that States lMembers be represented at the
special session at the highest possible level."

9. It was so decided.

ORGANIZATION CF WORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

ORGANIZATION OF FUTURE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE (continued)

10. The CHAIRMAN said that, during informal consultations, members of the Cormittee
had reached a consensus that the special session would last from 23 May to

28 June 1978. 1f he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee
ratified that consensus.

11, It was so decided.

12, The CHAIRMAN said that, in view of the importance of the special session,
Members of the Cormittee had informally agreed to recommend that States Members
should be represented at the session at the highest possible level. If he heard no
objection, he would take it that that agreement had been ratified.

13. It was so decided.

14, Mr. CHAMPENOIS (Belgium), speaking on behalf of the member countries of the
European Economic Community, said those countries believed that it was too early and
not really necessary to come to a dec151on on the number and form of documents to be
submitted to the special session.

15. During informal discussions, the representative of Iran had suggested that two
working groups should be sét up to deal with the drafting of documents and other
substantive matters 'at the beginning of the fourth session of the Committee in
January 1978. Many delegations had expressed the desire to begin working on
substantive matters as soon as possible at the beginning of the fourth session.

His own delegation felt that to have two working groups would create problems of
communication and co-ordination. Instead, it proposed that the complete Preparatory
Committee, under its present Chairman, could reconvene, as a working group, for the
fourth session. As a working group, it would be open-ended and would be empowered
to create more specialized subgroups as and when necessary.

«l12=




16. Mrs. THORSSQON (Sweden) ::aid that her delepation associated itself with the
informel proposal made by tue representative of Iran. The Comnittee should decide
to establish a single working group to dratt documents at the fourth seszien so
that work on matters of substance could start at the very beginning of the

segsion

17. lir. SUCHARIPA (Austria). iir. VAERNO (iorway) and Mr. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka),
the latter speaking for the non-aligned countrizs, expressed agreement with the
views of the representatives of Iran, Sweden and Belgium.

18, Mr. BROUJ (Australia) said he recognized that the negotiation of texts of a
declaration on disarmament and a programme of action would have to take place
during the fourth session of the Preparatory Committee. He felt, however, that
it was important to reach some agreement now on the nature of the documents to

be negotiated and to establish that any menber of the Preparatory Committee would
‘be entitled to participate in the worling group or groups set up for that session.

19. Vhile not wishing to impose any ripid guidelines, his delegation felt that
the Committee e¢nuld profitably conduct informal discussions on the drafting of a
comprehensive report to be adopted at the special session. An introductory part
would contain information about the antecedents of the special session, the
reasons why it had been convened and the work of the Preparatory Committee. It
micht also include a review of the general debate at the special session. The
documents adopted by the special session, including e declaration on disarmament
and a programme of action - both of which should be adopted, if possible, by a
broad consensus ~ would be included in the report. Proposals for implementation
machinery could be included in the iatroduction and programme of action, or they
could appear in a separate section.

20, The Australian delegation believed that it would be helpful if there was a common

attitude towards & framework of a declaration on disarmament, If a measure of agree-

ment could be reached now, the later work of the Committee in reconciling texts sutmit=-
ted to it would be greatly facilitated. Whi‘e it did not propose to submit the text of
a suggested outline formally, the following were the main elements which, in its view,

should be included:

2l. An introductory section should provide a review of the present disarmament
situation and its implications for world peace.

22. A secend section should deal with general objectives. These would fall
broadly into three categories: the strengthening of international peace,
security and stability., and the elimination of the possibility of war; a call
for an intensification of efforts by all States to conclude multilateral
disarmament measures, and a call for the reallocation of resources currently
devoted to military purposes.

23. A third section would deal with the major principles goveraing relations
among States. It would urge the renewal of States’ commitment to the principles
of the Charter of the United Nations and would exhort them to commit themselves
to the adopticon of defensive postures and to confidence-building measures
designed to relax international tensions.
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24, There should be a section on the principles governing disarmament negotistions.
It would emphasize the need for the widest possible consensus on all matters
relating to disarmament, the principle of balanced agreements providing
undiminished security for all States, and the need for effective measures of
verification. :

25. A Tifth section should deal with (eneral measures of disarmament and the
priorities to be adopted. It would cover: multiluteral disarmament measures
(perhaps with subcategories for the different types of weapons ), regional measures
of arms control and disarmament, the reduction of military budgets, other measures
of arms control and disarmament, and the adoption of international confidence-
building measures.

26. There should be a section on the need to strengthen the international
machinery for disarmument negotiations.

27. Fipally, a concluding section should reaffirm the ultimate goal, appealing to
all States to do everything possible to promote general and complete disarmament.
It should alsc seek to mobilize international opinion for that purpose.

28, The Australian representative stressed that, in particular, the declaration on
disarmament should be designed to be read by as many people as poszible. It should
therefore be drafted in clear, simple language, making minimal use of technicsl voca=
bulary and containing as 1little "UN-gse" as possibie.

29. lir. JAROSZEK (Poland) said his delegation felt that the substance of the
documents to be submitted to the special session was a matter of great importance.

For the moment, it favoured the submission of two documents: a declaration on
disarmament with a section stating the principles on which ral]l negotiations apd agres-
ments concerning disarmament should be founded, and a programme of action, which
would state what should be done and how.

30. His delegation would not oppose the submission of just one document or the
creation of just one working group, but it felt that such decisions could better
be taken in January 1978, when the Committee cculd work in the light of ‘the
decisions taken at the thirty-second session of the General Assembly.

31. Mr. GAVIRIA (Colombia) said thet his delegation was in favour of the Iranian
proposal that the present session should decide whether the Committee would, at the
next session, work as an opén-ended working group to study the documents to be
submitted to the special session. In that connexion, he telieved that initially
the Committee should work as an open--ended working group and that, if the need
arosc¢, it could then cstablish various subgroups.

32. Mr. ULUCEVIK (Turkey) said his delegation shared the view that no time should
be lost at the next session on matters of procedure. It believed that the Iranian
proposal regarding the future work of the Committee was & useful one. Much
progress could be made if the Committee worked, at the next session, as an open-
ended working group.
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33. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) noted that he had previously set forth the
tentative conclusions of his delegetion rerardins the possible structure of the
main document to be submitted to the special session. His delegation was open to
other views and did not exclude the idea that there could be several documents if
that was the wish of the majority. From the statements made, it appeared that
most were in favour of the idea of a sinple document, and his delegation believed
that that was the best way to proceed.

34, His delegation had been surprised to read in press release DC/969 of

1 September 1977 that at the 16th meeting he had stated that if the eichth special
session could not anree on a programme of action, then another special session cn
disarmament should be held in 1981. As everyone knew, he had said no such thing.
He hoped that the press release on the present meeting would wore accuretely
reflect his statement.

35. With regard to the statement just made by the representative of Australia,

his delegation believed that apparent differences could be overcome if delesations
made efforts to comment on statements made by others. The representative of
Australia had said that the introduction to the proposed declaration on

disarmament should refer to the work that had been done leading up to the special
session. His delegation believed that that would be out of place in a document
such as the proposed declaration. In that connexion, his delegation saw two
possibilities: The final act of the special session.could contain a summary, even
a detailed one, of the entire background of the work leading up to the special
session. Such a summary could include the work done as far back as 1957, when the
General Assembly had first taken up the question of disarmement. It would then be
stated that, as a result of that work, the special session had adcpted the final
act. Such a summary, however, should not be in the declaration itself.
Alternatively, as the General Assembly had done on previous occasions, a resolution
could be adopted which would include in its preamble a summary of the background of
the work leading up to the special session. The opera’ive part of that resclution
could then say that in the light of that work the General Assembly had adowvted the
final act. Whatever the format decided on, the point was that it should be a
suitable one that would maximize the impact of the final act.

36. His delegation felt that the proposal by the representative of Iran
represented the best way to proceed at the uext session in January. It also fully
supported the proposal by the Nordic countries in document A/AC.187/80 for a United
Nations study on disarmament and development. Of course, four studies had already
been made, but none of them referred to the basic conditions for a successful
redeployment of resources released as & result of disarmament measures.

37. Mr. BROWN (Australia) said that the representative of Mexico might have gained
the rong impression of the statement he had made. He did not believe that the
deolaration on disasrmament should be weighed down with the entire backrround of the
work leading up to the s ~ial session. What he had said was that if there was to
be a single document submitted to the special session, then the first part could be
a sort of introduction summarizing the work that had led up to the specicl secssion.
His delegation certainly had not envisaged that the preamble of the declaration
would be a lengthy or complex one.
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38. Mr. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka) said that his delecation wished to reiterate vhat it
had previously saic on behalf of the non-alisned countries. The final document
adorted ot the special session should include a brief introduction, a declaration
statin= the problem and principles applicable in the ficld of dissrmament,

a programme of acticn on measures to accelerate the disarmament process and,
finally, a section on machinery for imvlementing; the programme. It would be
premature at the present starme to decide how those four components, which should
be complementary, would be presented or whether there should be one or more
documents. :

39. Mr. XPJAL (Wigeria) said that his delegation wished to thank the Nordic
countries for their proposal submitted in document A/AC.187/80. It was a worthy
contributicn which reflected the concern of those countries for development
throuzhout the world. Such a study on the effects of armament/disarmament on
developuent would be a timely one, since the current trend was for assistance to
developing countries to take the form of military hardware. It now appeared that
the reletionshir between the developed and develoving worlds lay primarily in the
field of armaments.

40. Studies had shown that if the developed countries were to reduce their
expenditures on arms by 10 per cent and use those funds to aid the least develcped
countries, there would be an additional $3 billion annually earmarked for
development assistance. A thoroush study on the effects of armament/disarmament

on development was most important, and his delegation therefore commended the
lordic proposal to the Committee. Such a study, however, would be meaninsgful only
iT its murpose was to show the world how the misused resources could be redeployed
to aid all mankind in an unequal world and if it sousht to demonstrate the futility
of the arms race.

41. The CHAIRMAN said that the useful exchan:e of views that had taken place had
apparently led to a consensus on various issues. Firstly, with respect to the
principal documents of the special session, all delegations seemed to be gquite
flexible and it appeared that there was agreement in principlie that the document or
documents should include an introduction or preamble, a declaration on disarmament,
a programme of action and, finally, a section on the machinery for negotiations
leading to disarmament. That did not, of course, exclude the possibility of
subritting other documents which the Committee might feel would be important for
the special session. Secondly, there seemed to be some flexibility on the question
of whether a single document or two or more documents shouiﬁ be submitted, although
most appeared to prefer the idea of a single document. He shared the view that it
was not necessary to decide on that matter at the present session. What was
important was that the consensus achieved should be maintained so that delegations
could now concentrate on the four elements of the basic document or documents.

42. There also seemed to be a consensus on the organization of the work of the
Committee at its next session. In that connexion, he wished t. express his
rratitude to the representative of Iran for raising the subject of how that work
should be approached. It appeared that the conscnsus was that the Committee
should, at the next session. work as an open-ended working group which would deal
with the basic themes to be submitted to the special session, leaving open the
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possibility that, if it so desired, the Committee could establish two or ﬁpre
subgroups as circumstances dictated. At the next session, it would also decide
on how it would meet, that is, formally or informally.

43. The representatives of Mexico and Nigeria had supported the Nordic proposal
contained in document A/AC.187/30, and that proposal was still open for discussion
in the Committee.

Ly, He believed that there was now a consensus on the role cf the Office of Public
Information regarding public information activities for the special session. It
appeared that the Committee was now prepered to approve the recommendation that,

as far as possible, OPI activities should fal). within the Office's regular budget.

45, Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that his delegation appreciated
the way in which the Chairman had conducted the work leading to a consensus on
various issues. It now expected that much progress would be made at the next
session and had profited from the useful exchanges of views held both in the
Committee and during informal discussions. .

L6. With regard to the activities of OPI, his delegation noted that at the meeting
ih May 1977 of the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination (CPC), that body had
stated that OPI's funds for 1978-1979 were in excess of the guidelines approved by
the General Assembly at its thirty-first session and had recommended that the
General Assembly, at its thirty-second session, should instruct OPI to redeploy
resources from lower-priority items. His delegation hoped that the General
Assembly would follow thait recommendation and did not therefore wish any action of
the Preparatory Committee to be taken as an endorsement of OPI's general funding
programmes. Accordingly, while his delegation would support OPI's prozramme of
activities for the special session, it felt that those activities could be cerried
out through a reallocation of resources, and he hoped that the report of the
Preparatory Committee to the General Assembly would reflect that view.

47. Tae CHAIRMAN caid he believed that any recommendations which the Preparatory
Committee might adopt with respect to OPI would be limited to the draft programme
of action because, while the Committee could make its views known on budgetary
matters, the relevant financial implications would be revised by the General
Assexbly at its thirty-second session. Any decision on those financial implications
would have to be taken by the General Assembly, and in particular by the Fifth
Committee. The United States delegation and other delegations with strong views

on the maiter would then be able to make those views known.

48. If there were no other comments, he would tzge it that the Preparatory
Committee approved the draft programme of action by OPI regarding public
information activities for the special session.

kg, It was so decided.

50. The CHAIRMAN said that the Preparatory Committee still had to take a decision
on the Nordic proposal contained in document A/AC.187/80.
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51. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that his delegation had not had time
to complete its study of the Nordic proposal and hoped that the Committee would
agree to postpone a decision on it.

52. The CHAIRMAN said that the matter would be postroned until the next meeting.

The meetin~ rose at 5.10 p.m.
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38th meeting
Wednesday, 7 September at 0 .
Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina) A/C.187/SR.18

ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. The CHAIRMAN asked the members of the Committee whether they were now able to
adopt by consensus document A/AC.187/80, the working paper prepared by Denmark,
Finland, Norway and Sweden. If so, the Committee's recommendstion.to the thirty-

second session of the General Assembly would be that the Asgerbly should recommend
initiating a study as provided in the document.

2. Mr. SCALABRE (Frgnce) said that, although he had no objection to a decision by
consensus on the working paper, he could not give his full assent to the Chairman's
proposal since he had received no instructions from his Government on the matter.

3. Mr. TIMERBAEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that a study along

the lines proposed in document A/AC.187/80 would in no way prejudge any decisions
that might be taken on that st_udy.

4, The CHAIRMAW said that, if the Committee recommended to the Genersl Assembly
thet it should initiate the study proposed in the Nordic paper, the thirty-second
session would take an appropriate decision. It could accept or reject the
recaumendation of the Committee.

5, Mr. OXIEY (Australia) said that his delegation had studied the Nordic working paper
and that it merited serious consideration. However, it was difficult to endorse the idea of
a étudy without knowing what its terms of reference would be. His Government recognized
the need for a study of the economic and social consequences of the arms race and had
provided an expert for the Secretary-General's expert group which had been established, in
accordance with resolution 3462 (XXX) s to update the existing United Nations‘report on that
subject; however, his delegation had not had the opportunity to refer the proposals in the
Nordic paper to the Australian Government. It was indicated in the paper that the objective
was for the General Assembly to endorse the idea of a study, which might leed to specifie
action of some kind by the United Nations. However, several possible studies were outlined
in the paper, He would be happy to support the principle of a study if the terms ofvrefer-
ence were more clearly defined. He would be grateful if the representatives of the Nordic
. countries would make clear what they hoped the General Assembly would endorse.

6. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden) said she wished to emphasize that the representatives of
the Kordic countries were not asking th: Preparatory Committee to adopt the ideas
contained in document A/AC.187/80. They were merely suggesting that the Committee
_recommend to the thirty-second session of the General Assembly that a study should
be made of the question of disarmament and development within terms of reference
vhich would be further elaborated by the General Assembly, so that the special
-session could take the final decision in May 1978. '

7. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Comaittee adopted the following recommendation by consensus: that the General
Asgembly at its thirty-second regular session decide to begin & study on

" disarmament and development, whose specific terms of reference would be considered
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by the General Assembly in the First Committee in the course of comsideration of
the recommendations of the Preparatory Committee.

8. It was so decided.

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

9. Mr. TIMERBAEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republies), speaking on behalf of his
own delegation as well as those of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia and Polani, said thst he wished to propose draft basic
provisions for the declaration on disarmament and the programme of action on
disarmament.

10. With regard to the declaration on disarmament, their view was %hat the

document cculd cousist of two parts. The first part should contein appraisals of

& general character arising from an objective analysis of the present situation in
the field of disarmament. In formulating those appraisals, account should be taken
of the fact that, despite the efforts of the peace-loving forces, there had been
no success in Paltlng the arms race. Its continuation posed the most serious
threat for all peoples. The task of stemming the arms race and attaining
disarmement was particularly urgent at the present time because of the actions of
the opponents of détente, particularly the United States, which threatened to
intensify the danger of nuclear war. The recent decisions of the United States
regarding cruise missiles and the neutron bomb and the increase in NATO's armed
strength in Europe bore witness to thet danger. On the other hand, recent years
had seen some success in halting the arms race. There had been a positive
development in international relations towards the reduction of tension, and that
process was determining the course of events in the world. Significant agreements
had also been reached in recent years in the matter of arms limitetion and the
prevention of nuclear war.

11. However, further progress had to be made in solving both long-standing and
recent problems. There was no lack of problems to be tackled, and the present task
was to give practical effect to the useful initiatives which had been made and to
direct efforts towards achieving effective international agreements in the field
of disarmament.

12. The second part of the declaration could contazin a number of fundamental
provisions to be put into effect through talks and agreements designed to halt the
arms race and achieve disarmament. Many members of the Committee had referred to
the need for such basie provisions, and e majority of States had expressed a wish
for them in their replies to the Secretary-General's letter concerning the special

session.

13. It vas important for the declaration to make the point that success could be
achieved in reducing internatioral tension if there were concrete results in

'llmltlng the arms race and in disarmament. The special session should declare

itself in favour of strengthening détente, so that the process of reducing
international tension could advance smoothly.
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14, World peace and sécurity on-a firm and permanent basis could only be
guaranteed by general and complete disarmament under strict internationsl coatrol,
vhich must be the chief aim of all disarmament efforts.

15. The declaration should also state the impprtance of partial measures in
limiting the arms race. Such measures were scmetimes viewed sceptically. However,
partiel measures were steges in the process of achieving general and complete
disarmament. They reduced the danger of war, lif ghtened the burden of the arms
race and helped to reduce the arsenals maintained by States.

16. The declar&t:on should also state that all countries should refrain from
acticns which could have s negative effect on disarmament efforts. The willingness
of States to adopt & constructive approsch tc international negotiations and
demonstrate a politicel will to achieve agreement was an important condition of
success. in arms limitation talks. Another was the principle that the security of
States must not be impaired. The strict ohservance of that principle had always
brought pesitive results, and attempts to circumvent it and gain unilateral
"advantage had always hampered the search for solutions. Thet principle had been.
reflected in the Soviet-American agreemenis of recent years and was the basis of
the Vienna Strategic Arms Limitation Talks as well as of all current disarmament
negotiations.

17. The sccialist delegations also proposed that the future document should
emphasize the importance of a general affirmation of the principle of the non-use
of force in international relations within the context of creating favourable
conditions for halting the arms race. That principle was the corner-stone cof
United Nations activities and was emphasized in the Final Act of the Conference on
Security and Co-operstion in Europe. At the thirty-first session of the Genersl
‘Assembly, the Soviet Union had put forward a draft world-treaty on the non-use of
force (A/31/243). In the view of the socialist countries, the declaration should
cell on all States to refrain from the use of force or the threat of foree, so that
the principle would become & law of international conduct.

18.. Many of the replies received from States concerning the special session had
expx.3sed serious concern that the growth of armsments was overtaking the efforts
of States in the field of disarmament and that that tendency had increzsed in
recent years. It was essential to limit armements, especially weapons of mass
destruction. A useful contribution could be maede by epplying the principle of
using the achievements of science and technology exclusively for peaceful purposes.

19. The participation of all States of the world was needed in order to solve a
problem as important as that of disarmament. Disarmament could not be achieved if
certain Stetes digarmed while others were permitted te increase their war
potential. The socialist countries therefore proposed that ti.e decleration should
contain the principle of participation in negotiations and elaboration of
egreements by the largest possible number of States, especially the nuclear Powers
and. those possessing the most powerful weapons and armed forces.
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20. Hany delegations had referred to the imnortance of effective control of
disarmement measures, and it would be useful for the declaration to contain a
statement to that effect. The .scope and nature of the control measures would be
determined by the scope. nature and specific characteristics of the concrete
measures provided for in the disarmament agreements.

2l. The declaration should alsc provide that the resources released as a result of
disarmement measures weculd be used to solve world problems, improve the standard of
living of peoples, and contribute to the eccnomic and social prosress of the
developing countries.

22. The second final document, the programme of sction on disarmameut, should
define the direct..n which priority efforts of States in that Field showld take.
The views of the Soviet Union concerning the most pressing tasks had bsen set forth
in detail in the memorandum on questions of ending the arms race s7d disirmament
(A/31/232), which had been presented to the thirty-first sessior of the General
Assembly. The main task to be defined in the programme was the halting of the
nuclear arms race. The production of nuclear weapons, the equipping of armed
forces with such weapons and the development of new types must be halted. At the
seme time, measures must be undertaken to limit the production of conventional
armaments. Useful experience had been achieved through the Soviet-United States
Agreement on Measures to Reduce the Risk of Oubreak of Huclear War, the Soviet-
French Agreement on the Prevention =~ Accidental or Unauthorized Use of Nuclear
Weapons, and others. The special session must emphasize the usefulness of such
neasures.

23. Another important task was the outlawing of nuclear tests. That problem had
recently been considered by the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, and
further talks on the subject would begin on 3 October between the United States,
the United XKingdom and the Sovist !mion.

24. An important aspect of the struggle against the threat of nuclear war was
action to strengthen the régime nf non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. The
threat would be immeasurably increased if new States obtained such weapons. That
such a possibility existed was apparent from the reports of preparations for
nuclear tests in the Republic of South Africa. The possession of nuclear weapons
by the racist régime in Pretoria would be a direct threat to the security of
African States and would lead to a rapid escalation of instability and tension in
southern Africa besides increasing the nuclear threat to all manklndi The
programme of action should therefore contain a provision for increasing the
effectiveness of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Huclear Weapons.
International co-operation 'in the peaceful uses of atomic energy was valuable, but
such co-operation must not become a means of furthering the proliferation of
nuclear wearons.

25. Chemical weapons of mass destruction must also be prohibited and destroyed.
That problem was being intensively discussed in the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament and also between the Soviet Union and the United States.

26. His delegation was glad to note that many States were proposing that the
programme of action should deal with the prohibition of the development of new
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types and systems of wearons of mass destruction. A new draft agreement on that
question had been proposed by the Soviet Union in early August in the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament and could lead to progress in achieving a new and
important international agreement. Another matter of interest to many States was
the creation of nuclear-free zones. That was an important remional means of
disarmament and would increase the security of States in such zones.

27. The programme of action should emphasize the importance of limiting
conventional armaments. Most of the expenditure for military purposes was devoted
to such armsments, and armed conflicts involving their use led to tragic loss of
life and material resources. Military bases in foreign territory must be
eliminated and foreign troops withdrawn from such territory. The programme of
action should also provide for the complete demilitarization of the sea-bed and for
regional measures of disarmement.

28. Although a number of States, in expressing their views in relation to the
special session, had expressed the wish for rapid progress in disarmament, the
programme of action should be realistic in character and concentrate on truly urgent
matters.

29. The present system of disarmament negotiations was not in itself responsible
for the slow progress being achieved; the form of the discussions corresponded to
the scale and nature of disarmsment problems. However, more effective work could be
done, particularly in the Conference of the Comnittee on Disarmament. The success
of disarmament efforts ultimately depended on the political will of the States
concerned. His delegation was convinced that the question should be considered in
the widest and most authoritative forum possible, namely in a world disarmament
conference. Such a forum could consider all questions connected with disarmament
and take effective decisions. If properly organized and provided with working
orgens to prepare agreed decisions that took account of the interests of all States,
a world disarmament conference could elabérate concrete, effective measures for
limiting the arms race and achieving disarmement. The programme of dction should
therefore contain recommendations concerning the preparation and organization of a
world dissrmement conference. A date should be proposed for the conference and a
preparatory committee established.

30. The impact of the declaration and programme of action would depend on the
degree of consensus which they reflected. It was therefore impertant that the
Committee's work should produce solid documentation. Ir. Gromyko, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs wf the Soviet Union, had cbserved et the luncheon in Moscow on

S Septémber in homour of the Secretary-General of the United Nations that goodwill
was not lacking on the part of the Soviet Union. Given similar goodwill on the part
of other States, the special session would be constructive and play au important
part in preparing for a world disarmament conference.

31. He hoped that the members of the Preparatory Committee would give careful

consideration to the proposals of the Soviet Union and the other socialist States
concerning the final documents for the special session.
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32, kir. JAROSZEK (Poland) said thet his delegation saw in the comtents of the two
documents Just submitted by the representative of the Soviet Union not only
important evidence of the consistent and constructive line of sction of the
socislist community in the field of disarmament but also the outline of a progrenme
which was in conforuity with the vital interests of all States, regardless of their
size, geographical location or level of socio--economic development. It was hapny to
note that the principles of disarmament negotiations and agreements contained in
those documents represented the highest common denominator of numerous ideas and
proposals advanced by a great majority of States.

33. Those principles, none of which would diminish the seecurity of any State, fully
reflected the basic requirements of security of all States and the scope of their
responsibility in the field of disarmament. Adherence to those fundamental
principles waes the condition sine qua non of success in all disarmament negetiations.

34. The basic provisions of the draft programme of action on disarmament submitted
by the Soviet Union were based on consideration for the undiminished security of all
States and reflected concern that certain States should not gain unilateral
advantages at the expense of others.

35. While they were realistic in their approach to the extremely comnlex subject of
disarmament, they were ctill intended to solve without further delay the most
important and pressing disarmament problems. They took into consideration a aumber
of elements of the respective positions of various groups of States. The adontion
of such a programme of action on disarmament and the conmencement of its ‘
implementation would be the most effective method of achieving substantial progress
in bringing closer the ultimate objective, namely general and complete disarmament.

36. Thanks to the progress made in political détente and peaceful co-operation
between States, the ensuing growth of confidence in international relations and the
establishment of a new peace- and progress-oriented relationship of forces in the
world, objective political and material conditions had emerged for a radical turn in
halting the arms race and greatly accelerating disarmament processes. The proposals
of the socialist States took due account of that fact and of the inseparable link
between disarmement, security and the socio~economic development of States.

37. Nevertheless, his delegation felt that the resuits of the ihdispvtably
important disarmament negotiations held so far were still insufficient and that ever

greater efforts were needed to accelerste the negotiating vrocess.

38. One of the conditions for substantial -progress in disarmament was the complete
isolation of the champions of cold war, who continued to be active and were seekinn
to increase tension and continue the arms race. Furthermore, all States must
refrain from actions which might have s negative effect on the over-all dissrmament
effort. He was referring in particular to attempts to develop and manufacture new
types of weapons of mass destruction.
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39. In order for disarmament measures to be really effective, they must be adhered

to by &)1 States without exception, especially those possessing nuclear wespons and

a significant nilitsry potential.

40. Polend particinated actively in the solution of the rost pressing disarmement
problems at both the regionel and the international levels. Its delegation would
do its utmost to contribute to the preperations for the special session of the
General Lssembly devoted to disarmarent and to its constructive deliberations end
fruitful results. It believed, however, that in order to achieve a real
breaktthroush towards general and complete disarmament it was essential to convene
a world disermament conference. The special session should therefore include in
its prograrme of esction & decision to convene such a conference on a specific and
not too distent dste. The General LAssembly. should request the Ad Hoc Committee
on the World Pisarmement Conference, as the competent Assembly organ, to submit

a report to the special session corntaining observations end proposals on all
aspects of the convening of a conference. It was gratifying that the Preparatory
Committee had reached & consensus to that effect.

k1., The President of the thirty-first session of the General Assembly hed laid down
the principie thet all interests should be properly represented in the Preparatory
Committee. The present composition of the Cormittee did not reflect the active
involvement in., and extent of contribution to, disarmement efforts of the group of
Bagtern Furopean States. The Committee’s report to the thirty-second session of
the Generzl Assembly should therefore contain a recommendation calling for action
to take adequate account of the interests of all groups of States and rectify the
present imbalence in the Committee.

42, EHis delegation would spare neither goodwill nor effort in maintaining fruitful
co-operation with all those who were genuinely interested in puttlng an end to the
arms race and accelerating effective disarmement.

43. Mr. FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) said that the working documents
submitted by the Soviet Unica on behalf of the socialist countries, of vhich his
delegation was a co-sponsor, reflected the experience accumulated by those countries
in 10 years of striving for disarmarent.

L. In order for a comprehensive agreement to be reached, all States must be
Prepareé to show political goodwill and to maintain a constructlve approach to the
negotiations teking place in the Committee. He urged all States to refrain from
actions which might adversely affect the Committee’s efforts in the Yield of
G@isarmament. Obviously, nuclear weapons were of primary importance in that regard,
but it should be borne in mind that the problems of disarmament weres complex aad
that there was a definite link between nuclear and non-nuclear erms systems. For
that reason, the Soviet papers proposed that a reduction in nuclear arsenals should
be matched by a reduction irn military forces and stockpiles of conventional weapons.
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It was irportent for ss many countries es possible to reach a consensus on those
matters, especially ccuntries with nuclear srsenals and large armed forces.

L5. Agreement hed still not been reached on the convening of a world disarmerent
conference, which could be of great velue in promoting the ceause of disarmanent.
His delegation hoped theat the special session would make significent prorress
tewards the convening of such a conference.

L6. His delegation agreed with the point made by the representative of Polend on
the representation of Eastern Eurcpean countries in the Preparatory Committee.
Neither Bulgaria nor Czechoslovakia, both of which were co-sponsors of the Soviet
documents and had played a considersble part in disarmament negotiations, were
members of the Committee. That situation should not continue. The dissatisfaction
of various delegations with the make-up of the Committee should be reflected in
the latter's report to the thirty-second session of the Ceneral Assembly.

47. Mr. AKHUND (Pakistan) said thet the special session should nct become another
occasion for general, abstract discussion. The adoption of a declarstion or
resolutions on disarmament would not in itself represar®; an advance towards _
actual measures of disarmament. What wes needed was agreements on specific issues.

48. Bearing in mind that the comprehensive test-ban treaty and the treaty banning
chemical weapons could be expected to be finalized before May 1978, his delegation
hed in May 197T proposed the addition of & subitem to the draft agenda of the
special session in order to facilitate their discussion. The Preparatory Committee
had adopted the egenda without that subitem, but that did not preclude the
Possibility of conducting discussions on specific disarmament agreements during
the special session.

49. The special session should give particular attention to two areas: the
security of non-nuclear States, and the creation of non-nuclear zones. In that
connexion, his delegation commended the document submitted by Mexico to the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD 545), of which it had become

& co--sponsor.

50. The Secretariat should enlist the eid of experts in preparing the documents
for the special session. It was importent that information on the work of the
special session should be disseminated as videly as possible. Memkers of.the
Committee had come to agree on the great importance of the role played by OPI

and the non-governmental organizetions in publicizing the work of €CD. It was to
be hoped that that work would continue for the special session, which was likely
to be the most important event in the United Mations calendar for 1978.

51l. Mr. WEILER {United Stetes of Americe) s2id that he regretted the harsh snd
recriminatory tone of some of the statements in the speech made by the
 representative of the Soviet Union. The Preparatory Committee was not the rlace to
 discuss ongoing negotiations. It would be better for its members to accept the challenge
of the special session and to use their imaginations collectively to afvence the common
effort to attain the goal of real progress in disarmament. Harsh words had never dise
mantled a single cannon, missile or nuclear weapon, '

52, Mr, ASHE (United Kingdom) suggested, in view of thé wide support in the
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Cornittee for the idea that the non-governmental organizations could fulfil a
useful function, both in the Committee snd at the special session, that the same
facilities should be extended to the 1IGOs during the special session as at the
current session of the Committee.

53. Hr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) seid that he supported the United Kingdom proposal
{because the non-governmental organizastions &id much useful and constructive work.

54, vhen the question of the relationship between disermament and develonment
hed been raised, he had proposed that a study should be undertaken on the
relationship between disarmement and international security. It had been seid at
that time that no funds were available for the purpose, and he now wished to

give notice that he would again raise the issue in the First Committee of the
Generel Assembly. Disarmement could be achieved only by halting the arms race;
the question, however, was how to achieve that goal. Up to the present time,
only half -measures hed been tsken, such as the partial nuclear-wespons test-ban
treaty, which permitted underground tests to continue.

55. Internetional security was todey based not on the principles of the Cherter
but on the balance of power. The latter was in fact a balance of weapons, and

as long as it remesined the basis of peace, there would be no halt to the arms
rece. It was therefore vital to conduct the proposed study in order to determine
how internetional security and disarmement could be achieved under the United
Netions Charter.

56. Mr. SKINNER (Canada) associated bis delegation with the remarks made by the
representative of the United Kingdom concerning non-governmental organizations.

He hoped that other delegations, too, would support that proposal. and in that
connexion he drew attention to the memorandum to States members of the Preparatory
Committee submitted on 29 August by the NGO Committee on Disarmement, which had
been circulated as a supplement to Conference Room Paper No. 3.

57. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden) said that her delegation appreciated the United
Kingdom initistive regarding non-governrental organizations. She recalled that
at the second session of the Committee & proposal on NGOs by the Bureau had been
adopted by consensus, and at that time she had said that she had hoped that the
Committee would be sble to go further in broadening its relationship with the
NGOs. That had not been possible then, or even &t the present time, and her
delegation was therefore prepered to accept a consensus elong the lines of the
United Kingdom proposal. She hoped that meny delegations would be réady to
engege in informal consultations with non-governmental organizations, and she
wished to inform the NGO members present that her delegation was certainly
prepared tc do so.
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56. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (idexico) recalled his statement on non-governnental
orgenizations in his note verbale of 26 April 1977 (A/AC.187/3k4, pars. 1) and said
that the valuable co-operation of non-governmental organizations would no doubt
help to highlight the importance and sensitivity of the issues to be discussed at
the special session. ' Accordingly, his delegation fully supported the

United Ringdom propossal.

59. Hr. SUCHARIPA (Austria) said that his delegation, t00," supported the
United Kingdom proposal and hoped that it would be acceptable to the Cormittee at
large. '

60. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) associated his delegation with the
United Kingdom proposal and said that activities outside the halls of Governments
and international organizations were as important as those inside for  the prospects
for progress in disarmament. His delegation, too, would welcome the views of
non-governmental orgenizations prior to, during and after the special session.

61. ir. SCALABRE (France) associated his delegation with the statements made in
favour of the United Kingdom proposal and said he wondered whether the Committee
might be prepared to adopt it at the present meeting.

62. Mr. ULUCEVIK (Turkey) said that his delegation wished to add its voice in
support of the United Kingdom proposal.

63. The CHAIRMAW said that, if he heard no objection, he would teke it that the
Comittee adopted the United Kingdom proposal that the Preparatory Committee should
recomuend to the General Assembly that non-governmental organizations in the field
of disarmament be accorded the same facilities at the special session as had been
granted to them in the Preparatory Committee.

6. It was so decided.

65. Mr. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka) said that, in connexion with the date and duration of
the special session, certain changes would have to be made in the schedule of the
construction work to be undertaken in the General Assembly hall and in other
conference rooms. The Committee on Conferences was meeting currently and was about
to prepare its report to the thirty-second session of the General Assembly. IHe
believed that the Chairman of the Preparatory Commitiee should inform the Chairman
of the Committee on Conferences of the decisions taken in the Preparatory Committee
so that the Committee on Conferences could adopt the necessary aduninistrative
measures to obtain the required changes in the construction schedule.

66. The CHAIRMAN thanked the representative of Sri Lanka for his timely
suggestion and said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee agreed that the Secretariat should inform the Committee on Conferences
of the decisions taken by the Preparatory Committee so that the necessary
aduinistrative measures could be taken.

67. It was so decided.




ORGANIZATION OF FUTURE VORK OF THE COMMITTEE (continued)

66. DMir. SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of Cermany). referring to the matter of
intersessional work, recalled that the Chairman had stated that most delegations
represented in the Preparatory Conmittee weuld be participating in the debate on
disarmerent in the TFirst Committee of the General Assembly. He therefore believed
that it would be advisable during those weeks for meubers of the Preparatory
Conmittee to hold informal or even formal meetings of the Cormittee convened by the
Chairman after consultations. That would provide an opportunity for an exchange of
views and for the distribution of various papers and would help to accelerate the
preparatory work for the fourth session.

69. The CHAIRMAN recalled that, in the course of the debate at the present
session, he had said he believed that major progress could be achieved through

" frequent contacts in the intersessional period. Ilie had also suggested that. if
sone delegations found it useful, the Committee could perhaps meet either formally
or informally on orgzanizational matters. He therefore supggested that he, as
Chairman, should consult the Bureau in the event that some delegations wished to
convene a meeting. If the Bureau agreed, he would then convene a meetin:, which,
he wished to make clear, would deal with organizational matters only; in cther
words, no substantive matters would be discussed. In the absence of other
couments, he took it that the Committee so agieed.

70. It was so decided.

71. r. VATAGABE (Japan) said that he wished to raise the question of whether all
nuclear-wveapon States would actually talie part in the special session. Vhile it
was true that all of those States were lMembers of the United Hations and had the
right to participate, he believed that the report of the Preparatory Committee to
the General Assembly should state that the success of the special session would
depend on the active and constructive participation of all ilember States,
particularly the nuclear--weapcn States.

72. The CLAIRMAY thanked the representative of Japan for his tiwmely suggestion,
vhich would be included in the report of the Committee to the General Asseibly.

73. iir. GARCIA ROBLu3 (Mexico) drew attention to the summary record of the

16th meeting.and said that uis statement, as there reproduced, had been counletely
misinterpreted. He intended to submit a corrected text to the Secretariat so that
his statement, which had been very well summarized by the Chairman, could be
accurately reflected.

Th. The CHAIKAN said that he vividly recalled the statement made by the
representative of Mexico at the 16th meetin~ and was grateful to him for pointing
out the inadvertent errors in the summary record. He wished to assure the
representative of lLiexico that hi~ statement would be accurately reflected in the
corrected record.

The : eceting rose at 5.40 n.m,
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19th meeting

Thursday, 8 September 1977, at 2.4% p.m.
Chairman: Mr., ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.19
DRAFT PORCGRESS REPORT

1. HMr. ALFARARGI (Fgypt), Rapporteur, drew the attention of the Committee to
Conference Room Paper No. 11, which contained the draft progress rerport on the work
of the current session.’ A nurber of drafting changes and additions to the draft
report- were contained in two corrigenda which had also been circulated to the
menbers of the Committee.

; 2. The CHATRMAY suggested that the Committee should consider the draft progress
report paragraph by paragraph. ‘

® Paragraphs 1-2

B 3.  Paregraphs 1-2 were approved.

f Parsgraph 3

f 4. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) proposed the sddition of the following sentence at the
end of the paragraph: "Views to that effect were also expressed at the sessions
§ of the Preparatory Cormittee and are reflected in the summary records annexed to
§ this report.”

$5s Mr. BROWN (Australia) said that his delegation would not formally object to the

f Polish amendment. He noted, however, that the paragraph di¢ not mention the letter to
Bthe President of the General Assembly from the Group of Western Europeasn and other States
jon the question of the representation of that Group in the Preparatory Committee, in whicl
fit was indicated that the Group had selected its members on the understanding that no
ichanges would be made in the allocation of seats in the Committee; it might therefore be
appropriate to retain the paragraph as it stood,

6. The CHAIRMAN noted that the information contained in paragraph 3 had been
drawvn from document A/31L/475, which contained the text of the letter written by

¢ the Chairman of the Eastern Buropeen Group. While that document also reported the
§views of the Group of Western Buropean and Other States, it contained no mention
dof a specific letter from that group.

7. Parsgraph 3, as amended, was approved.

EParagravh L

8. Mr. ALEM (Secretary of the Committee), referring to the question of replies
ifrom Mexber States to the note verbale of the Secretary-General, said that on

(9 June 1977 the Permanent Mission of the People's Republic of Chine had informed
the Centre for Disarmament in an oral communication that the position of the
Chinese Government on the question of a special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament had been put forward by its representatives at the

25th end 50th meetings of the First Committee of the General Assembly at the
latter's thirty-first session and that that position had remained unchanged.

9. Paregravh 4 was approved.
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Paragraphs 5-8

10. Parezraphs 5-8 were approved.

Paragrach 9

11. lir. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) observed that the phrase "in order to facilitate
the knowledge of non-governmental crgenizations’ contrloutlons was sowuewhat vague
and prorosed that it should be repleced by the phrase ' ‘in order to facilitate
dissemination of information on the contributions- of non--governmental
organizations®.

J2. Paragraph 9, as smended, was approved.

Paraszrenhs 10-19

13. Paragraphs 10-19 were approvec.

Papazraph 20

14. The CHAIRMAN said that he would send & letter to the Chairman of the Committee
on Conferences, asking for account to be taken of the recommendation approved by
the Preparatory Coumittee concerning the phases of construction work in the

Genersal Assembly hall.

15. Paragreph 20 was approved.

Paragravh 21

16. The CHAIRMAH proposed inserting a new paragraph before paragraph 21 stating
that the Committee felt that the General Assembly would wish to continue its
previous practice of considering the President of the resular session to be the
President of the special session. That would require insertingz an additional
subheading, "Presidents”, to be numbered 3, and renumbering the subsequent
subheadings and paragraphs.

17. It was so decided.

18. Paragraph 21 was approved.

Paragraphs 22-26

19. Paragraphs 22-26 were approved.

Paragraph 27

20. Mr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) proposed edding the words “adoption of" after
the words 'The Committee recormends".
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2l. Paragraph 27, as amended, was approved.

Paragraphs 28-29

22. Paragraphs 28-29 were anoroved.

Paragraph 30

contrary.

25, Paragraph 30 was approved.

Pargggagh 31

25. Mr. HAMILTON. (Sweden) proposed adding the following words at the end of the
paragraph: "and further recommends that the finel decisions in this respect be
teken by the special session”. '

26. Peragraph 31, es_smended, was approved.

Paraggagh 32

27. Paragraph 32 was approved.

28. The CEATRMAW, replying to a question by the representative of Yugoslavia,
said that the reference in Conference Room Paper No. 12 under the heading
“Organization of the future work of the Preparatory Committee" to a2 possible
meeting of the Committee during the thirty-second session of the General Assembly
had not been included under section IV (B) of the draft report because the matter
was not one requiring a decision by the General Assembly. : '

29. The first reading of the draft brogress report had ndow been completed. The
report, as amended, would be adopted formally at the next reeting.

The meeting rose at 5 p.nm,

=] 30



20th meeting
Frida Sertember at 10 a.m.

Chairmun: Mr., ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/5R.20

DRAFT FROGRESS REPORT (A/AC.187/R.1) (contiuued)

1. Mr. VRAALSEN (Norway), commenting on paragraph 3, said that the question of the
size and composition of the Preparatory Committee had been discussed at length )
during the thirty-first session of the General Assembly and subsequently. The
discussion had been reflected in two communications, only one of which was mentioned
in the draft report. The other was a letter >f 27 Jaauary 1977 to the President

of the General Assembly from his delegation, acting as Chairman of the Group of
Western Duropesn and Other States. It stated thet "the selection of candidates
from the Group has taken place on the definite understanding that there will be no
change in the following agreed distribution of seats to the various regional groups:
Africa, 14; Asia, 11; Eastern Europe, 6; Latin America, 10, and Western Lurcpe and
Others, 13." That quotation should appear in full in the summary record of the
meeting, which would be annexed to the repert.

2. It was so decided.

3.+ Mr. JAROSZEK {Poland) observed that that did not preclude the possibility that
- the General Assembly would adopt other decisions at its thirty-second session.

However, in stressing the right of the Eastern Furopean Group to enlarge its
representation to 8, that Group was not opposing modifications in the composition
of the Committee with regard to the representation of other regional groups.

b, Mr. BROWN (Australia) ssid that, in raising the point originally, he had not
intended tu prejudge the question of greater representation for the Eastern
European Group but hed simply wished to make known the position of the Western
European Group. It was apperent that the views expressed on the question of
menmbership had not related only to the Eastern Furopean Group. He therefore
proposed thet the last sentence in paragreph 3 should begin as follows: "Views on
the question of membership of the Committee were also expressed ...".

5. Mr. VRAALSEN (Worway) supported the amepiment. He agreed that his proposal
did not preclude the adoption of cther decisions on the size and composition of
the Preparatory Committee by the General Assembly.

6. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland), slthough not objecting in principle to the Australizn
amendment , suggested that the sentence should start as follows: "Wisws to that
effect and on other aspects of the question of membership of the Committee ...",

7. It was so decided.

8. The CHATRMAW pointed out that the word "that" in the pemultimate line should
read "this".

9. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES {Mexico)-drew attention to &n omission in tke Spanish text.
The fifth line of paragraph 25 should read as follows: “gue podrian ser sustituidos

Por miembros de sus delerscicnes o PEr ...
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10. The C.AIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it thet the
draft report, as amended, was adopted by consensus.

1l. It was so decided.

12. After an exchénge of courtesies, the CHAIRMAW declared the session closed.

The meeting rose at 11.45 g.m.
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2let meeting

Tuesdey, 24 January'1978, 2t 3,30 p.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS {Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.21

OPENING OF THE SLESSION

1. The CHAIRMAN declared open the fourth session of the Preparatory Committee for
the Special Session of “he -General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament.

ADOPTION OF THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA (A/AC.187/88)

2. The provisional agenda was adopted.

ELECTION OF THE RAPPORTEUR

3. The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee that it had to elect a Rapporteur to
replace Mr. Alferargi of Egypt, who had taken up a post with the United Nations
Centre for Disarmament,

L, Mr. Bensmail (Algeria) was unanimously elected Rapporteur.

.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

5. The CHAIRMAN said the Committee would recall that its recommendations
submitted to the General Assembly in document A/32/L1 had been endorsed in
resolution.32/88, which constituted the mandate for the Committee's work and for the
special session itself. The Committse's current session would be its most
difficult one. It would need to concentrate on trying to harmonize the positions
of delegations in order to draft the various chapters of the final document or
documents, the main elements of which would be an introduction or preamble, a
declaration on disarmament, a programme of action and machinery for disarmament
negotiations. The Committee's work would comnsist in trying on the basis of
consensus to arrive at unified texts for submission to the Assembly at its special
session. He hoped that the spirit of compromise, flexibility and desire to
co-operate demonstrated by all delegations of the Committee's past sessions would
continue to prevail.

6. He drew attention to documents A/AC.187/56, 60, 77, 81 and 87 submitted in
connexion wilh the proposed declaration on disarmament, documents A/AC.187/78 and 82
on the proposed programme of action, and document A/AC.187/79 on the negotiating
machinery. The following additional documents concerned other matters closely
linked with those three topics: document A/AC.107/55, of vhich a revised version
was being submitted; document A/AC.187/86; a draft final document being submitted
by Mexico, and a working document on the declaration and the programme of action
submitted by Pakistan. A number of other working documents were also being

. prepared by delegations or groups of delegations for submission as soon as possible.

T. Following consultations, he wished to suggest on behalf of the officers of the
Committee that, as an initial step, the Secretariat should be requested to prepare

R e a s e .
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as soon as possible, on the basis of all documents submitted thus far. a comparative
table of the views of delegations regarding the four main elements of the principal
document or documents of the special session. That would enable the Committee to
ascertain the areas of agreement among delegations and to establish the areas of
possible disagresment with regard to which further negotiations would be needed in
order to elaborate a consolidated text. The comparative table would, of course,

be brought up to date as and when the need arose,

8. He also drew attention to paragraph 31 of the Committee‘s previous report
(A/32/k1), which referred to the Committee's decision to become an open-ended
working group and to leave it to the latter to decide whether to meet formally or
informally, The Committee would, of course, need to hold formal meetings from
time to time in order to endorse decisions taken by the working group or to hear
formal statements by delegations. He himself felt that that would be the most
efficient way to proceed. If, in the course of the Committee's work, a sufficient
degree of agreement had been reached, it would be possible to begin drafting the
final document or documents. At the appropriate time, the Committee could decide
whether the working group as a whole would undertake the drafting or whether a
small drafting group would be set up. The Committee might also wish to decide at
the appropriate time to divide its work between two working groups deeling,
respectively, with the preamble & 4 the declaration and with the programme of
action and the negotiating machinery.

9. There was also some urgency with regard to adopting a decision concerning the
time and duration of the general debate in the special session so as to enable the
Secretariat to begin preparing the list of speakers. In view of the Committee's
recommendation that Member States should e represented at the specicl session st
the highest level possible, it was especially important that the representatives in
question shculd know the time and duration of the general debate as soon as
pcssible with a view to preparing their statements and meking travel arrangements.

10. Lastly, delegations might at some stage wish to consider whether the committee
of the whole would funetion simultaneously with the Plenary throughout the period
of the general debate.

11. Mr. DATCU (Romenia) said that he fully suppcrted the Chairman's suggestions.
His delegation, which hoped that the Committee's fourth session would help to
impart new vigour to ‘disarmament negotiations, was ready to co-operate with all
other delegations to that end. 1In order to make maximum use of the availeble time,
it ves important to proceed as soon as possible to the informal negotiating stage
with & view to drafting the chapters of the principal document or documents,
either simultaneously or successively.

12. He reminded members that all documents envisaged for the special sessicn were
of equal importance. The Committee should also give attention to other relevant
General Assembly resolutions adopted at the thirty-second session, The Committee
should always bear in mind that the final document or documents should not only
include guiding principles in the disarmement field but should also revitalize the
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negotiationg process by adopting a programme of action and institutional measures.
The work of drafting must¢ also proceed in a democratic and efficient framework.

13. MKr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) observed that the members
of the Preparatory Committee had before them a wealth of material on the basis of
which to draft decisions which were not only generally acceptable but also made it
poesible to move from negotiations to genuine action signifying the beginning of
disarmament.

14. In the view of the delegation of the USSR, the declaration on disarmament must
give an objective assessment of the current disarmament situation, summing up the
schievements and formulating the principles on which to base discussions and
decisions on slowing down the arms race. Such principles should be as universally
applicable as possible and should remsin their validity over a long period.

15, In the working documents before the Committee, it was proposed that the
Committee should decide on the genersl lines of action to halt the arms race and on
the fundamental tasks to be included in the programme of action for disarmament.
There was general agreement on most of those issues, which was a positive sign.
Biased priorities and the establishment of rigid deadlines for carrying out concrete
tasks, were unlikely tc contribute to success.

16," It wase also proposed that decisions should be taken concerning the machinery

for disarmament negotiations. That subject should be approached with caution and
only taken up when the specific disarmament tasks had been defined. His delegation
saw no need for abandoning or radically restructuring the existing machinery which,

it felt, should be utilized as effectively as possible. Long experience showed that
the mayor obstacle to the solution of disarmament problems was not the negotiating
machinery but rather the powerful forces in a number of countries which sought to
perpetuate the arms race and international tension. The United Nations was to

play an important rol- in disarmament, and it was necessary that it should become

a still more effectiv. inetrument in the struggle for peace, security and disarmament.

17. The agenda for the special session included discussion of the World Disar—ament
Conference, a topic to which the Soviet Union attached great importance. The
Conference should mark an sdvance from General Assembly declarations and
recommendations to the task of reaching effective agreements on measures in the
field of disarmament. An important independent role in the progress towards complete
elimination of the material basis for war was to be played by the special session

on disarmament.

18, New initiatives were constantly needed to clear the way for disarmament, and
the Soviet Union had recently taken a number of steps im that direction. It hac
launched an appeal for a simulianeous cessation by all States of the production of
nuclear weapons, including atomic, hydrogen and neutron bombs and projectiles. At
the same time, the nuclear Powers could agree to a gradual reduction of their
existing arsenals as a step towards their complete elimination. That proposal had
been embodied in General Assembly resolution 32/87. His delegation felt that the
question of nuclear disarmament should rank high in the draft final documents being
prepared by the Commiites. Action to avert the threat of nuclear war could also
hardly be ignored.
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19. Another major step had been taken in the cessation of nuclear tests. The
Soviet Union had expressed its willingness to declare a moratorium on nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes as well as a complete ban for a limited period on
nuclear-weapon testing. As s result, the way had been opened for drawing up a
treaty imposing a complete and general ban on nuclear-weapon testing.

20. Unfortunately, plans had also recently been revealed for the development and’
deployment of the neutron bomb, which could lead to a new and dangerous spiral in
the arms race. The documents to be drawn up by the Commitiee should impress upon
States the need to avert that danger. The Soviet Union proposed to the countries of
the West that agreement shouid be reached on mutual cessation of production of the
neutron bomb,

2l. It was essential tc supplement political détente by military détente in
Europe, where there had recently been certain changes for the better. At the
Belgrade Conference in October 1977, the Soviet Union had introduced constructive
proposals to that end, which called for an agreement emong the participants at the
Conference not to be the first to use nuclear weapons against each other, an
agreement not to enlarge the existing antagonistic military and political groupings
and alliances in Europe, consistent implementation of the confidence-building
measures provided for in the Helsinki Final Act, and an agreement not to conduct
military exercises involving more than 50,000-60,000 men.

22. Mr. GARCIA ROELES (Mexico) said that the main purpose of his delegation's
working paper entitled "Outline of & draft final document of the special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament™ was to facilitate the practical
implementation of the recommendations made by the Preparatory Committee in
paragraph 33 of the report which it had submitted to the General Assembly at its
thirty-second session (A/32/41). 1In that paragraph, the Committee, after noting
that there had been a trend in favour of the adoption of one final document at the
special session, had stated that a consensus had been reached, in principle,
regarding the contents of the final document, namely that it should contain the
following four main elements: (a) introduction or preamble; (L) declaration on
disarmament; (c) programme of action, and (a) machinery for disarmament
negetiations.

23. His delegation believed that the most appropriate procedure wouid bte to
concentrate all conclusions and decisions reached at the special session into four
separate sections of one final document. That procedure would make it easier to
organize and co-ordinate future work on disarmament and would avoid the risk of
dispersion of effort which had been so apparent in the case of the{many resolutions
on the subject which the General Assembly had adopted year after year; it would also
provide world r 'blic opinion with convincing proof that a new approach to the vhole
question of disarmament had been adopted.

24, His delegation believed that all principles and rules for future action should
be included in the final document, which should be self-contained. 411 instruments

#* Subsequently circulated as document A/AC.187/89.
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to be adopted by the General Assembly should be included under one resolution,
which, however, should be as brief as possible and should contain the following two
paragraphs:

"The General Assembly,

"Convinced that it is imperative to put an end to the arms race, both
because it entails a threat to the very survival of mankind and because it is
incompatible with the new internation.l economic order,

"Having resolved to lay the foundations of a new international disarmament
strategy which, through co~ordinated and persevering efforts within the
framework of the United Nations, can culminate in general and complete
disarmament under effective international control,

"Adopts the following

'7iral document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament:

I. Introduction;
II. Declaration on Disarmament ;
I1I. Programme of Action;

IV. Guidelines for Disarmament Hegotiations.'V

25. His delegation concurred with the proposal of the Chairman that, before the
Committee attempted to harmonize the substantive positions of delegations, it should
request the Secretariat to produce an orderly compilation of the documents already
available or to be submitted to the Committee under all four headings listed in
paragraph 33 of its report. In the meantime, the Committee should begin its work

by taking final decisions on paragraph 33. The time which had elapsed since that
paragraph had been drafted should make it possible to move from a consensus in
principle to a final decision without further delay.

26. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri Lanka) said that he agreed with the suggestion of the
Chairman that the Secretariat should be asked to tabulate the common features of
the documents submitted by groups and by individual countries and that the
tabulation should be kept up to date by the addition of new contributions. The
Committee must now decide whether it would function as one working group or as two.
He felt that it might wish to consider starting as one open-ended working group and
that it might later break up into two or more. On the question of substance, the
proposed Declaration on Disarmament and Programme of Action would undoubtedly have
common features, as they were closely related issues. Documents under one or the
other heading might therefore contain much unavoidable repetition. If the Committee
started with two working groups, they would tend to work in separate directions
from the beginning and it would be difficult to co-ordinate their activities at a
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later stage. On the other rend, if a start was made with one working group,
additional groups could be formed once & certain degree of basic agreement had been
reached.

27. His delegation did not wish to comment yet on the length of the general debate
or on the appropriate level of representation. The Group of Won-Alizned Countries
felt, however, that representation should be at the highest possible level.

28. Mr. ZACHMANN (Germen Democratic Republic) said that the main task of the
Preparatory Committee at its fourth session was to elaborate drafts - "he final
documents of the special session. The results which might be achieved by the gpecial
session would to a large extent depend on the fulfilment of that task. His
delegation was prepared to contribute to the best of its ability in conformity with
the great significance attached to the question of disarmament by his Government and
by those of the other socialist countries. The working papers contained in
documents A/AC.187/81 and 82, which had been submitted to the third session by the
delegation of the Soviet Union on behalf of seven socialist countries, including

his own, constituted an essential contribution to the current task of the Committee.

29, In recent months, the peoples of many countries had noted with concern and -
indignation that the efforts for equipping the arsenzls of certain States with the
neutron bomb had been intensified. On the other hand, his delegation had noted
with satisfaction that efforts to halt that dangerous development had recently been
intensified. General Assembly resolution 32/155 had been adopted unanimously and
represented the basic document on the question of continuing the process of détente
and implementing disarmament; resolutions 32/77 and 32/78 reflected the hope that
treaties on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon texts and ihe prohibition of chemical
weapons had come within the range of poscibility; resolution 32/84 called for the
prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types and systems of weapons
of mass destruction.

30. If positive results were achieved at the special session, they would represent
an important contribution to the convening of a world disarmament conference; the
General Assembly, at its thirty-second session, had reaffirmed the view of the
overwhelming majority of States that such a conference was necessary in order to

solve fundamental problems of disarmament in the interests of 2ll States and
peoples.

31. His delegstion supported the important proposals made by the Soviet Union on
the question of disarmament, which had called for a temporary agreemfent on the
cessation of nuclear-weapon tests and a moratorium on nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes, for. putting an end to the manufacture of nuclear weapons and
proceeding to the reduction and finai elimination of
for an agreement under which the Soviet Union and the United States of America would
renounce the manufacture and introduction of the neutron bomb. It was important to
combine long~term objectives, such as that of general and complete disarmement, with
partial measures like the prohibition of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and the

- reduction and elimination of their stockpiles, which would eiiminate the danger of

nuclear war.
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32, His delegation supported the Cheirmen's proposals regarding the organization
of work, World interest in the results of the special session was growing, as was
evident from the meeting of European youth and student organizations on
disarmament, held in Budapest, and the Conference of Non-Coveranmentsl Orgenizations
which was to be convened at the end of February.

33, Mr., AKRAM (Pakistan) said that in general his delegation agreed with the
Cheirman's suggestions regarding procedure. It shkared the view of the Mexican
delegation that the final document of the special session should comsist of four
main elements, ramely, an introduction, & declaration on disarmement, a programme
of action, and guidelines for disarmament negotiations,.

34, He wished to stress the importance of ensuring that all the proposals
supmitted by various delegations were given equal weight in the compaerative table
suggested by the Chairman. The Secretarigt must meke every effort to reflect
adequately both those ideas on which there was broad agreement and those on vhich
differences of opinion still existed, While it would be fairly simple to prepare
a comparative table of proposels regarding the four main elements of the final
document, it would be more difficult to classify proposals regarding subitems,
since there was no uniformity of format in the various papers submitted by
delegations.

35, His delegation had submitted two proposals; they were not designed to provide
a comprehensive answer to all the issues to be dealt with in the finel document
but merely to stress those areas which required greater attention.

36. It would be helpful if the Secretariat included references to the relevant
General Assembly resolutions in the comparetive table.

37. The CHAIRMAN explained that the Secretariat paper would not establish ereas
of agreement or disasgreement but would merely present positions, It would be up
to the Committee to decide whers there was agreement and try to overcome the
differences of opinion.

38, Mr., SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of Germany) suggested that the Secretarist
paper should be distributed in parts, beginning with a comparison of positions
regarding the preamble and the declaration. That would be the most practicel
course, since some groups had not yet presented their proposals concerning the
programme of action and other points. The various sections of the Secretariat
paper might later be combined into a single document if that was considered

degirable,

39, Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) said that he wished to make a few comments on the

substantive question of disarmement., The special session would give the United
Nations an opportunity to comsider that very serious problem in a more relaxed
menner, since it would not be under the same time pressures as during regular
sessions,




4o, The first concern of the special session and of the Preparatory Committee
must be to seek a way to halt the arms race. That was the erux of the problem
and the most difficult part of the Assembly's task. The erms race was ingrained
in the current world situation because the security of nations was based on an
outdated, nineteenth—century concept of the balance of power., It was believed
that balance of power meant balance of weapons. A mere reduction of armaments
would not halt the arms race.

bl. The security of nations must come from the role played by the United Nations,
which had been estsblished to replace the system of security based on weapons

and baelance of power. It was absolutely essential to seek means of giving the
United Mations the power and authority intended for it in the Charter. Every
Member State, in joining the Organization, had undertaken to comply with the
Charter, including Chapter VI on the pacific settlement of disputes. Unless the
fundamental principles of the Charter were translsted. into reality, the efforts of
the special session would produce no practical results.

k2. Mr. VELLODI (India) said that his delegation agreed with the Chairman's
suggestion regarding the comparative table to be prepared by the Secretariat. He
was somewhat concerned, however, about the time factor. Could the Secretary or
the Chairmen give some indication when the paper might be available?

L3, He agreed with the suggestion made by the representative of the Federal
Republic of Germany that the Secretariat paper should be prepared and circulated
in parts, '

L4, The CHAIRMAN informed members that in November 1977 he had consulted with the
Secretariat on the possibility of preparing the comparative table. Thus, the
Secretariat was now in a position to produce it in two or three days. The first
part would concern the preamble and the declaration and would be followed shortly
by sections on the programme of action and machinery., The working paper would be
updated as necessary.

k5., If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee decided to
request the Secretariat to prepare a comparative table of proposals regarding the
four main elements that had been suggested for the final document.,

46, It was so decided.

47. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee decided that the main elements of the final document of the special
session should be those set forth in paragraph 33 of the Committee's report to the
General Assembly at its thirty-second session (A/32/41). nemely: (a) introduction
or preamble; (b) declaration on disarmament: (c) programue of action, and

() machinery for disarmament negotiations,

48, It was so decided,




L9, The CHAIRMAN, replying to a question put by Mr. JAY (Canzda), said that
the Secretariat paper would be prepared in four different sections, each of which
would be ecirculated as it was completed, He appealed to delegations that still

wished to submit proposals to do so as soon as possible,

The meeting rose at 5.40 p.m.




22nd meeting

Wedneadéx, 25 January 1978, at 3.50 p.m,

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.287/SR.22

ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE SPFCIAL SESSION

1. The CHAIRMAN reminded members. that, as reflected in its report to the thirty-
second session of tne General Assembly (A/32/41), the Committee had decided to
recommend to the General Assembly a provisional agenda of 12 items for the special
session. The Assemtly had endorsed the Committee's report. It would be advisable
to decide when the special session should begin its general debate so as to ensble
the Secretari t to make the necessary preparations for opening the list of speakers,
It was his personal opinion that the special session could complete .the first seven
agenda items on the first day, 23 May, and that it could begin item.8, general
debate, on the second day, 2k May. He urged members who might wish to make
suggestions in that regard to do so as soon as possible so as to enable the
Secretariat to begin its preparations at an early date.

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECTAL SESSION

2.  Mr. LEPRETTE (France)® said that in the view of his Government, the failure of
recent efforts to solve the problems of disarmament was due not so much to a lack
of sincerity as to a lack of clear thinking. That was why France had in-some cases
had reservations which, it felt, had been justified by events.

3. A new and positive approach was therefore required. Such an - approach was not
tc be found in unilateral measures. France could not improve international
security by renouncing its own security, nor could it commit itself to steps which,
it was clear from experience, would lead to an impasse. On the contrary, goals must
be defined, obstacles identified and specific steps outlined.

b, The goal could not be the Utopia of a totally disarmed world. The right of all
nations to safeguard their security must be acknowledged and defined, but the iimits
of that right must be established in order to avoid sabuse.

5. The obstacles to disarmament were the excesses brought about by the exercise of
that right. The resulting instability gave rise to mistrust, the arms race ard,
finally, conflict. Disarmament efforts must therefore seek to deal with the
elements of instability, which must be viewed in the proper geographic and strategic
context.

6. Conditions had ‘changed greatly in the past 10 or 20 Years. The world no longer
followed the lead of the super-Powers or even of the military tlocs surrounding
them. It had both & uriversal and a plusalistic dinension. The problem of nuclear
weapons concerned everyone; it was posed in different terms in areas where nuclear
weapons were an element of the over-all balance and in areas where their
introduction would create a serious imbalance.

* The full text of this statement will be issued as document A/AC.187/90.



T. The principles of disarmament were the same everywhere, but their practical
appiication must be adjusted to specifi- situations. His Government proposed that
action should be taken at three different but complementary levels, namely, at the
world-wide level, at the ievel of non-nuclear regions, and at the level of nuclear
regions.

8. At the world-wide level, disarmament must be carried out with the agreenment,
under the control and for the benefit of all. The forthcoming special session
would provide an opportunity to seek agreerent. A permanent smaller forum, equally
representative and linked to the United Nations, would, however, be more effective.
The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament should be replaced by a new forum,

- with a different membership and different procedures. France would have proposals
to make in that regard. On the question of control, his Government would propose
the creation of a world observation satellite agency. To ensure that the measures
taken would b= beneficial to all, his Government would propose the establishment of
@ special fund financed by a tax levied on excessive armaments.

9. At the level of non-nuclear regions, the problem was twofold. Non-nuclear
areas must remain so; at the same time, they must be prevented from engaging in a
costly and dangerous conventional arms race. While the States of such regions

were responsible for preventing nuclear proliferation, they must also be assured
that they would not be discriminated against from the standpoint of progress and of
security. A striet non~-proliferation policy must nevertheless allow them access to
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. France would actively work towards that end
end set an example. With regard to security, the nuclear Powers must not seek to
gain political or military advaentage over the non-nuclear States. France would
therefore take a positive position of principle with regard to the creation of
denuclearized zones on continents or substantial portions of continents. His
Government was prepared te consider entering into specific agreements in that
regard. Tt hoped that States in the non-nuclear areas would take the initiative in
seeking ways to prevent a conventional arms race in each of the major regions of the
world. France was prepared to make its contribution to that end provided that the
States in the region concerned unanimously desired to halt the arms race and
provided that there was no discrimination among suppliers.

10. At the level of nuclear regions, the on: extending from the Atlantic to the
Urals was crucial to world pPeace ard to the security of France; nowhere was it more
necessary to take a new approach to disarmament. Under the conditipns prevailing in
that region, security meant for France the maintenance of gn ac -~uate level of

credibility for nuclear deterrence. Nuclear weapons had bweco.y element of
balance, and the threat of instability lay in the facto:s tha .. - upset that
balance, i.e. a quantitative overstockpiling and qualita iwe 1. . the fieid of

nuclear weapons and an obvious disparity in the field of convent.onal weapons. The
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responsibility for furthering progress with regard to nuclear weapons lay with the
United States and the Soviet Union, and France viewed their efforts favourably.
Nevertheless, the level at which they proposed to stabilize their nuclear
stockpiles would still enable them to annihilate each other several times over.
Efforts in the field-of conmventional weapons must not be limited to Central Europe
but rather must be extended to all States concerned. Priority must be given to
promoting trust and reducing the more unsettling elements in the present situation.
Naturally, such effcrts should be carried out jointiy by. all those States which, in
signing the Final Act of Helsinki, had expressed their willingness to contribute te
European security and co-operation. In that spirit, and after having made the
necessary contacts, his Government would bropose & European conference on
disarmament whose sphere of competence would extend from the Atlantic to the Urals.

11. Mr. OGISO (Japan), introducing the working paper contained in document
A/AC.187/86, said that the increasing transfer of conventional arms was one of the
major factors contributing to international tencions. If that trend continued, it
would intensify the potential for conflict. Four fifths of world military
expenditures were for conventional weapons. If they continued at +; - Present rate,
efferts to assist the developing countries would be greatly weakened. The peoples
of the icrld expected the special session to take up that vital question. His
Government therefore proposed that a comprehensive study of the conventional arms
race should be initiated as a preliminary step towards general znd complete
disarmament; that did not mean, of course, that attenticn should be diverted from
nuclear disarmament, which deserved the highest priority. Many issues were involved
in the international transfer of conventional weapons, including domestiec
production of weapons, global and regicnal security, and the security of recipient
States. It was an important issue which must be dealt with.

‘+

-2. Reading out paragraph 6 of document A/AC.187/86, he stressed three principles
that must be recognized in a declaration on disarmament in order to emphasize the
relevance and importance of conventional arms control and disarmament. In the

first place, it must be recognized that most of the world's military expenditures
were being devoted to the acquisition and maintenance of conventional military
powei. In the second place, the increasing build-up of conventional arms produced
a potential risk of endangering international beace and security. In the third
Placa, conventional arms control and disarmament would contribute to the achievement
of general ard compiete disarmament,

13. Reading out paragraph 7 of the document, he outlined the measures which his
Government suggested for incorporation within the framework of the programme of
action on disarmament. Initially, comprehensive studies should be made of all
aspects of conventional arms control and disarmament. At the saie time, the General
Assenbly should request major arms-supplying countries to start consultations on
voluntary res.raint measures, regional conferecnces on arms limitation should be
convened on the initiative of the States of the region, and a request should be mad-
to the Secretary-General or a watch-dog commi*tee to follow developments concerning
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all related issues. As to future steps, after a certaiun time a review oﬁ the
implementation of the initial steps should be conducted.

14. His Government held the conviction that, without conventional arms control, it
would be very difficult to channel the resources currently being wasted for military
purposes to aid for developing countries or to achieve general and complete
disarmament. ,

15. The comments he had just made must be considered in the context of document
A/AC.187/1k, which set forth the views of the Japanese Government with regard to the
five issues that should be given highest priority by the special session.

16. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri Lanka), introfucing the non-aligned working document

(A/aC 187/55/Add.1), said that paragraph 1 (a) on page 5 of the English text should
read “renunciation of the use of nuclear weapons”’. In paragraph (e) on page 8 of
the English text, the word "process" should read "processes’. In that same
paragraph, the "relevant provisions™ referred to were Chapters VI and VII of the
United Nations Charter.

17. Although the arms race had continued to intensify since the Second World War,
the international atmosphere had changed in the past 10 to 15 years, with the cold
var giving way to the acceptance of coexistence. Under the circumstances, it was
difficult ‘to understand why there had been so little progress on disarmament, and
that was the starting point for the interest of the non~aligned group in the
special session. Furthermore, it was generally agreed that the General Assembly
was the body principally responsible for accelerating the pace of disarmament.

18. The non-aligned working document was an amalgam of the views that had emerged
in the group, which was not always unanimous. It-also took full account of other
interests and views, as expressed in the First Committee. The document was a
refinement of previously expressed views but was framed in language that was
intended as a departure from the usual terminology of familiar United Nations
resolutions. Reference to previous resolutions was deliberately omitted because
those resolutions often had different meanings for different parties. The aim was
to make the document easily accessible to a concerned audience outside the United
Nations.

19. The Declaration on Disarmament sought to reflect the thinking of ordinary
people and to include elements that would facilitate consensus. both in the
Preparatory Committee and at the special session. The word "alarmed" in the first
przambular paragraph might seem strong, but it did reflect existing sentiment.
However, the group was prepared to acce~t any term that the Committee deemed more
suitable.

20. The Declaration briefly set forth disarmament priorities as the group saw

them. It repeated to some extent the Programme of Action, but thet seemed necessary
in order to focus attention on certain basic matters which concerred both the
Committee and the audience outside. - The eight principles at the end of the
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Peclaration were not . of course, definitive but merely intended as a working guide.
After some discussion of the problem; the sroup felt that it had achieved a
reascnable distinction tetween the noticns of a “‘principle’ and a “measure™. Actual
measures were provided for in the Programme of Action vhich was the most important
part of the document. The group had decided upon what it felt to be a very

desirable order of Priorities after an intensive discussion and hoped that it would
be approved by consensus.

21. The concept of nuclear-free zones had met with limited eathusiasm but was,
nevertheless, important to the whole process of disarmement. As to chemical
weapons, incendiary weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, perhaps the
group had been unrealistic in calling for the conclusion of treaties and agreements
which still seemed a long way off. It would have been dishonest, however, simply
to call such treaties. and agreements desirable.

22. The importance of confidence-building measures was self-evident, and the group
sought guidelines for remedying a situation which arose from a lack of understanding
among States.

23. With respect to the channelling to development purposes of resources released
through disarmament measures, the group was well aware of the controversial aspects
of the issue. It appreciated the implications of disarmament for the countries
most directly involved and realized that it would not be easy to channel to
developing. countries the resources winich were released. The group also did not
wish to create the impression that it was interested in disarmement only because of
its interest in those resources.

2h. The success of the special session would depend ‘'on what was achieved in the
Preparatory Committee. The crucial factor was the collective willingness of Member
States, especially those with heavy armaments, to depart from establislied positions
and take account of the views of countries which did not themselves have large
military establishments but were concerned with the problem. The non-aligned group
welcomed suggestions regarding its working document and hoped that it would be
adopted by consensus.

25. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) introduced his delegation's working paper entitled
"Outline of a draft final document of the special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament" (A/AC.187/89) and an accompanying “introductory note"¥.

Tke two documents provided a detailed explanation of the proposals‘and fundemental
concepts contained in the draft final docum nt submitted by his delegation. Those
proposals and ¢oncepts had been developed on the basis of prolonged study and his
delegation had already brought many of them to the attention not only of the
Preparatory Committee but also of the Disarmament Commission and the First Committee
of the General Assembly.

¥ Subsequently circulated as document A/AC.187/89/a4d.1.
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26. He welcomed the decision taken by the Committee at its 21st meeting that the
mein elewents of the final document of the special session should be distributed
under the four headings specified in paragraph 33 of the report of the Preparatory
Committee (A/32/41). That would virtuslly eliminate the danger of repetition.

27. He felt that the introduction to the final document should be & summary and
synthesis of all relevant facts and that the wording of its concluding paragraph
might follow the lines of the text proposed in the paragraph marked "X' at the end
of pert I (Introduction) of the draft contained in document A/AC.18T/89.

28. The Declaration on Disarr:ment, contained in part II of the draft final
document, should bte a statement of the fundamental principles underlying the
Programme of Action contaired in part III. The representative of Sri Lanka had
referred to the difficulties encountered by the members of the non-aligned group in
deciding whether the Programme of Action should consist of principles or messures.
In the opinion of his delegation, the relevant principles had already been set out
in the Decliaration on Disarmament, so that the Programme of Action should stipulate
the practical measures which should be taken.

29. It would be obvious to anyone with some experience of disarmament negotiations
that, in the five months which remained hafore not only the opening but the closure
of the special session, it would b: :*rpian to think of completing the formulation
of a comprehensive programme of dis::r iament that would obtain general approvel. It
was for that reason that his delegation had put forward the idea of making
provision, in the Plan of Acticn included in the working paper, for a Three-year
Disarmament Plan covering the period June 1978 to May 1981 as a purely transitional
measure. In order to stress the transitional nature of that procedure and the fact
that it in no way meant the abandonment of the goal of general and complete
disarmament under effective international control, the draft provided for ancther
procedure which appeared best suited for ensuring that, within a period of roughly
two and a half years, it would be possible to draft a comprehensive, thoroughly
negotiated programme, the implementation of which should lead to the attainment of
that goal. The Three-year Plan also included provisions that would enable the
General Assembly to keep the manner in which the Plan was being implemented under
veriodic review and to consider and adopt, at a second special session devoted to
Gisarmament that would be held in May-June or perhaps May-July 1981, the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament which would have been drafted.

30. His delegation hed not thought it appropriate to suggest actual measures in

the Three-year Disarmament Plan and accordingly had left three blank lines in

part III of the working paper. Subsequently, however, a number of delegations had
requested examples of such measures. His delegation had therefore prepared a list
vwhich would be circulated in the "introductory note". The list contained

15 possible measures but should not be regarded as exhaustive; it merely illustrated
the type of measure which his delegation had in mind. He felt that all those
measures should be preceded by a paragraph to the effect that all States
participating in the first special session would undertake to do everything within
their power to implement the measures during the period June 1978 to May 1981.
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31. In conclusion, he expressed the hope that the modest aims of the two documents
which he had introduced would have a constructive impact on the work of the
Committee in enabiing it to reconcile the different substantive pcsitions held by
States on the question of disarmament.

32. dr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius) introduced docunent A/AC.187/60 and said that it was
based on accepted concepts already expressed in United Nations documents and in
authoritative statements by the Secretary-General. It .was also consistent with
views expressed by the developing and non-aligned States and should therefore be
close to the common denominator which would eventually emerge from the work of the
Committee. His delegation had probably been the first to suggest the structure of
the final document to be adopted by the special session.

33. The introduction to document A/AC.187/60 contained a frank statement of the
current situation, including the growing danger of the arms race and the limited
progress in disarmament to date. The introduction to the final document should not
be a mere statement of intent but should represent a strong moral commitment.

34. His delegation attached particular importance to the principles set out in the
document because it felt that the special session should be the beginning, rather
than the end, of a process. To be successful, the process must be governed by new
principles, characterized by the need to democratize international relations. The
failure of disarmament negotiations hitherto couid be explained inter alia by the
Obsolescence of the principles which had governed those negotiations. His
delegation's paper proposed two sets of principles: prineiples governing the
process of negotiation, including the treaty-making initiative, and vrinciples
governing the disarmament process itself. Those principles had been inspired by
the non-aligned draft disarmament programme of 1970 and by the Zorin-McCloy
principles of 1961, which had been endorsed by the General Assembly. The document
also dealt with questions of an environmental and institutionai nature,

35. In view of the comprehensive character of the paper, which covered all the
headings agreed upon for the final document to be adopted by the special session, he
iioped that the Centre for Disarmament, in preparing the synoptic presentation of
proposals, would include the elements contained in his delegation's paper under all
relevant headings. He also expressed the hora that, during the drafting process,
full account would be taken of the statement by the Secretary-General at the opening
meeting of the Preparatory Committee (A/AC.187/62). The report of the Secretary-
General on the economic and social consequences of the arms race (A/32/88) should
also serve as valuable reference material.

36. Mr. LENNKH (Austria) said that his delegation had not submitted a separate
-working paper because it was in agreenent with so many of the ideas presented by
others. Wevertheless, those documents did not set out all the ideas of his
delegation on tle question, and he would take an opportunity at a later stage to
develop certain points. In the meantime, he wished to draw attention to several
points to which Austria attached particular importance. Illis Government attached
great importance to its status of permanert ansutrality and to the obligation to
defend it. At a later stage, his delep2ion would submit a text taking asccount of
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that status. His Government was also concerned at the possibility of disequilibrium
developing at either a worlid-wide or a regional level. He would like to know how
the implementation procedure would be initiated and what criteria would be applied.
Control and verification had proved to be a formidable barrier. to progress in the
past, and most of the papers presented had agresd that such control was '
indispensable. Measures in those fields must be made more concrete. In that
connexion, he had taken note of the suggestion made by the representative c¢f France
for a control satellite. In general, he believed that less atiention should be
paid to the technical aspects of weapons and more to the consequences of their
employment from & humanitarian standpoint. In conclusion, he wished to repeat that
his Government's interests were deeply aff~:ted by the question of disarmament.

His country's status of permanent neutralicy obliged it to participate in the work
of all bodies concerned with the question.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.
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23rd meeting
Thursday, 26 January 1978, at 3.35 pom,

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/sR.23

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mr, NUNEZ (Cuba) said that his delegation attached great importance to the
special session“of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and particularly to
the work of the Preparatory Committee. The ending of the arms race and the
achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective control represented
a fundamental objective towards which the Committee must work in a realistic manner.
The cause of the arms race was to be found in aggressive imperialism, which was
attempting to maintain its hegemony through continued violations of the principles

of the Charter of the United Nations.

2. His delegation was in agreement with many of the ideas contained in the
documents before the Committee but would reserve comment until & later meeting. He
wished, however, to mention three points in the meantime. First, the question of a
world disarmament conference - in which all States would participate on the basis of
equality - must not te shunted aside at the special session and the Preparatory
Committee must ensur: that the idea was kept alive as a mechanism for negotiations.
S~cond, the question of foreign military bases, which represented a permanent threat
to international peacs and security, must not be forgotten. The third .question
requiring urgent attention was the threat represented by the use of force in
international relations, whether, in the military, economicé or political field. The
pPrinciples and proposals submitted by the socialist and non-aligned countries would
provide valuable guidance in that connexion.

3. Mr. AKHUND (Pakistan) said that his delegation had listened with particular
interest to the statement made by the representative of France and wished to place
on record the great value which his Govermment attacked to the role of France in
the field of disarmement. His delegation believed that the views already expressed
in the Committee indicated a broad identity of outlook and interest, which gave
hope for the successful outcome of the special session.

b, He vished to introduce - o working papers which had been sutmitted by his
deiegation in the form of a draft Declaration on Disarmament (A/AC.187/92) and a
draft Programme of Action on Disarmament (A/AC.187/92). Those documents were notk
exhaustive but were intended to focus on issues of particular concern to developing
countries, which mrst find ways to reconcile the demands of development with the
imperatives of defence.

5. The draft Declaration on Disarmament began with a general introduction
covering the various facets of the disarmament problem, such as the global strategic
balance, nuclear proliferation, the relations between industrialiged and developing
countries and the diversion of scarce resources to arms expenditures. He did not
expect the special session to deal conclusively with all those issues, but a
beginning could be made if agreement was reached on the goals and principles vhich
should guide disarmament negotiations and on a progremme of action to be implemented
in the relatively near future. The body of the draft Declaration consisted of twe
parts: first, a statement of generally accepted truths which sought to place
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disermament within the global perspective as an integral part of the effort to
evolve & nevw, stable and just international order. The second part set out
principles which should guide disarmament negotiations and goals which the world
comnunity should seek to attain in the coming years. The principal task of the
special session should be to facilitate disarmament negotiations and to ensure that
their results would promote the security and prosperity of all States. It was
important that the use of nuclear weapons should be recognized to be indefensible;.
that non-nuclear-weapon States should be assured that their security was not
Jecpardized; that efforts to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones should be
initiated in various regions; that all States should have the right to develop and
ecquire peaceful nuclear technology without hindrance; that expenditure on
conventional arms should, in the first instance, be restrained by the major Powers
in a balanced and equitable manner; and, finally, that the savings from disarmament
measures should be diverted to promote economic and social development, primarily
in the developing countries.

6. The draft Programme of Action must take into account not only the comprehensive
programme envisaged by the CGeneral Assembly, but also the agreements, decisions and
resolutions which were already in existence as well as negotiations currently

under way. He agreed with the representative of Mexico on the importance of

aiming at practical results. The proposed Programme of Action would be realistic

if it recommended measures which could be implemented in the next few years. The
draft Programme of Action submitted by his delegation was based on the principle

of exploring the limits of the possible and reflected what appeared to be the general
consensus regarding the necessary steps in various important areas of disarmament.

T. In the nuclear field, the most urgent task was to prohibit the use, or threat
of the use, of nuclear weapons. There was general agreement that the nuclear
Powers should give binding assurances that they would not use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons sgainst States which were members of nuclear-weapon-free zcnes.
That general agreement needed to be translated into practical action. It was also
necessary that the nuclear Powers should respond positively to the recommendations
contained in General Assembly resolution 31/189 C and give an undertaking, in a
legally binding form, not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States which were not parties to the nuclear security
arrangements of some of the nuclear Powers. Such negative guarantees had the
support of the General Assembly and therefore stood the best chance, among
alternative formulations, of practical realization. Such initial restraints on the
use, or threat of the use, of nuclear weapons in non-nuclear regions would
facilitate negotiations among the nuclear-weapon States for the total prohibition
of the use, cor threat ¢f the use, of nuclear weapons.

8. The world expected practical action to reduce nuclear arsenals and to prevent
further developments which might increase the lethal power of nuclear weapons or
reduce inhibitions against their use. The primary responsibility rested on the two
major nuclear Powers. His delegation believed that steps which should be taken in
the near future included, first, an agreement for a comprehensive ban on nuclear-
weapon tests and a second agreement between the United States and the Soviet Union
for a quantitative reduction and gualitative restraints on strategic nuclear
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weapons end their delivery systems. The second SALT agreement should be followed
by a third vhich would translate into actual commitments the declaration made by
the two major Powers of their willingness to achieve substantial reductions of up
to 50 per cent in their stockpiles of nuclear weapons. At the same time, an
international agreemént was essential to prevent the continued diversion of the
results of scientific research to warlike purposes: developments in the field of
laser {echnology were one example. The question cf tactical nuclear weapons had to
be viewed in the context of the potential threat which they posed to world peace
and security. If the major nuclear Powers gave positive indications that they were
prepared to give up nuclear weapons as a military option, other nuclear Powers
could be expected to join in the negotiations for the complate prohibition and
elimination of nuclear weapons.

9. In the field of nuclear proliferation, there was a tendency to overlook the
large degree of consensus which had been attained through the adherence of the vast
majority of States to the IAFA safeguards and of a smaller, but very important,
number of countries to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The
discussions during the thirty-second session of the General Assembly had shown that,
while the majority of countries remained attached tc the goal of non-proliferation,
they were unwilling to accept the implication that the developmen: of the peaceful
use of nuclear energy, particularly in the developing countries, posed peculiar
dangers. It was encouraging that the General Assembly had been able to adopt, by
consensus, a set of guidelines on the transfer and development of nuclear technology
for peaceful purposes. His delegation was convinced that, if all concerned were
inspired by thoss guidelines in the practical policies they followed, the goal of
non-proliferation would “e brought appreciably closer. He was, however, concerned
at the 15 guidelines issued by the so-called London Club, in so far as they tended
to conflict with the spirit of the principles adopted by the General Assembly, If
non-proliferation was to be fea ible, it was imperative that all nuclear facilities,
including those which had been operating for years outside the IAFA safeguard
system, should be brought under international control and inspection, on a universal
and non~diseriminatory basis.

10. On the question of the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of
beace, his delegation's working paper enumerated steps which needed to be taken and
which reflected the provisions of the relevant resclutions adopted by the General
Assembly.

1l. The provisions of his delegation's draft Programme of Action regarding “'other
weapons of mass destruction” did not differ greatly from the ideas contained in
other papers. <In the area of conventional weapons, his delegation's suggestions
refilected generally accepted propositions and emphasized the primary responsibility
of the major Powers. His delegation shared the concern of the representative of
Japan concerning the transfer of conventioral arms. The quantity and type of arms
transferred was relevant in the context of strengthening peace and reducing the
danger of war in various regions of the world:; no less important, however, was the
question of the balance of forces among the countries of a given region. In that
connexion, it was important to take account not only of the trade in weapons but

- also of the indigenous capacity for the production of armaments.
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12. The special session represented perhaps the first concerted effort by the
United Nations to evolve a unified approach to the problems of disarmament.
Disarmement was a complex process involving difficulties of definition, balance,
verification and conflicting political purposes. Those difficulties must be
overcome in the common interest of easing the threat of destruction which hung over
the whole world. All nations and peoples had a vital stake in disarmament, but '
the success of the forthcoming negotiations would ultimately depend on the political
will of States, particularly the major Powers, to meke progress towards that goal.

13. Mr, UPADHYAY (Nepal) said that his delegation had noted with interest the
proposals which had been submitted but did not wish to comment on them for the
moment. He had, however, found great merit in the proposal by the representative,
of Mexico for a Three-Year Disarmament Plan, as a purely transitional measure, and
for a second special session devoted to disarmament at which a comprehensive
programme of disarmament would be adopted (A/AC.187/89). He also welcomed the
statement by the representative of Japan that nuclear disarmament should be given
the highest priority but that stress should also be laid on the need for a
reduction in conventional arms 2nd for a comprehensive study in that connexion as a
first step. He also welcomed the statement by the representative of France.

ORGANIZATION OF THE WORK OF THE SPECIAI, SESSION

14, Mr. UPADHYAY (Nepal) said he asgreed with the Chairman that items 1 to T of the
provisional agenda for the special session could be disposed of during the first
day. He believed that 10 days would be needed to complete the general debate, so
that 11 or 12 days would remain for other meetings. To expedite the work of the
special session, he believed that it would be important that informal discussions
should start during the general debate.

The meeting rose at 4.15 p.m.




24th meeting

Monday, 30 January 1978, at 3:25 p.m.

Chairmens Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/5R.24

ORGANIZATION OF WOR(K

l. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico), commenting on the Secretariat working peper
containing a tabulation of proposals (A/AC.187/93), noted that it dealt with only
two of the four main elements of the final document. On the other hand, the
working psper was very encouraging since it highlighted the identity of views
contained in the verious proposals. He felt that it was very important %o decide
on the format of the final document; although his delegation was ready to discuss
alternative suggestions, it still believed that the Committee's recomm~ndation to
the Assembly on that matter was the best one.

2. One possible outline for the final document, which his delegation had proposed
in document A/AC.187/89. and Add.l, took the form of & concise introductory draft.
resolution followed by the four sections of the final document itself, neaely, an
introduction, a declaration on disarmement, a programme of action and guidelines
for disarmament negotiations. He hoped that & decision would be reached as soon
‘a8 possible to the effect that there would be one final Gocument, with four

sections so entitled.

3. Mr. THUNBORG (Sweden), introducing a working paper which his delegation was
submitting,* explained that it contained some key elements concerning the Drogramme
of action and the machinery for disarmament negotiations. Thus, it should be
regarded as complementa:y to other proposals before the Committes. The document
was focused on subjects in which Sweden had long takén a special interest,
including nuclear disarmament, disarmament and development, particularly inhiman
weapons, the reduction of military budgets, reorganization of the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament, and strengthening of the United Nations Ceutre for
Disarmament. It also contained “he Swedish proposal that a second special session
should be convened in 1982, with a view to following up the decisions and
recommendations of the first special session and ensuring that continuing
attention was given at the highest political level to the need for concrete
action. A decision on a second special session would greatly influence the
character of the elements to be included in the draft programme of action; early
agreement in principle would establish a clear time-frame for the implewentstion
of a substantial part of the disarmament measures on which the special session
would decide, and it would facilitate the drafting work. The question of the most
appropriate date for the second special session could then be'discussed.

b, Turning. to the other measures proposed in the Swedish working paper, he said
that nuclear disarmament was certainly the most important of the sets of measures
in a programme of action. The roints enumerated under the heading »f nuclear
disarmament followed very clesely those suggested in document A/AC.187/55/Add.1.

¥ Subsequently circulated as document A/AC.187/95.
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?.. _The Nordic countries had elready proposed that the special session should
initiate a study on the reilstionship between disarmament and development., and the
General Assembly, in resolution 32/88 A, had requested the Secretary-General to
appoint an ad hoc group to elaborate a possible framework and terms of reference
for the study and to report on its work in time for the special session. His
delegation's present proposal was simply & follow-up to the Assembly's decisiou,
.aand cslled for the special session to initiate an expert study, the terms of '
reference for which would be formulated by the Assewbly on the basis of the report
of the ad hoc group.

6. With regard to the question of particularly inhuman weapons, the Committee
would recall that the Assembly had decided, in resolution 32/152, to convene in
1979 & United Nations conference on that question. It was essential that the
special session should give an outline of what the conference should achieve, in
particular by mentioning the kind of weapons on which the session should seek
agreement.

T. Sweden's proposal for a reduction of military budgets, which logically
derived from Assembly resolution 32/85, would have the Secretary-General organize
& pilot test of a system for reporting military budgets, with the participation
of States representing different geographical regions and different military
budgeting and accounting systems; it would also have the Secretary-General
appoint -an ad hoc panel of budgetary experts to give guidance to States supplying
the required data, tc further refine the system and to develop recommerndations
for large-scale application. Despite the difficulties which meny States would
have in accepting even those modest proposals, his delegation.believed that it
wdas necessary to move ahead in order to find common ground for all States in
their reperting of military budgets and thus promote confidence among States with
a view to reducing military expenditure on a world-wide scale.:

8. Turaing to the qnestion of machinery for disarmament negotiations, he
reiterated Sweden's viev that two different types of disarmament crgans were
required, on the one hand a negotiating body with limited membership and, on the
other, & forum at the highest political level comprising all Members of the
United Nations. Vhile the existing institutional set-up roughly corresponded to
that general concept, there was a strong need for some organizational improvements.
His delegation also suggested that the Conference of the Cormittee on Disarmament,
‘'while continuing to negotiate with the highest priority in the nuclear

disarmament field, should be reorganized. The United Hatioms should be kept

fully informed of all bilateral and multilateral negotiations on nuclear
disarmament. All Members of the United Nations must be permitted to take an
active part in the work of the Conference. Furthermore, the institution of
co~-chairmanship must be replaced by a system that nore adequately reflected the
present political situation. A possibvle mcdel could b~z a bureau con51st1ng of one
chairman and three vice-chairmen; two members of the bureau would be selected from
the States belonging to the military blocs and the cther two from the group of
neutral and non-aligned States. The chairmanship could rotate in alphabetical
order on a monthly or sessional basis among all members of the Conference.
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9. Finally, his delegation proposed a strengthening of the United Nations Centre
for Disarmament in the light of the new tasks that would be entrusted to it,
especially in the field of studies and of follow-up of disarmament agreements.

10. Mr. JAY (Ceneda) said he fully agreed with previous speakers that the aim

in the Committee ®and at the special session itself should be to express important
ideas in as clear-cut a fashion as possible and that delegations should remain
free to meke proposals as the work of the Committee proceeded. All Member

States had a stake in ensuring that the final ddcument was of the highest possible
quality in terms of tone and credibility.

1l. He would also like to know whether the Secretariat would be preparing a
tebulation on the programme aspects of the final document and, at a later stage, a
further tabulation on the question of mechinery for disarmsment negotiations.

12. The CHAIRMAN replied that that was his understanding.

13, Mr. IIOEAJER (Iran) observed that the increasing interest of Governments was
imparting new vigour to the Committee's deiiberations and pointed to a more
fruitful exchange of views during the coming months. His delegation fully shared
the view regerding the need for a coherent, consistent and unambiguous text for

the final document which would provide the framework for future disarmament -
negotiations. He felt that the structure of the final docuvment needed to be further
discussed. The multiplicity of working papers before the Committee suggested that
some initial exchanges were needed in order to clarify the scope and meaning of the
headings of the various sections of the final document and the orientation of each

section.

1k. His delegation also endorsed the view that the failure of disarmsment efforts
was due to the large number of ambiguous proposals, however well-intentioned. That
also applied to the Committee's present undertaking. The results of the special
session would be Judged not by the number or length of documents but by the clarity
and cohesiveness of goals and priorities. What was needed was a clear understanding
of the practical measures aimed at overcoming obstacles.

15. A number of documents before the Committee suffered from a lack of clarity;
the differing interpretations of the wide range of ideas put forward could be seen
from the tabulation of proposals in dccument A/AC.187/93. While the variety of
views was helpful in promoting a better understanding of the varying shades of
opinion concerning the- final document, there was a need for a clear notion of the
titles and content of its various sections. It.must be decided whether the
introduction to the final document should be an exposé of the present situation in
the disarmament field or whether it should highlight the principles governing the
forthcoming negotiations.

16. Mr. STASHEVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed that it would be
useful for the Secretariat to prepare further tabulations of proposals concerning
the programme of action and the negotiating machinery. IHe also felt that the

Committee should take a formal decision to the effect that the final document or
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documents would consist of four sections. In his delegation's view, however, it
would be premature to decide now whether to have one, or more than one, final
document ; that would distract the Committee from the task of preparing the document
itself.

1T7. The CHAIRMAN agreed‘that it was not the intention to take a decision on the
latter point at the present stage.

18, With resard to the opening of the special session, he informed the Committee .
that, following consultations and in the light of experience, it was felt that the
Assembly would be sble to complete consideration of the initial, procedural items
et two meetings, after which the General Committee would probably require only one
meeting in order to consider the organization of work.. On the assumption that the
Assembly opened the special session in the afternoon of 23 May, the general debate
could therefore begin in the afternoon of 2k May and end on or esbout 9 June. He
suggested that delegutions consider the matter so that the Committee could take a
decision at its next formal meeting.

19. As to the list of speakers for the general debate, he pointed out that the
Secretariat was aware of the disadvantages of the system followed during the past
two sessions of the Assembly under which delegations had lost a great deal of time
in trying to ascertain their position in the list. It was accordingly suggested
that the Assembly revert to the former, well-tried system.- In order to avoid an
unseemly rush by delegetions to include their names in the list, the Secretariat
suggested that no date for the opening of the list should be menticned. Instead,
deiegations would be requested to indicate a preferred date on which they wished to
speak, together with two slternative dates. In the light of their stated
preferences, the Secretariat felt that it would be able to satisfy delegations’
wishes.. When the dates of the opening and closing of the general debate had been
fixed, the Secretariat would make an appropriate announcement to that effect and
would request delegations to indicate their preferences.

20. In conclusion, he announced that the Committee would continue its discussions
as a Working Group.

The meet®2g rose at 4.25 p.m.
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25th meeting

Weé.peada 1 Pebruary 1978, at ofle

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina) .
o A/AC,187/5SR.25

ORGANIZATION OF WORK CF THE SPECIAL SESSIOﬁ (continued)

1. The CHATRMAN said it had been decided that tho speciel session would begin
item 8, general debate, on the afternoon of 24 May and would complete the item at
the afternoon meeting on 9 June,

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION {continued)

2. Mr. ASHE (United Kingdom) said that he had noted with satisfaction the
importanceﬂattached by delegations to the enhancement of public awareness of
disarmament issuec. In that connexion, the Secretary-General, in his statement to
the Prepsratory Committee at its lst meeting, had emphasized the role which beth
governmental and aon-governmental organizations could plsy in mobilizing public

" opinion.

3. His Government had s high opinion of the valuable work done by non-governmental
organizations in connexion with disarmament and had supported the Committee's
decision to provide facilities for Such organizations and for institutions conecerned
with disarmament to send observers to its meetings and to submit Papers teo it.

His delegation had also proposed that the same facilities should be extended to
non-governmental organizations at the special session itself. Those arrangements,
however, did not go far enough, end his delegation believed that provision should
be made for a more direct relationship between the special session and
non~-governmental orgenizaticns, both in recognition of the value of their work and
as a means of promoting wider enlightenment gbout disarmament issues among the
peoples of the world. Means should also be found to ensble promirent experts from
non-governmental orgenizations to give -testimony before the svecial session. Such
e direct relationship would be most clearly manifested if arrangements could be
mede for a day to be set aside during the special session for non-governmental
organizations to address it; the most appropriate dey migh* be the one immediately
following the general debate. Should that proposal not commend itself to the
Committee, he would suggest that the day before the special session cpened,

namely, Mondsy, 22 May, should be reserved for a meeting of the special session,
outside its plenary programme, for hearing testimony from non-governmental
organizations. A precedent for that procedurs had been set on the accasion of the
World Disarmarent Conference in 1932. If the Committee decided that a day should
be set aside for non-governmental organizations, it might perhaps be divided into
two parts. During the morning, representatives of non-governmental organizstions,
perhaps limited to five speakers, would address the delegations assembled for the
special session, and the afternoon right be devoted to hearing expert evidence from
senior representatives of institutions concerned with disarmement, such as the
Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, the International Institute of
Strategic Studies and the appropriate Institute of the Academy of Sciences of the

- Soviet Union.

b. The choice of speakers to represent the very large number of non-governmental
organizations which had a deep interest in disarmement must be left to the
organizations_themselves; the conference which such organizations were sbout to
hold in Geneva, in preparation for the special session, could perhaps. provide the
opportunity for selecting speakers. The number of research institutes concerned
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with disermement was relativel' .all, and it might be sufficient to let it be
‘known that the Preparatory Committee would be prepared to consider applications for
en invitation to speak; the Committee could then, when it met in April, decide which,
if any, invitations should be issued.-

5. In conclusiin, he wished to stress that his delegation's proposal was guided
" by the desire to promote the enlightenment of the peoples of the world sbout
disarmament and by recognition of the wvaluasble role which non-governmental
orgenizations could plesy in that vork.

6. The CHAIRMAN seid that the role of non~zovernmental orgaenizations would be
discussed as part of the programme of work for the speclal session.

7. He wished to draw the attent:l.on of the Preparatory Committee to two
additional working papers, namely the "Draft programme of ection” submitted by
Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japen,
the Netherlands, Norway and the United Kingdom (A/AC.187/96) and the "Suggestions
for a dxs,..rmament programme” submitted by Italy (A/AC.187/97).

8. -Mr. 0GISO (Jepan) ‘said that his delegation shared the desire to promote -the
~enlightenment of the peoples of the world on the question of disarmement and fulILv
acknowledged the valuable pert which non-governmental orgenizations had played in
peace movements and could play in mobilizing world opinion for the attainment of
.disarmament:~ He therefore welcomed the United K:.ngdom proposal, and hoped that the
necessary consultations would be undertaeken with a view to implementing those
proposals, including the selection of a day for hearing testimony from
non-governmental organizations.

9. Ms. LOPEZ (Venezuela) said that her delegation's working paper, entitled
"Dissemination of information on the question of the armaments race and
disarmament” (4/AC.187/9%4), contesined elements which might be considered for
inclusion in the Preamble, the Declaration and the Programme of Action. Both in the
Preparatory Committee and in the First Committee of the General Assembly, the
delegation of Venezuels had repeatedly stressed the need for mobilizing
international public opinion in. condemnation of the arms race. The steady
improvement of weapons, perticularly nuclear weapons, was taking place at such a
rapid pace that only technical experts could understand the implications and risks,
while world public opinion.was not aware of what such scientific progress meant

in terms of the very survival of humanity. Notwithstanding the efforts of the
United Nations to end the erms race, practical results had been ‘mirimal, and it had
thersfore become essential to find alternative means of reaching the goal of
disarmament. Little could be accomplished without the necessary political will,
particularly on the part of the nuclear Powers. In that connexion, she believed’
that an informed international public opinion could prove to be a valuable ally in
the cempaign against armaments. The United Nations should, by means of a
systematic publicity campaign, stress not only the arms race but also the efforts .
which were being undertaken to put an end to it. What was needed was a continuing
flow of information describing the steady improvement of the increasingly _complex
systems and means of destruction. Non-governmental orgam.zatlons interested in
disarmament could lend valuable support to such & campaign, and 11: was therefore
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imperative that links between them and the United Netions Centre for Disarmament
-should be strengthened. She had listened tith interest to the statement by the
representative of the United Kingdom and hoped that others would stress ‘the same
theme. The working paper submitted by her delegation proposed certain concrete
measures which might contribute to a better-informed world public opinion, which

in turn might thus be encouraged to Play an active and successful role in the field
of disarmament. She hoped that the points wentioned in her delegation's working
baper would be incorporated into the verious drafts on which the Preparatory
Committee was working.

10. Mr. BERG (Sweden) said that his delegation had supperted the proposal made

by the United Kingdom in September 1977 that facilities should be provided for
non-governmental organizatiorns to send special observers to the special session.
His delegation would therefore take a very favourable attitude towards the
proposal nov made by the representative of the United Kingdom that a day should be
set aside for non-governmental orgenizations at the special session.

11. His delegation welcomed the Venezuelsan working pesper on the dissemination of
information (A/AC.187/9L4) and believed that it represented en excellent basis for
discussions on the question.

12. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that serious consideration should
be given to the United Kingdom proposal. Non-governmental organizations could play
a very important role in helping the special session to achieve its purposes, in
particular by contributing to the thinking of their own Governments on the question.
The United States Government had convened a conference of non-governmental
organizations in Washington, to be held on 11 March 1978, for the purpose of
submitting suggestions regarding points which might be considered during the
special session and resarding ways in which non-governmenteal organizaticns cculd
stimulate support for the goals of the special session. He believed that other
Governments might wish to consider taking similar action with e view to

encouraging a dialogue with public opinion on the issues involved.

13. He also welcomed the Venezuelan working paper on the dissemination of
information.

14, HMr. COROIANU (Romania) said that his delegation fully agreed with the
representative of Venezuela that it was the duty of Governments to reveal the
dengers of the arms race to the peoples of the world. Security was diminished as
hie arms race escalated. The prime duty of the present generation was to spare no
effort to institute resclute measures for disarmement through a treaty on general
disarmament and a treaty for the elimination of the use of force in international
.relations. It was essential that all States should perticipate in disarmement
negotiations and in the drafting of necessdry measures. Vorld public opinion must
be kept fully informed on the question and periodic reports must be issued for that

purpose.

15. He fu1iy shared the view of the representative of Venezuela that elements of
document A/AC.187/94 should be included in the Preamble and the Declarstion on
Disarmament. '
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16. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said that, while he was in basic agreement with.the
United Kingdom proposal, he did not feel that it would be appropriate for .
non-governmental organizations and reseasrch institutes to participate in the
general debate on the same basis as Member States. They should, however, be given
an opportunity to present their views, for example to the Committee of the Whole of
the special session or on an even more informal basis. Non-governmental
organizations should be asked to select enough speakers to fill not more than one
day. . 1

17. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said he agreed with the representative of Venezuela
that elements from the Venezuelan working paper on dissemination of information
(A/AC.187/94) could well be incorporated into the Preamble, the Declaration and the
Programme of Action as well as into the Three-year Plan and Comprehensive Programme
of Dlsarmament vhich his own delegatlon hel proposed in document A/AC.187/89.

18. He was also in strong agreement with the representative of the United Kingdom
that non-governmental organizations could contribute to the special session. The
United Kingdom representative had suggested alternative means whereby
non-governmental organizations could be accommodated at the special session. It
was his understanding that the Preparatory Committee would consider those
alternatives at a later stage. He thought it would be useful if the United Kingdom
representative would consider distributing the text of his statement to members.

19. Mr. UPADHYAY (Nepal) said that he agreed fully with those who believed that
non-governmental organizations should be given the opportunity to partlclpate
actively in the speciel session. His delegation would have ne difficulty in
supporting any of the alternatives which had been suggested'in that conuexicn,
including the one proposed by the representative of Australia.

20. He welcomed the Venezuelan working paper and felt that the ideas which it set
forth could be incorporated into the draft final documept which the Committee was
preparing.

21. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said that, as the Venezuelan initiative made clear, there
was growing public interest in questions of disarmament and a need for the
dissemination of objective information on that subject. The General Assembly had
recognized that need in its resolution 32/154 on the implementation of the
Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security, which .was a subject
closely related to that of disarmament. ~ :

22, Non-ggvernmental organizations had an important role to play at the special
session and in the disarmament process, and his délegation had always attached
grest 1mportance to their work. The World Peace Council had recently met in his v
country in preparation for the special session of the General Assembly, and Poland -
had sent representatives to the special meeting of European youth and students held
in Budapest to discuss the same issue. Other organizations, such as the Vorld
Federation of Trade Unions, the World Federation of Democratic Youth and the Women's
International Democratic Federation, were also actively involved in making public
opinion aware of the issues on the eve of the special session. If and when the
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Commlttee proceeded to discuss the United Kingdom proposal, it should bear in mlnd
that agreement had already been reached on the facilities to be accorded to
non-governmental organlzatlons, gs indicated in the report of the Preparatory
Committee (A/32/L1, pars. 29), which hed been endorsed by the General Assembly in
its resolution 32/88 B.

23. The “LAIRMAﬁ said that one meeting of the Committee would be allotted to
discussion of the United Kingdom proposal. on nen—governmental organizations and
that delegatlons would be advised of the date in good time.

24k. Replying to questions from the representatives of Brazil and Turkey,. he said
that he had bad discussions with the Under-Secretary-General for Political and
General Assembly Affairs with regard to the procedure for entering names on the
speakers' list for the special session. In order to avoid the problems that had
arisen at the thirty-second session of the General Assembly, the Secretariat would
advise Member States, through the Journal, of the opening of the list. In the
meantime, delegatlons should contact their Govermments so that they would be in a

- position to inform the Secretariat of their preferences. Each delegation would be

asked to give its first choice of a date and two alternstives. The Secretariat had
given every assurance that it would be sble to satisfy all requests as long as
delegations gave three alternative dates. In accordasnce with tradition, priority
would be given to Heads of State and Government to speak on whatever date they
chose.  The Secretariat would probebly make the relevant announcement through the
Journal during the next week. In his opinion, the system was fair and would enable
all those who wanted to speak to.-do so.

25. Mr. CAJDA (Hungary) said that his delegation supported the idea that

representatlves of non-governmental organizations and of public opinion should be
permltted to take part in the special session. Recent activities, such as the
meeting of European youth and students mentioned by the representatlve of Poland,
the conference of non-govermmental organizations to be held shortly in Geneva and
the efforts of the World Federation of United Nations Associations to bring
disarmament issues to the attention of public opinion, were evidence of the keen
interest of such organizations in the issues of the special session, and & way had
to be found to give them direct access to it.

26. He uoted that the statement made by the representative of the Soviet Union at
the first meeting of the current session had contained a number of very interesting
points concerning the Programme of Action which, in the opinion of his delegation,

" merited further study. He suggested that, if possible, the Secretariat should be

requested to reproduce that statement as a document of the Committee.

27. * The CHAIRMAN said that if the Soviet delegation desired to have its statement,
or extracts thereof, issued as an official working paper, it would be distributed
and discussed with the others.
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28. Mr. VRAALSEN (Worway) said that public cpinion was undoubtedly very concerned
about matters of disarmament end that further objective information was reguired.
The special session could make an important contribution in that regard, and
non-governmental organizations and other institutions deeling with disarmament
could play their part. His delegation therefore associated itself with the views
cxpressed by the representative of th: United Kingdom and felt that some way should
be found for such organizations to participste more directly at the special session:
than they had done at tte preparatory stage. It was open to suggestions on how
such participation could be arranged, either along the lines suggested by the
United Kingdom and Australia or in accordance with some other suitable formuls.

The Committee would have to discuss the matter .n detail at a later stage.

29. The CHAIRMAN reported on the consultations he had held concerning the
organization of work. He suggested that a drafting group snould be szt up to
prepare documents on the basis of the idees that had been submitted. The group
would be open-ended and would consist of the authors of the working papers and suny
others interested in participating. To speed up the work, he urged that groups of
delegations that had presented documents should be represented by a limited number
of people and that, where possible, a single spokesman should be appointcd for each
group. That would not, of course, prevent others from speaking if they wished.
That system had been adopted with great success at the .seventh special session.

He suggested that the Committee's Rapporteur sheould chair the drarfting group.
Document A/AC.187/93/Rev.l would be available the next day, and the drafting group
would be sble to proceed immediately. It should farst draft texts on those points
on which agreement already existed, then endeavour to resolve any difficulties.
Vhere that proved impossible, it should submit texts with one or more alternative
wordings in brackets in order not to paralyse the work. The Cormittee would mezt
three times s week in plenery session or in an informal working group, on Monday
and Wednesday afternoons and Fridey mornings, and the drafting group would hold at
least seven meetings a week.

30. The Rapporteur would make a progress report to the Committee on Mondays and
Wednesdays and would submit any texts on vhich a consensus had been reached. The
Chairman's good offices would be made available whenever necessary in an effort tc
resolve any. @ifficulties. and he would keep in constant touch with the drafting
group. It was proposed that the drafting group should work on the Preamble,
Iatroduction and Declaration from 2 to 13 February and on the sections desling with
the Programme of Action and Machinery governing disarmament negotiations from

14 to 23 February.

31.. To otviate the need for a revised tabulation for the secticns dealing with the
Prograemme of Action and the Machinery, he would suggest various draft subtitles
which would be distributed the following day. He stressed that those suggestions
were merely intended to facilitate the work and could, of course, be rejected or
amended if the Committee saw fit. He believed that, if agreement could be reached
on the subtitles, the Secretariat would be able to submit the tabulation of .
proposals the following Monday. He urged any delegation that intended to sutmit

a document to do so without delay.
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32. Replying to a question from the representative of India, he said that, as soon
as the drarting group reached agreement in principle on the wording of a particular
text, it would transmit the text to the Committee at its next meeting. In that way
- it was hoped thet the work would proceed smoothly with a view to completing the
draft final document by the end of the current session. He suggested, however,
that a pragmstic approsch should be taken to the tentative programme of work which
he had outlined, so that it could be revised if that proved necessary.

33. Hr. HARRY (Australia), speaking on tehalf of the Western States that had
submitted the proposals contained in document A/AC.187/87, said that they agreed
with the suggestion to establish an open-ended drafting group under the
chairmanship of the Rapporteur. They would respond to the Chairman's appeal to
co-operate by restricting their participation in the drafting group to particulafly
interested delegations and would from time to time arrange for one or two '
spokesumen to present their views, on the understanding that individual Governments
would be free to make statements when they so wished.

34. The Western States also agreed that the procedure should be flexible. For
example, they felt that the full Committee should meet only when the text of s
particular section was ready for its consideration.

35. The CHAIRMAN agreed that in other cases the time could be betterbemployed by
the drafting group.

36. Mr. FONSEKA {Sri Lanka), speaking on behalf of the group of non-aligned
States, assured the Committee that they would co-operate in expediting the work of
the drafting group by expressing their views through one or more spokesmen, except
where individual Governments wished to express a particular viewpoint. ‘

37. With regard to the use of subtitles for the purpose of facilitating the
érafting work, he hoped that they would not have the effect of restricting the
scope of the various sections. '

38. Lastly, he hoped that the final draft text, when ready, would be made
available to all Member States sc =3 to enable them to formulate their views.

39. The CHAIRMAN gave his assurance regarding those two points.

40, As to the draft Programme of Aétion, he hoped that when the Gommittee took up
the matter it would be able to reach agreement on a number of subtitles for the
purpose of tabulating proposals aleng the lines of document A/AC.187/93/Rev.1.

41, Mr. MISTRAL (France) welcomeé the proposed programme of work. He pointed out,
however, that his Government haed particular positions - as outlined in

decument A/AC.187/90 - which did not entirely correspond with the views expressed
by the various geographical groups. His delegation therefore intended to
participate in the open-ended drafting group.
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42. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that his delegation fully agreed with the
proposed programme of work.

-

43. VWith regard to the format of the final document, he drew attentlon to the
fifth paragraph of the Mexican working paper (A/AC. 187/89) concerning the need to
keep the introductory draft resolution very short sinze ell the relevant ideas,
principles, purposes and rules must be included in tbe final document, which should
be a compleve and self-sufficient instrument. The draft resolution itself might .
consist of an amalgamation of the first two preambular paragraphs in ‘
document A/AC.187/93, followed by the second preambular parsgraph in the outline
proposed in the Hexican working paper. He intended to amplify his proposals at the
first meeting of the drafting group.

4., Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland), speaking on behalf of the socialist States that had
submitted documents A/AC.187/81 and A/AC.187/82, assured the Chairman of their full
support for the proposed programme of work.

45, Mr. WEILIR (United States of America) said that his delegation, too, supported
the proposed programme of work.

46. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should decide to set up the drafting
group, under the chairmanship of the Rspporteur, and to adopt the remaining points
of the programme of work which he had put forward.

47. Tt was so decided.

48. The CHAIRMAN, replying to a request from the representative of Colombia,
egreed to have the programme of work circulated as an informal peper for the
convenience of delegations.

The meeting rose at 6.15 p.m.
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26th meoting

Friday, 3 February 1978, at 11.05 a.m.

Chairmsns Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/5R.26

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mr. VELLODI {India)* said that his Goverument attached great importance to the
fortheoming speclal session. Everyone had a great responsibility to ensure that the
special session would not be a wasted effort, a repetition of the work of the First
Committee, a mere forum for expressing pious hopes and high-scunding platitudes,
but would succeed in providing clear directives for what must be done in the field
of disarmament. The decision to hold the special session had been very widely
welcomed, and the peoples of the world expected the participants to produce at
least some ansvers to the issues and situations which appeared to have overtaken
them through no fault of their own. The participants could not, and should not,

fail them.

2. The Government of India regarded the special session as important and hoped
that it would prove a turning-point in the sad and frustrating history of the
consideration of disarmament issues in the lnited Nations. It believed that the
special session prov1ded an excellent and timely opportunity to revive the momentum
which had been clearly apparent in the late 1950s and eariy 1960s, leading up to
the September 1961 United States-USSR joint statement of agreed pr1nc1p1es.
Unfortunately, that momentum had not been followed up with the vigour and
determination the issues warranted. But Member States should not brood over pest
nistakes and the nuuerous opportunities they had missed; they should jointly
resclve not to waste the present opportunity, when conditions appeared to be
favourable for a significant break-through.

3. The purpose of the special session was not only to awaken and encourage world
interest and mobilize public opinion, but also to produce a clear and precise
indication of goals and priorities, a well-defined, time-bound and realistic
programme of action, and to set up adequate and appropriate mechinery for
impilementing both short- and long-term objectives.

b, Along with other norn-aligned countries, India had submitted its views and
suggestions. Several other delegations had done the same, either individually or
Jointly. He did not wish to single out any one of them, but his delegation had been
particularly happy to hear the statement made by the representative of France the
dsy before in which he had referred <o his Government's conclusion that the time
had come to seek a new and positive approach. It warmly welcomed that development
and hoped that China would take 2 similar decision and join the Committee in its
future disarmement deliberations so as to strengthen its efforts and mske them more
meaningful.

5. His delegation had no doubt that on the basis of, and with the help of, the
many valuable ideas and suggestions contained in the doecuments before it, the
Committee would succeed, in the coming days, in finalizing a document that would do
Justice to the efforts required for its preparation.

% This statement has been given full coverage in the summary record in.
accordance with the decision taken by the Committee during the meeting.

=168




6. The most importent part of that document was.the one concerning the machinery
for future disermament deliberations. Whatever the goals and short- or long-term
prog.samme of action that might be agreed upon, the success of future work would
depend on the provision of the appropriate and adequate machinery for dealing with
the problems at hand. Vhile not denying that the political will of the nations of
the world tc achieve meaningful progress in disarmsment was the most important
prerequlslte, his delegatlon was convinced that effective mechanisms were of great
importance not only in making progress in disarmament negotiations but also in
helping to generate that political will.

T. His delegation whole-heartedly agreed with the statement contained in the paper
submitted by the delegation of Mexico that “the experience gained since the
establishment of the United Nations shows that, for maximum effectiveness, two kinds
of bodies are required - deliberastive and negotiating” (A/AC.187/89, IV, para. 1).
The deliberative body must necessarily be a comparatively large one and the
negotiating body & comparatively small one. In effect, the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmement was the only such body available. The First Committee of
the General Assembly was neither a negotiating nor a deliberative body. Its
function, like that.of the other Committees of the General Assembly, was really to
review and to evaluate progress, or lack of it, during the previous 12 months and
to provide appropriate directicns for further action.

8. Much had been said sbout the inadequacies and short-comings of the Conference
of the Committee on Disarmament as a negotiating body. It had even been said that
the Conference had failed as a negotiating body. His delegation did not subscribe
to such outright condemnation of the Conference. It felt that that body, with all
its inasdequacies and imperfections, had been a useful forum and that it could
continue to function even more effectively with some essential changes in its
structure and working procedures, During the past two years, much effort had gone
into improving those procedures, The reports of the C.nference to the General
Assembly were, compared to the early years, far more substantive and meaningful.
The records of the discussions in the Conference were now available to gll the
Members of the United Nations and to the public at large, and its work programme
followed a set calendar, which ensured the orderly conduct of business. Those were
all positive elements and should be duly noted.

9. Much had been said about the practice of having co-chairmen at the Conference
and it had been contended that practice should be ch 1ged. His delegation agreed,
not because it felt that that in itself would make it easier for Chlna and France
to participate in the work of the Conference - it did not believe that to be the
case, much as it would welcome such development - but because it felt that all the
members of the Conference, or indeed of any intermational forum, should have the
seme rights and responsibilities. It was precisely for that reason that it saw no
reason for denying the nuclear-weapon States the chairmanship of the Con!‘zzaence.
It preferred the monthly rotation of that office among all the members,

10. It supported the suggestion that the Conference should estsblish a standing

sub-committee of the whole which would essentially be the mnegotiating forum in the
Conference.
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11. It also supported the suggestion that States vhich were not members of the’
Conference should have the right to submit to it proposals or views they might have
on disarmament measures that were the subject of negotiations in the Conference and
to attend its meetings whenever such Proposals were examined,

12. It felt that, as’ & rule, the plenary meetings of the Conference should not be
closed but should be open to the press and to others who wished to attend them.
There was absolutely no reason why the meetings should be closed. Statements made
at the plenary meetings of the Conference were no different from those. made in ‘the
First Committee, In any case, the verbatim records of the meetings were made
available to'all Member States and were also aveilable to the public, as they
should be. Vhere, then, was the need for closed meetings and the cryptic
communiqués issued at the end of those meetings?

13. His delegation agreed with the suggestion that in addition to the report ihe
Conference submitted to the General Assembly at the beginning of the Gemeral
Assembly sessions, it should also submit periodic reports. In the light of the
foregoing remarks it was obvious that his delegation did not share the view that
the Conference should be replaced by some other negotiating body.

1%. Returning to the premise that there was a need for a comparatively large
deliberative forum and a comparatively smell negotiating body, he said that the
Conference, with appropriate modifications in its structure and working procedures,
could function effectively as the negotiating body. At the same time, there was a
strong case for a deliberative body to outline broad policies and, as had been '
suggested in the paper submitted by the non-aligned countries (A/AC.187/55/Ad4.1),
for the elatoration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament measures. That
programme had been correctly defined as a middle road between the current step-by-
step approach and the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament. General
Assembly resolution 2602 E (XXIV), which declared the decade of the 1970s as &
Disarmament Decade, requested the Conference to work out “a comprehensive programme,
dealing with all aspects of the problem of the cessation of the arms race and
general and complete disarmament under effeetive internationsl control, which would
provide the Conference with a guideline to chart the course of its furtber work and
its negotiations”. That resolution had been adopted more than eight years
previously. The Disarmament Decade was now in its last two years, and although very
useful suggestions in regard to the comprehensive programme had been submitted a
long time before, there had been very little, if any, progress in that direction.
The time had come to -consider specifically the establishment .of a body entrusted
with the task of elaborating the comprehensive programme oI disarmament measures.
The non-aligned paper (A/AC.187/55/Add.1) suggested that a special committee of the
United Nations should be established to perform that limited task within a

. specirtied time, '

15. Some delegations had reservations regarding the establishment of & United
Nations committee to deal with disarmament matters. Several arguments had been
advanced against it, but none of them were very valid. ‘

16. It had been said - and perhaps that was the argument most often made - that
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such & committee would seriously undermine the importance and functions of the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmement. His delegation totally disagreed with
thet view. The Conference and the United Netions committee would have different
functions. It was not proposed that that committee should sit in Judgement on the
Conference or oversee its functions. The two bodies would report separately to the
General Assembly on their progress in carrying out their mandates.

17. It had been said that the committee would have to operate under the rules of
procedure applicable to United Nations bodies. That was bound to be so, but he did.
not see sny reason why the committee could not operate the wey the Commlttee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space had succeeded in doing over the years, namely as far
as possible on the basis of consensus,

18, It had also been said that if two separate bodies were to function
independently, many Governments would have serious difficulty in providing the
necessary expertise to both bodies., In his delegation's view, however, the proposed
committee would not meet throughout the year but would probably have about two
sessions. It should be possible to schedule its sessions so as not to econflict

with theose of the Conference.

19. Apart from the practical considerations slready dealt with, there was also the

fact that standing orgens had been established for important issues in the economic

end ‘social fields, and world public opinion could not understand why on an issue

such as disarmament, which affected the lives and destiny of all mankind, there -

should be reluctance to establish a similar body at the United Nations., His

delegation sincerely hoped that that suggestion to set up a United Nation committee
on disarmement would receive the endorsement of the Preparatory Committee.

20. Many speakers had stressed the need to keep world public opinicn properly
informed on matters relating to the arms race and disarmament. As had rightly been
said, an aroused public opinion could become a global constituency for disarmament
and no effort should be spared in alerting public opinion to the dangers of the
arms race and the benefits that could accrue from disarmement, The suggestion that
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament should hold open meetings had been
made in that context. His delegation was most grateful to the delegation of
Venezuela for the very constructive and timely initiative it had taken in that
regard and for the valuable and practical suggestions contained in the paper
submitted to the Committee =arlier that week. It supported them whole-~heartedly
and hoped they would be fully reflected in the Declaration and Programme of Actlon,
and possibly even in the Preamble to the final document.

21. His delegation wished to place on record its profound gratitude and admiration
for the continuing and dedicated efforts of the non-governmental organizations in

t%e field of disarmament where they ha 2 special contribution to make because

world public opinion constituted a globul constituency in that regard. They had an
important and continuing role to perform in that connexion, and his delegation

vermly welcomed the proposal made by thé representative of the United Kingdom to set
aside one day of the special session for selected representatives of non-governmental
orgenizations to present their views to the special session.
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22, In conclusion, he wished to say a few words about the United Nations Centre
for Disarmament, which had been established following the recommendaticn of the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role of the United Mations in Disarmament
(a/31736). Proposel No. 9 in paregraph 18 of the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee
listed the functions to be entrusted to the Centre., They inecluded committee and
conference services, studies on disarmament matters, compilation and disseminstion
of information and the follow-up of disarmament resolutions and agreements - a
heavy but essential mandate, the implementation of which would require adequate
staff, His delegation had no doubt that the Secretary-General, vhose interest in
and dedication to the cause of disarmament was well known, would teke the necessary
action in-that regard. The Yearbook produced by the Centre was an excellent
reference book. His delegation understocd that the Centre was planning to bring -
out & quarterly newsletter, It welcomed that development and hoped that the first
issue would appear before the special session.

23, Mr. ASHE (United Kingdom), introducing document A/AC,187/96 on behalf of the
sponsors, said that it took into account the views of other regional groups &nd
focused on practical considerations, such as netional security requirements, with a
view to echieving a consensus. In drafting the proposals, the sponsors had nLad e
limited time-frame in mind and had envisaged the possibility of convening a second
special sessicn on disermament within & few Years to review the progress already
achieved and to draw up & further programme of action for the subsequent years,
High priority was assigned to the conclusion of a second SALT agreement and a
comprehensive test-ban treaty, the greatest importance was attached to control of
horizontal proliteration of nucleer weapons, and thc link between the need for such
-control and the nesd for control of verticel proliferstion was recognized. The
sponsors augreed on the need to control the increase of nuclear srmaments and to
prohibit other weapons of mass destruction, and strongly believed that those aims
could not be achieved unless accompanied by progress towards a balanced programme
of disarmament involving restrairing the world-wide build-up of conventional
weapons through regional agreements to reduce forces.

24, Although the confidence-building measures set forth in the document were .
derived in part from those applied in Europe under the Helsinki Agreement, the
sponsors hoped that it would be generally agreed that the specific measures
suggested would, if applied on the basis of regionally established criteria,
significantly help to decrease regional tensions everywhere.. The document also
mentioned hot lines, which provided very important links between nuclear Powers,
and could also link other countries in areas of tension. He drew particular
attention to the proposals calling on States to publishk detailed information on
- their armed forces and the total annual value of their arms production and their
transfer of arms to other countries, as well as the appeal for a standard method
for the reporting of military budgets.

25, The purpose of the proposals for new United Nations studies on disarmament was
to explore and clarify problems which, although of great importance, might not yet
be ripe for immediate negotiations. A further advantage of such studies was that

- they would help the United. Nations Disarmement Centre to develop its expertise and.
thereby increase its sbility to help and advise the United Nations., His own
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Government regarded that as a particularly important aim ia itself. One of the
most important studies suggested was the one on limiting the build-up of
conventional weapons throughout the world, which was a sensitive but crucisl issue.
A better understanding of the issues involved in the relationship between
disarmament and development was also necessary, and that was also reflected in the
programme. The programme recommended a study on the strengthening of the security
role of the United Nations in peace-keeping and the peaceful settlement of disputes
because there was an important relationship between disarmsment and the security
role of the United Nations; the sponsors therefore felt that the special session
should give impetus to studies in that area. The proposed study on the possible
contribution to confidence-building among States of certain technicel measures was
prompted by the experience of the United Mations and United States observer
missions in Sinai, and the idea that what those missions had learned and the
techniques that they had developed might he applicable in other areas of tension,

26. In conclusion, the sponsors had attempted to produvce a programme of action
which was comprehensive and which, while containing new ideas, was also balanced
and practicable. It .not only established priorities among existing negctiations
but also called for specific new moves to promote disarmament, and its
implementation could prowride the initial momentum towards the goal of general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective international control to which all
were committed.

27. Mr., MUJEZINOVIC (Yugoslavia) proposed that the statement made by the
representetive of India should be reported in extenso in the summary record.

28, It was so decided,

29. Mr, WEILER (United States of America) welcomed the United Kingdom .
representative's introduction of the draft programme of action as a comstruective
contribution to the Committee's work. His delegation would want to study the
Indian statement carefully,

The meeting rose at 11.50 &.m,.
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27th meeting

Wednesday, 8 February 1978, at 3.35 p.m.

Cheirmens: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.27

PRINCIPAL DOGUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. The CHATRVMAN said that two new documents had been submitted to the Committee,
nemely the tabulation of proposals relating to the proposed programme of action

(A/AC.187/100),  which had been requested by the Committee, and a working paper on
disarmament and verification, which had been sutmitted by Austris (A/AC.187/101).

2. He wished to point out that, in document A/AC.187/100, the title of heading IV
should be "Implementation" and not "Studies to facilitate further measures",

3. Mr. VINCI (Italy) said that his Government had repeatedly stressed the need
for a comprehensive and balanced programme of action specifying the priorities and
key steps of a gradual disarmament process. The practical contribution of Italy
10 the preparation of a comprehensive programme for general and complete
disarmament dated back to the beginning of 1960 and had been continued over the

. years in the Ten-Nation Committee on Disarmament, the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament
Committee, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and the General Assembly.
His delegation was convinced more than ever of the need for a coherent,
comprehensive programme which would be different from, and more inclusive than, a
frame ol priority measures. Together with nine other Western delegations, his
delegation had co-sponsored document A/AC.187/96, which contained & number of
practical measures of arms control and disarmament that could be carried out
without unnecessary delays and would pave the way for further and wider measures.
In introducing its own working paper (A/AC.187/9T), his delegation wished to
suppiement the document of the 10 Western Powers. What his delegation had in mind
was a clearer definition of an over-all programme of work, including suggested

. measures for both the short and the long term. Accordingly, the working paper had
also been tabled with CCD in Geneva. Some of his delegation's suggestions were
very similar to those which had appeared in dccument A/AC.187/96 and had been
included so that the two or three consecutive stages through which a comprehensive
Programme of action could be carried out would be more readily understood. While
favouring the adoptiou of short-term realistic measures, his delegation wished to
give a sense of direction and purpose to the whole exercise. The ideas contained
in his delegation's working paper had already been amplified in his statement in
the First Committee on 20 October 1977 (A/32/C.1/PV.9).

k. The suggestions were based on the assumption that the fundamental role of the
United Nations in the maintenance of international Peace and security must dbe
strengthened and that a disarmament strategy must be accompanied by greater and
more sustained efforts aimed at putting an end to the present underlying causes of
instability. The working paper was divided into three main parts. The first part
pointed specifically to certain principles which should constitute the core of any
well-articulated programme of action. Basically, those principles were:
flexibility in the schedule and time-table for the consideration and negotiation
of specific international instruments; a balance between the measures to be taken
in the various disarmament sectors, namely -those of nuclear and conventional arms;
an appropriate co-ordination of global and regional initiatives in the field of
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disarmaement; a step-by~-step approach in order to prevent imbalances and
destabilization, and effective verification measures to ensure that disarmament
obligations were being fully complied with by all parties.

5. The second part concerned itself with the main elements of the disarmament
programme and was intended to offer a set of priority measures affecting not only '
nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction but also conventional and other
weaponry systems. Those measures were intended to set in motion bilateral and
multilateral initiatives capable of fostering a climate of confidence and trust.
The measures also envisaged the setting up, under Article 29 of the United Nations
Charier, of subsidiary bodies of the Security Council in which all interested
parties could participate on an equal footing with a view to reducing the level of
weapons and armed forces on both a global and a regional basis.

6. The third part dealt with the question of strengthening international peace
and security and was intended to stress that, to be effective, any progress along
the path to genuine disarmament must be coupled with adequate collective security
measures. The starting point could be the establishment of reliable procedures for
the peaceful settlement of disputes and, always in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations, renewed efforts to suppicment, by means of appropriate
guidelines, the arrangements concerning the peace-keeping operations of the United
Nations. -Studies and/or negotiations should be undertaken with a view to
recruiting a permanent United Wations police force, as provided for in Artiecle 43
of the Charter, and to establishing an international organ to supervise the
epplication of disarmament agreements in force. He hoped that his delegation's
working paper would provide a positive contribution to the work of the Committee
and to the studies which the Secretary-General had been-requested to carry out in
section IV of the working paper of the 10 Western Powers (A/AC.18T7/96).

T. Mr. SUCHARIPA (Austria) said that he wished to imtroduce a working paper
(A/AC.187/101) which concerned itself with the question of verifieation. That
question was of fundamental significance, and indeed the inatility to reach
agreement on specific disarmament texts might to a large extent be attributed to a
divergence of views on that point. The successful implementation of arms limitation
or disarmam.nt measures depended on the degree of confidence which each party had
that all other parties were acting in compliance with the agreement. In that
context, verification played an important role In virtually all the papers which
had been presented to the Committee, the need for adequate verification had been
stressed in one way or another. There was as yet, however, no agreed understanding
about the role which verification could and should play within the framework of
disarmament negotiations. The problem therefore merited a thorough examination in
the course of the preparations for the first special session; as a first step, he
proposed that the Secretariat should be entrusted with the preparation of a
background paper which would help to pinpoint different problem areas as well as
possible ways of approaching them. Such a background paper should include the
following elements: proposals for commonly agreed definitions; a listing of
different functions of verification measures and a discussion of the corresponding
requirements for verification measures; a discussion of the concept of adequacy of
verification and the role of verification as a confidence-building measure; a survey
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of various means, methods and tyres of verification, followed by an indication of
their potential usefulness in relation to different disarmement agreements, and
an outline of the impact of modern technology on verification. On the basis of
the experience gained through such a background paper, the Committee might later
wvish to propose an in-depth study of those and related guestions. In addition
to the paragraphs on verification in the part of the draft declaration dealing
with prlnclples ‘guiding disarmament negotistions, the Committee might wish to
include in its draft programme of action a proposal for the preparation of such
& study.

8. The second pert of the Austrian working paper contained a prellmlnary list
of areas in which, on the basis of such a study, prlnclples concerning
verification could be formulated. In that connexion, his Government attached
greet importance to confidence-building measures such as could be obtained from
an understanding on what could be regarded as a reascnable degree of assuraunce
sbout compliance with a given agreement. He believed that future discussions
would be facilitated if Governments presenting new disarmament proposals were to
provide indications about corresponding verification measures. Furthermore, =31
parties to an agreement must have the right to obtain full access to relevant
data. That principle would have particular significance in relation to such
agreements as a comprehensive test-ban treaty and a convention on the prohibition
of chemical weapons.

9. The third part of the working paper contained suggestions on verificaticn
for possible inclusion in the draft Declaration. The last paragraph contained a
preliminary proposal for a parsgraph to be included in the draft programme of
action concerning studies to be carried out in order to facilitate future
disarmement negotiations.

10. - The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Preparatory Committee approved the proposal of the representative of Austria thst
the Secretariat should prepare a background paper on the question of verification.

11. It was so decided.

12. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that, while he welcomeé the
constructive progress which was being made by the Committee, quicker action was
required if an adequate single working text was to be available in time for the
special session. The drafting of the Declaration was already proving to be a
major task, but the negotiation of a programme of action would be even more
difficult. One clear problem which had emerged was that of reconciling action
focusing on the short term with the ionger-term goals of disarmament. A number
of texts which had been submitted had concentrated on the short term. If
agreement was to be achieved on a programme of action, it was essential that it
should be generally understocd that what was under discussion was guidelines for
a limited period. Progress could be facilitated by annual reviews in the General
Assembly and by a reappraisal, after an appropriate period, of the achievements
flowing from the progremme of actiocn. His delegation was therefore prepared in
‘principle to support the proposal that a second special sessica on disarmament
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should te held, provided that the progremme of action which was eventually
adopted was specific and realistic and not of too general a nature. A second
special session at too early a date, such as 1981, would, however, be unwise.
Time must be allowed for progress to be made in the efforts to implement the
progreamme of action. His delegation would prefer that a second special session
should not be held before 1983.

13. Mr. HAMILTON (Sweden) said that his delegation agreed with the representative
of Austria that verification must be an essential element in any agreement on
disarmement. He therefore welcomed the Committee's decision that the Secretariat
ghould be requested to produce a background paper on verification, as had buen
suggested by the representative of Austria.

14, He noted that his delegation's suggestion on the date of a second special
session had been included in the Secretariat's tabulation (A/AC.187/100) under the
heeding of "Implementation”, rather than, as had been suggested in document
A/AC.187/95, under "Measures". He therefore asked that his delegation's suggestion
should te placed under heading "III. Measures".

15. He supported the proposal of the United States representative concerning the
second special session and hoped that the Committee would adopt a decision on that
question as socon as possible. '

16. Mr. PAIMA (Peru) said that he welcomed the Committer's decision to ask the
Secretariat to prepare a tackground paper on verification. That was an essential
e_erernt vhich required clarification and must be included both in the Declaration
and in the programme of action.

17. Mr, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that he welcomed the statement by the
representative of the United States in favour of a second special session. His
delegation had always regarded s second session as not only a means of monitoring
compliance with the decisions teken at the first session but also as an
instrument through which a comprehensive programme of action could be implemented.
He continued to believe, however, that a period of three years between special
sessions was sufficient, and he would therefore continue to support 1981 as the
‘most approoriate date for the second special session.

The meeting rose at 4.25 p.m.
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28th meeting

Friday, 10 February 1978, at 11.10 a.m.
Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/5R.28

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHATRMAN said that no delegation had asked to speak at that meeting end
ncted that the substantive work of the Committee was currently being dealt wi%h
in the drafting subgroups. He would therefore adjourn the meeting.

T 2 meeting rose at 11.15 a.m.
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29th meeting

Monday, 13 February 1¢ 8, at 3,45 p.m.
Chaixmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/5SR.29

ORGANIZATION OF THE VORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

1. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) said that the Committee's current session was
characterized by a construntive atmosphere, a spirit of co-operation and the

desire of members to contribute to the elaboration of realistic and actlon-orlented,

drafts of the principal documents to be adopted at the special session. He felt,
however, that the Committee should further accelerate its work in order to fulfil
its mandate.

2¢  The Committes's discussions so far confirmed that the success of disarmament
negotiations required goodwill and a readiness to compromise in seeking solutions
vhich took account of the interests of all parties. The history of disarmament
negotiations revealed that adherence to the principle of equal and undiminished
security for all partles was essential to the conclusion of viable agreements.
hat was also true of current disarmament negotiations in various forums, where
the main stumbling blocks hampering progress were o%viously not some alleged .
inadequacies or shortcomings of the negotiating machinery, but precisely the lack
of political will on the part of some particirants seeking unilzteral advantages.

3. As could be seen from document A/AC.187/75, the greatest number of initiatives

designed to curb the arms race and promote genuine disarmement had been submitted

by the socdialist States. Today they continued to attach particular importance to
such areas as nuclear disarmament and the emergence of new weapons of mass
destruction, where continuation of the arms race might jeopardlze mankind's very
existence.

4. Poland supported the important disarmament proposals put forward by the

Soviet Union on the occasion of the sixtieth anniversary of the Great October
Socialist Revolution. His delegation hoped that the documants of the special
session would reflect those proposals, as well as those referred to in the Soviet
working paper A/AC.187/98, especially the provosals for the simultanecus cessation
by all States of the production of nuclear weapons and the gradual reduction by the
nuclear Powers of their accumulated stocks of weapons. Poland was deeply concerned
over - the »lans to develop and deploy the neutron bomb, a particularly inhuman
veapon of mass destruction. If implemented, those plans would esczlate the arms
race. His delegation therefore fully supported the Soviet proposal recently
addressed to Western States to agree on a mutual renunciation of the production of
the nedtron bomb.

J¢ The importance which Poland attached to the successful outcome of the special
session and its determination to take an active part in the preparations had
recently been reiterated by the First Secretary of the Central Committee of the

Polish United Workers' Party, Edward Gierek, and in talks held at the highest level
between Foland and other socialist, non-aligned and Vestern States.

6.  Poland would make every effort to ensure that the special session was
productive. Yet, while recognizing the significance of the special session per_se,
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it strongly believed that the session should also become a mejor step towards
convening a world disarmement conference. Such a conference, as the most universal
and suthoritative forum, vested with powers to take effective degisions, would be
the best instrument to translate General Assembly resolutions into practical
measures. A concerted decision should therefore be taken at the special session to
convene a world disarmament conference on & specific, not too distant date, and a
preparatory committee should be established for that purpose. Such a conference
would be an extremely important element which could not be overlooked in any
programme of action on disarmament or in documents on the machinery of disarmament
negotiations.

7. ~Poland strongly believed that the political and material prerequisites existed
for reversing the arms race and making decisive progress in disarmament. The pace

of such progress would depend on many factors, especially the further consolidation
of détente and the willingness of all States to display a comstructive approach to

disarmament negotiations.

8. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Committee would continue its discussions as a’

Working Group.

The meeting rose at 3;53 p.M.




30th meeting
Nednesday, 15 February 1978, at 3.40 p.m.

Chairmens Kr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
—_— A/AC.187/5R. 30

ORGANIZATION OF TFORK

1. The CHAIRMAN said that he had had contaets with the delegations and
consultations with the Secretariat which indiceted that it would be advisable for
the Secretariat to prepare as soon as possible a tabulation of proposals regarding '
machinery for dlsarmament negotiations analogous to the tabulations in documents
A/AC.187/93/Rev.1 and A/AC. 187/100, to be distributed to the drafting group in order
to expedite completion of work on all four sections of the final document. Since
some of the working pepers relating to the Declaration’and the Programme of Action
also related to machinery for disarmament negotiations, he suggested that the
relevant portions should be included in the tabulation on machinery so as to avoid
cross-referencing and repetition. He further suggested that the most logicel
sequence fbr thaet tabulation would be an introduction, followed by sections on the
réle of the United Nations in disarmament and on the work of the First Commlttee,
the Disarmament Commission, the Secretariat and the Committee on Disarmament in
Geneva. Further contributions by delegatlons which had not yet submitted their
views could, of course, be incorporated in a revised text, but it would facilitate
the work of the drafting group if they would submit their views as soon as
possible,

2. It was so decided.

PROGRAMME OF WORK FOR THE SPECIAL SESSION: ROLE OF NON-GOVERNIMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
(continued)

3. The CHAIRMAN recalled that the General Assembly had slready approved a
Preparatory Committee recommendation that non-governmental organizations should be
accorded the same facilities at the special session as they had in the Preparatory
Committee itself. He then drew attention to the proposals regarding the role of
non-governmental organizations which had been made by the United Kingdom
representative at the 25th meeting =nd noted that, according to the Secretariat,
there was no precedent for non-governmental organizations either to address or
participate in plenary meetings. The decision already taken by the General
Assembly did not, of course, bar the Committee from making other recommendations to
the special session. Furthermore, the Committee could do no more than recommend
that a special day should be set aside during the special session for
non-governmental organizations to address it; the Assembly itself would have to
approve such a recommendation. On the other hand, the proposal that the day before
the special session opened should be reserved for a meeting of the special session
outside its plenary programme (A/AC.187/SR.25, para. 3) presented complicatichns of
an administrative and legal nature, since the Preparatory Committee had no
authority to convene a meeting one day before the General Assembly. Such a proposal
also involved financial implications, and arrangements would have to be made to
admit the representatives of the non-governmental organizations to the building.
There would, of course, be no summary records of such s meeting, which would have to
be considered by the Commlttee on Conferences as well as by the Advisory Committee
on Administrative and Budgetary Questions.
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4., Mr. BETTENCOURT BUENO (Brazil) said that his delegation hed certain
reservations regarding the United Kingdom proposals, which would imply reversing
formal decisions previously taken by the Preparatory Committee and the General
Assembly itself. In that connexion, he drew sttention to paragraphs 9, 16 and 29
of the report of the Preparatory Committee to the thirty-second session of the
General Assembly (A/32/41) regarding the role of non-governmental orgenizations at
the Preparatory Committez and at the special session. Furthermore, the
recommendation that non-governmental organizations should be accorded the same
facilities at the special session as they had received at the Preparatory Committee
had been adopted by consensus in paragraph 1 of General Assembly resolution 32/88 B,
endorsing the report. The Preparatory Committee was a body with limited
participation and as such could not very well overrile g declslon of the General
Assembly. Also, it was hard to see what authority the uommittee might have to issue
invitations to non-goverrnmental organlzatlons that would also leave unanswered the
question as to how such invitations and meetings would be funded, since the existing
financial provisions for the special session had been made on tne pasis of General
Assembly resolution 32/88 B. Furthermore, Governments alone were responsible for
the success or failure of the disarmament process and a true commitment to nuclear
disarmament by the international community must obviously be governmental in
nature.

5. He also felt that it would be extremely unwise to resurrect a precedent for the
participation of non-governmental organizations in intergovernmentel negotiations

on disarmament which dated back to the World Disarmement Conference of 1932, It
should be-borne in mind that many other matters spart from disarmament would be on
the agendas of the General Assembly at its future sessions which would also
inevitably be of interest to certain non-governmental organizations. The interest
of non-governmental organizations in the special session was justified and welcome,
but the decisions already taken in that connexion were adequate and reasonable.

6. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden) recalled that she had previously expressed regret at
the limited facilities accorded at. the meetings of the Preparatory Committee to
non-governmental organizations and research institutes such as the Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) and said that she supported the
United Kingdom proposal (A/AC.187/SR.25, para. 3) that provision should be made for
a more direct relationship between the special session and non-governmental °
organizations. The United Kingdom's reasons for meking those proposals had been the
desire to prcmote the enlightenment of the peoples of the world asbout disarmament

~ and recognition of the valuable role which they could play. Many organizations working
in that field were highly competent end expertenced in the substance of

disarmament questions and did excellent work in informing public bpinion and
enlisting public support for disarmament. Their experience and contribution should
be welcomed. The Coumittee should not be unduly formalistic but should remain open
to new approaches because it could learn a great deal from such bodies. If the
Preparatory Committee could not reach a consensus on -the United Kingdom proposals,
it should at the very least accept the Australian suggestion (A/AC.187/SR.25,

para. 16) which would allow organizations and research institutes to present their

views to the Committee of the Whole.

T. Miss BEAGLE (Observer for New Zesland) said that non-governmental
organizations and research institutes could meke a distinctive contribution in the
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form of research on disarmament and in increasing public awareness, promoting
internatiocnel activities and formilating disarmament proposals. She agreed
whole-heartedly with the representative of Sweden that many valuable studies had
ecome from such organizations, espeeially SIPRI. In her own country, for example, -
the National Consuitative Committee on Disaymament provided an importent end ugeful
informal link between Govermments and non-governmental organizations concerned with
disarnement and facilitated an exchange of views between the two. Her delegation.
therefore favoured the .United Kingdom propesal for setting aside a day during the.
special session to ®llow such organizations to present their views. It hoped that
the special session would stimulete public ewareness of the problems of disarmement
and felt thet such a day would be helpful in that connexion.

8. Mr. MORENO (Itely) said that his delegation had noted with interest the
proposals made with respect to the role of non-governmental organizations.
Greater awareness of progress on disarmement on the rert of world public opinion was
needed, .and non-governmental organizations could contribute at both the national and
international levels to enlightening it., They also provided usefuli expertise for
carrying out studies on specific disermement Problems. His own country's
organizations were prepared to econtribute actively in that connexion. His
delegation had welcomed the decisicn on the participation of non-goverrmental .
organizations and national research institutes in the Preparatory Committee, as well
es the recommendation that the same facilities should be accorded them at the

- special session. Setting aside a speciel day outside the plenary Programme was &

poeeibility. For instance, tke day immediately following the general debaie might bYe
assigned to the NGO's and to national research institutes for expressing their views
before a committee. His delegation would welcome eny other proposal, however, which
was consistent with United Fations procedure and practice. :

9. Mr. HOVZYDA (Iran) said thet non-governmental organizations and research
institutes undoubtedly made & very important contribution to disermement efforts.
On the other hand, their participation in the specisl session raised a delicate
political problem. They should not be granted e hearing by way of rewarding them,
as it were, for their work; rather, the United Nations should consider how it could
benefit from what they had to offep.

10, Under those conditions, and having regard to the need to avoid setting a
Precedent or infringing the rules of procedure, he felt that they should bte given
the opportunity to express their views. In that respect the Australian proposal
was more’ gcceptable than the United Kingdom proposai. The Committee should
‘therefore discuss what practical recommendstions it could make to that end.

11, Mr. WEILER (United States of Americe) noted that, by providing information and
idess, non-governmental orgenizations supplemernted the role of Governments and
helped to mobilize the public support on which political will, so essential to
progress in disarmament, depended. In his view, there should be an interchange
between non-governmental organizations end Governments, both before and after the
special session. Yet, despite the useful suggestions made for increasing opublic
‘avdreness, few ideas had been put forward es to the way in which the participation
bf,non-ggvefhmental,organizations'in disarmament efforts after the special session
. CPWid be enhanced. - ' .
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-12. As to the question of selection, he felt that Perhaps there should be more

communication between the Committees on Non-Governmental Orgenizetions in New York
and Geneva respectively so that specific arrangements could be made. The
selection of research institutes were particularly difficult: in the United
Stetes alone, he knew of at least five major centres concerned with disarmament
studies. He suggested that there should be further discussion and that a
decision should be deferred until the Committee's fifth session.

13. Mr. JAY-(Canada)‘said ke was gratified at the dbroad recognition given by

delegations to the contribution of an enlightened publiec opinion, end welcomed the

reception given to the Venezuelan and United Kingdom proposals.

1%, The non-governmental organizations and peace research institutes made an
invalusble contribution to the work of the United Nations. He agreed with the
Tranian representative that the United Naticns should not scek to reward them, but
rather to derive further advantage from their work. It needed 8ll the help it could
could get in its disermament efforts. By participating in the special session,

the non-governmental organizations would gain a political audience, and their
prestige and persuasiveness after the special session had ended would be enhanced.

15. The Committee should not be put off by the diffisulties which enabling
non-governmental organizations to present their views would entail; he felt sure
it could find an apprcpriate way without sesting 8 precedent. In his view the
Australian proposal was the minimum position that the Committee could take.

16. Mr..VAERﬂa (Norway) associated his délegationﬁwith the views of the previous

- Speaker. The Norwegian authoriiies thought very highly of the United Kingdom
‘initistive and hoped that it would receive broad support, given the important role
played by public opinion in disarmement matters.

17. He felt that the special session would provide an excellent opportunity to
recognize the work of the non-governmentel organizations end that the forthcoming
meeting of non-governmental organizations on disarmament to be held at Geneva
should be invited to endorse the idea. He also agreed with the United States
representative that the Committees on Non-Governmental Organizations in Hew York
and Geneva should be asked to conzider the problem and to work out some
errangement with the Secretariat.

'18. He also welcomed the United Kingdom suggestion that representatives of the

research institutes should likewise be given the opportunity to address the special
session. Over the years they hed contributed significantly to knowledge of arms
control and disarmament, giving fresh impetus to governmental action and
mobilizing public opinion. He felt that the International Peace Research
Association, which was their own non-governmental organizetion, could be asked

to help solve the problem of their representation.

19, In conclusion, he agreed that the Committee should avoid being too

formelistic. Like the New Zealand representative, he felt that in considering
the perticipation of the non-governmental orgenizetions, the Committee would not
be overruling its parent body. :
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20. Mr. MUTUKVA (Zambia) said that the non-governmental organizations made a
positive contribution to the understanding of disarmament issues and that their
role at the special session should be regarded ss complementary to that of

Member States. They had been particularly insirumental in disseminating
information across national boundaries. llowever, he expressed some concern about
the selection of non-governmental orgenizations: it was important not to overlook
those in the third world about which less might be known. )

21. As to the question of setting a precedent, his delegastion maintained that the
special session was itself s precedent and that there was room for creating
precedents in the way in which the deliberations were conducted. An open-minded
approach was needed: Member States should feel free to solicit as much

information as possible.

22, Mr. ENTERLEIN .(Germsn Demceratic Republic) said that his country believed it
was of great importance to support the social organizations and great internationsl
movements, including the world peace movement, which actively contributed to
maintaining and securing peace and achieving disarmament. It looked forward with
interest to the Geneva meeting of non-governmental organizations on disarmament
and believed that the Committee should welcome and support any wish that might be
expressed by that meeting to submit = report on its. deliberations to the special
session. As to the menner of transmission of such a report, his delegation
considered that more time was required for consultations and consideration. It
therefore favoured the deferment of a decision until the April session,

23. The possible participation of representatives of scientific institutes in the
special session was quite another matter. Regardless of the prestige they might
enjoy, his delegation had doubts as to whether it was advisable for them to be
heard at the special session. It believed that some other way should be found for
their submissions and expertise to be made available. '

2h, Mr. UPADHYAY (Wepal) said that he welcomed the United Kingdom proposal, in view
of the important role played by such institutes as SIPRI and the USSR Academy of
Sciences in mobilizing public opinion in favour of disarmament. He observed that,
in earlier years when communications had been less developed, the role of ‘
non-governmental organizations in disseminating information had been particularly
important in isolated countries such as Nepal,

25. If the Committee felt that the participation of the non-governmental
organizations would be useful, it should not be afraid to set a pracedent. Indeed,
their role in such bodies as the Special Committee against Apartheid was taken

for granted. While he agreed that they should not be accorded the same status

as Governments, he felt confident that a way could be found to ensure their’
participation. It was not a question of rewarding them; rather, the inform: . :ion
vhich they could provide would be of great benefit, especially to smaller
delegations. It was also to be hoped that they would act as a catalyst, since they
could be more objective than Governments,

26. Miss LOPEZ (Venezuela), noting that her delegation had already stressed the

role of the none-governmental organizations in helping to disseminate information
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ebout disarmament, said thaet their contribution to the special session would be
very valuable.. Although it was not in a position to make any specific proposal
on how those organizations might participate, it was ready to work with other
delegations to find a formula acceptable to the majority.

2T. Mr. ERNEMANK (Belgium) said that the United Kingdom delegation. had rigatly
stressed the role of public opinion and its relationship to the-work of the

special session. His delegation took a positive attitude towsrds the participation
of non-governmental organizations, not least because the Association of
International Non-Governmental Organizations was based in Brussels and headed by

& Belgian.

28. There were, however, two provisos regarding the participation of
non-governmental organizations. First, the principles of the Charter and the
rules of procedure of the General Assembly should not be violated. The special
session, like a regular session of the General Assembly, was restricted to
vartizipation by representatives of Member States. There was no precedent for
the participation of non-governmental organizations and the special session should
- not create one. He supported the view expressed by a number of delegations that
the non-governmental organizations should be heard at committee meetings or
meetings of the Cormittee of the Whole, but not at plerary meetings.

29. Secondly, there was the problem of selection. It was obvious that not all
non-governmental organizations concerned with disarmament would be able to speak.
-There had been a suggestion that non-governmental organizations should agree
amorg <themselves on their representatives. There might be some difficulties

in that regard if they had to await the endorsement of the special session before
holding such consultations. Some unofficial consultations with the
non~-governmental organizations during the forthcoming Geneva conference might help
obviate those difficulties. '

30. Non-governmental organizations in his owm country were showing great
interest in the special session. A press conference had already been held and a
demonstration was planned for 7 May. ~There were plans afoot to organize an
international demonstration outside United Nations Headquarters later that month.

31. Mr. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia) observed that there was obviously no disagreement .
about the value and the importance of non-governmental organizations presenting
their views at the special session. Their valuable work in the field of - ,
disarmament was recognized. The research institutes too, particularly SIPRI at
Stockholm, were providing many countries with extremely useful information on
disarmament. A way must be found to give non--governmental organizations the
opportunity to address the special session, without infringing the Charter and the
riules of procedure of the General Assembly.

32. Mr. RIOS (Panama) said it was only fitting that non-governmental
organizations devoted to the promotion of disarmament should participate more
directly in the special session. The achievement of disarmament was a difficult.
matter. It was logical that any stimulus non-governmental organizations could
give in attaining that goal should be welcomed and could be expected to bear fruit.




-

33. One of the obstacles to efforts in favour of disarmament was scepticism in the
- world at large. Unfortunately, such scepticism was Justified to some extent, but
if the non-governmental organizations were convinced that their proposals w 14 be
given due attention they migat have greater motivation to enlarge their field of
action, .especially by disseminating infcrmation on disarmament, which was, after :
all, an issue crucial to mankind's survivail.

3k. He agreed with the representative of Iran that it was not s matter of
distributing prizes to non-governmental organizations. The idea was to open the
door to their wider participation in the. special session, not so that they could
compete with Member States or arrogate rights to which they were not entitled, but
50 that they could bring to the special session the best of their talents and
their devotion to peace. No subject dealt with by the United Nations merited

the participation of non-governmental organizations more thaaz disarmament.

35. His delegation believed that the Committee was authorized to take decisions
to enable non-governmental organizations to play a greater role in the special
session. He did not doubt that there would be a good response from such
organizations. '

36. Mrs. NOWOTNY (Austria) stated that the merits of non-governmental organizatioas
were not in question and there was no doubt that their contribution to the

work of the special session would be extremely valuable and important. There was
mich benefit to be drawn from their knovledge and experience and she supportaed

the proposal made by Australia with regard to their participation in the special
session. '

37. Mr. HARRY (Australia) explained that his delegation's wish to see facilities
for non-governmental organizations slightly extended was based on the experience
of the past year and the respcnse from such organizations during the preparations
for the special session. No doubt all delegations had been receiving the useful
documents prepared by them, especially by SIPRI. There was great merit in the
United Kingdom proposal that non-governmental organizations ané peace research
institutes should be able to make oral Presentations at the special session,
provided they could agree among themselves on a panel.

38, The Preparatory Committee obviously had no mandate, nor the organizational or
financial resources necessary, to organize a rcn-governmental organizations day.
Hovever, there could be no objection if those organizations themselves decided to
organize such an event.

39. It would be ineppropriate under the rules of procedure of the General Assembly
for non-governmental organizations to be heard during the pgeneral debate, but they
should be allowed to spesk in the Committee of the Whole. Since their submissions
could be useful in drawing up the final documents, it would be appropriate if they
spoke after the general debate but before the Committee of the Vhole began its

final negotiations. Rather than making lengthy statements, it should be suggested
that they submit documents, merely summarizing their views in their oral submissions.




ho.' ' The CHAiRBiAII, -simming up the debaste, said that it: was cleer that everyone

agreed on the importance of the role of non-governmental organizations: and the
valuable contribution they could mske to the special session. There appeared to be

‘certain reservations, however, with regard to the manner or extent of their

participation. Many delegations had supported the idee of selecting a day on which
non-governmental orgenizations could be heard, while it had also been felt that a

- suitable formula should be sought, without infringing the rules of Procedure, to

enable them to appear before the Committee of the Whole. Some delegations had

- #sounded & note of warning against setting & precedent in that respect.

' hl.. A good number of délege.tions had expressed the view that it was somevwhat

Premsture to take a decision immediately and that consultations should .be pursued.
At that stage the best procedure would appear to be to defer a decision and entrust
him with the tesk of consulting the officers and the various delegations and
groups, with a view to arriving at a consensus which would take accourt of all the

- views that had been expressed. B

- b2, In his: opiﬁ'ion,_ the second alterrative proposed by the United Kingdom, namely,
to set aside the day prior to the opening of the special session, would create.

financial, organizational and other difficulties an: he proposed that consultations
should focus on the. first olternative. He would also hold consuitations to see if

L a consensns could be reached on the selection of non-governmental organizations. and

‘on.the participation of beace research institutes, including the possibility of
adding some of the institutes that had bsen mentioned by various delegations.

" 43. He hoped tha:b it would be possible to reach a satisfactory solution and would

report to the Committee on the results of his consultaticns in due course. If

agreement could not bé reached by the conclusion of the current session, the

decision could be taken at the fifth session in April. He pointed out that whatever
- formile wes agreed upon would be in the nature of a recommendstion to be considered
- by the spécial session when it convened. :

The meeting rbse at 5.1;5 p.m.



Friday, 17 February 1978, at 11.20 a.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ D2 ROZAS (Argentina)
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PRINCIPAL”DOCUMENTS OF -THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. DMr. VAERMO (Norwsy), introducing the working paper on internatiornal machinery
for disarmement (A/AC.187/103) prepared by his delegation and those of Australia,
Canade, Denmark, the Federal Republic of Germeny, llew Zealand and the United
Kingdom, observed>that, as stated in the first parasraph, a large number of ,
.countries favoured increased involvement on the part of the United Nations in the
work on disarmament and all countries had a role to play in the disarmement
process. The special session would provide an opportunity for greater
perticipation in that process.

2. Although there was little doubt that political will on the part of
Governments was the major prerequisite .for achieving progress in the field of
disarmement, the need for appropriate machinery for the conduct of disarmament
negotiations had also been clearly demonstrated. The existing disarmament
machinery, both within and outside the United Nations, had certain short-comings:
 hence the decision to review that subject at the special session. :

‘3. The working paper had been dravn up against that background. It made no .
attempt to outline a comprehensive solution, but recommended some steps which the
sponsors were convinced would facilitate the disarmament process.

L., Section II underlined the importance of having one deliberative body

. .comprising all United Nations Member States meeting annually to consider the
principles governing disarmsment end the regulation of armaments and suggested that
that might involve a sustructuring of the First Committee to deal exclusively with
disarmament and related questions in future. It cslled for the prompt
implementation of the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of ‘the
Role of the United Nations in the Field of Disarmament and for follow-up to the
prograrme of action. It also recommended that the question of convening a further
special session devoted to disarmament should be dealt with st the thirty-fifth
session of the General Asszembiy., ’

5. Under section III, concerning the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
(ccp), the sponsors sought, firstly, to facilitate the participation of all :
nuclear-weapon States in the work of that body and, secondly, to encourage furthrer
participation of non-nuclear-weapon States by & limited inerease in its sizz au.
by arrangements for non-CCD member States to attend plenary meetings as observers
and to participate fully in other meetings vhen their particular concerns were
under discussion. However, there would be no change in CCD's consensus procedures
or in its function as the principal multilatersl negotisting body. The sponsors
believed that the link between CCD and the United Hations should be strengthened
and that a greater role should be considered for the Secretary-General's
representative. Another important step was the improvement of opportunities for
the public to follow CCD activities. o

6. ' Section IV supgested that the Disarmament Centze should be strengthened so as
to enable it to implement the decisions taken at the special session and should be
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provided with sufficient capacity to enable it to prepare. reports and expert
studies, produce informetion material and increase its contacts with Member
States, non-governmental orgenizetions and research institutions.

7. Hr. VINCI (Italy) said that although his delegation hed not been in a
pesition to spc-:sor the document, it found some of the basic ideas contained in

it to be of considerable interest. It supported the demand for wider and more
active participation of all States Members of the United Netions in the study of
the general principles governing disarmement and arms control, in some appropriate
forum such as the General Assembly. The principle of the special responsibility
of the nuclear-wespon States and other militerily significant States must be
stressed. Furthermore, it was essential that disarmement negotiations should be
conducted in a forum which would be of a size conducive to the offcctivencss of its
deliberations, would have the requisite expertise ~t its disposai, would be
geographically and politically balanced and would take decisions by consensus.

8. The Itslian Government had accordingly reacted very favourably to the recent
remarks made by the President of the French Republic and to the statement and
documents submitted bty the representative of France to the Preparatory Committee,
all of vhich were evidence of that country's will to continue contributing to the
activities of the international community in the field of disarmement. His
‘Government would be paying close attention to those and any other proposals
submitted to the Committee, particularly by certain nor-aligned countries.

9. The effectiveness of the machinery for disarmament was no less important than
the content of the declaration and the programme of action and his delegationr
intended to take an active role in the preparation of the draft document or 1t
subject. . '

10. Mz . de LAIGLESIA (Spain) expressed the view that nachinery for disarmsme.t
negotiations was one of the most important items to be discussed by the special
session. ' He believed it was generally agreed that the role ¢f the United Hations
should be considerably strengthened:; the establishment of o feliberative body
ccrprising all Member States vas one way of achieving that nurpose. He did not
think it would be helpful, however, for the First Committee t~ deal exclusively
with disarmament. '

1l. It was important that the achievements of the speeial session should be
followed up in the future; the inclusion of the programme of action on the agenda
of the thirty-third session of the General Assembly would be a step in that
direction. The possibility of’ holding furths- special sessions devoted to
disarmament should not be excluded. The yuestion of negotiations raised serious
problems. So far, the major responsibility had rested with CCD. Although that
bedy had been enlarged over the years, its modus operandi still did not take due
accourt of the desires of a large sector of the internacional community. In
recent years steps had been taken to enable United Matioms Member States tn keep
abreast of CCD activities and the points of view of non-CCD members had been taken

into account on vario.. ¢ .. ‘ions. However, a way had to be found to permit all

States which could cc “ribute to its work to join CCD. ©nly by involving all

interested Stat=s in i. negoviations could progress be made. ‘ '
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. the request made by her country, Mexico and others that the system of

12, Mr, L .®RY (Australia), speaking on behalf of his own delegation and the
‘delegations of Bangladesh, India, Malaoysia and Sri Lanka, drew attention to the
_communiqué issued by the Commonwealth Heads of Govermment of the Asian and Pacific

Region meeting in Sydney from 13 to 16 February 1976, in which they had welcomed -

the forthcoming special session as a positive step towards world peace and security,

exrressed their deep appreciation of the initiative taken by the non-aligned
novement and other countries to secure the convening of the special session, and
voiced the hope that.it would leau to concrete action promoting the objective of
genuine end complete disarmement and the application of the resources thus released
to ensure a better life for the peoples of the world.

13.. Mr. BERG (Belgium) said that his delegaticn supported the working paper
(A/AC.187/103) as a useful starting-point for discussions on the negotiating
mechinery. . The reference to CCD was most welcome but the document did not seem to
deal adequately with the concerns of some States whose participation in the work
of CCD would seem to be desirable. His Government would consider any proposals for
changes in CCD likely to improve its efficiency.

1Lk, Mr. CARCTA ROBLES (Mexico) said that the working paper included many veluable
and highly constructive ideas, a number of which were identical with those set forth
in his own delegation's working paper (A/AC.187/89).

15. It was not clear from secticn II whether the sponsors imntended the First .
Committee to become the deliberative body on disarmement or whether, like his own
delegation, they favoured the establishment of a new body. If a new body was
intended, further details would be required. The working paper spoke of
particigption of all nuclear-wespon States in (CD, (sect. III, para. 1). He sought
clarification from the sponsors as to whether they considered such participation -
possitle and vwhether their proposal involved retaining the present co-chairmanship
of CCD. '

16. Mrs. THORSSON (Sveden) said that the working paper included a& number of
excellent ideas which could provide & useful basis for the work of the drafting
group. VWhile she fully endorsed the Introduction as a whole, she could not agree
with its last two sentences. Sweden was one of many States which had stressed that
disarmement negotiations were the concern of all States and that therefore all
States should have an opportunity to participate in them. She was particularly
disturbed by the sentence "Some important questions can better be handled on a
bilatveral or regional Luasis."”. Mich depended on the definition of "some important
questions"”. The comprehensive test-ban treaty under discussion in Geneva, for
exemple, must be made multilateral as soon as possible.

1T. The guidelines proposed in the working paper included many useful ideas which
y she hoped would be accepted by consensus in the drafting group. However, she could
not agree with paragraph U of section II. The question of convening & further |
special session must de decided at the special session itself. It should under no |
circumstances be left until the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly. The |
aim should be an action-oriented programme of work to begin immediately after the
special session, Furthermore, it was important that the guidelines should reflect
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co-chairmanship of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament should be changed,
That request should be taken up at the special session, where she hoped it would
obtain wide support.

18. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) seid that his delegation's stat.ment before the
Preparatory Committée and document A/AC.187/82 submitted by the socialist States
had made his country's position clear. States should meke effective use of all
chennels for the conduct of negotiations in order to achieve disarmement. The
question of machinery, which came under egenda item 12 of the special session, vas
also referred to in paragraph 18 of the Preparatory Committee's report to the
General Assembly (A/32/h1), which the Assembly had endorsed in its resolution
32/88»8. The Preparatory Committee was somewhat handicepped as long as it did not
have the two important reports - those of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament and of the Ad Hoe Committee on the World Disarmament Conference -
referred to in that paragraph. Under the circumstances, the Preparatory Committee's
vork and its deliberations on machinery for disermament would not fully reflect
the existing situation, and that might present some difficulty, which he hoped
could be solved thro.gh co-operation.

19. Mr. DATCU (Romania) said that equel a’ tention should not be paid to all the
documents to be adopted by the special sessaion. Priority should be given to
stressing the integrated nature of the decisions to be teken. An over-all view of
the tasks and problems should emerge from the session. He agreed with the view that
the drafting growp must discuss structurel problems, and, with respect to
principles? he .expressed the conviction that in view of the close link between
disarmament and the nationel security of all Stater, all States must participate in
negotiations on the basis of complete equality. Therc were no major and minor
interests. All States had en equal interest in security and therefore all should
participate as a matter of prineciple. .

20, Mr, MULYE (India) recalled that the non-aligned States hud previously called
for the establishment of a special committee of the United Nations for the
elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament measures to be submitted
to the thirty-fifth session of the Teneral Assembly at the latest. His delegation
would, nevertheless, give careful consideretion to the proposaels in working

- paper A/AC.187/103.

2l. Mr. FALASE (Nigeria) seid that his delegation agreed with the spirit of the
proposal in working paper A/AC.187/103. The Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament szeered to be the principal multilateral negotiating bedy on
disarmament, but as such it must undergo fundsmental reform. The drafting group
must address the fundamental aspects of that reform, i.e., that of structure and
Procedures, including specifically the institution of co-chairmen, so as to make it
& more effective body. The Conference should estsblish a permanent working group
to ensure that all Members could take effective part in negotiations.

22. PHis &eiegatibn also favoured any procedures which might be devised to
strengthen the link between the Conference and the General Assembly. The Assembly

=192




had requested the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament tc submit a draft
comprehensive negotiating programme to the special session, but the Committee did
not yet know whether it would succeed in doing so. It would be the task of the
special session to consider, on.the basis of the report submitted by the Conference,
vhether it would be worth while to ask the Conference, through its standing )
‘committee, to continue preparation of a programme if it had not yet completed one,
or whether thewgeneral Assembly itself should proceed to appoint a committee to
look into that matter. It was importent to keep an open mind on the issue because
much depended on the kind of report received from the Conference.

The mecting rose et 12.20 p.n.

~193=




32nd meeting

Nednesday, 22 February 1978, at 3.35 psme

Shaizmens Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
= A/AC.187/5SR. 32

STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION

1. The CHAIRMAN announced that, as agreed by the members of the Committee, the
film entitled Nuclear Countdown, produced by the Office of Public Information,
would be projected. The OPI representative would then make a statement on the
work being done by OPI in connexion with the special session and would reply to
any questions which representatives wished to put concerning the film.

2. The film entitled "Nuclear Countdown" was projected.

3. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said thet OPI continued to give
extensive publicity to the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
.disarmament, and hed undertaken or would undertake the following programmes in
that respect. ' '

h, With regard to press and publications, two brochures, entitled Special Session
-on Disarmament and Economic and Social Conseqaences of the Arms Race and of

Milit enditures, had been produced. Detailed press coverage would be
provided during the session, and immediately before the opening of the session s
‘background press release would be issued end a roundtable for senior editors of the
mass medie from developing countries would be held, at which the main emphasis
would be placed on disarmament.

5. With regard to radio and visual services, the film entitled Nuclear Countdown,
which had just been projected for the members of the Committee, had been produced.
Language versions of that film were being produced, which was currently available
in English only. The film would be distributed to all the Information Centres,
and to interested non-goveramental organizations and informetion media. The
Radio Service continued %to provide news coverage of the proceedings of the
Preparatory Committee and the preparations for the special session. Developments
at the session itself would be highlighted within the framework of the regular
news and feature programming of the Radio Service. A special photo exhibit would
be displayed in the General Assembly lobby, starting early in May and continuing
throughout the special session. A similar exhibit would be displayed at the
Palais des Nations in Geneva. :

6. Through the Infor:i -tion Centres, the External Relations Division of OPI had
been giving all possible publicity to the special session. Guidelines and
instructions and all available information material were being sent to the Centres.
The information material was distributed to the local news mecdia, non-governmental
organizations and educational institutions. The Triangular Fellowship Programme
which was scheduled to take place in July and August in Paris would pay speeial
attention to the disarmament question. The Non-Governmental Organizations Section
of the External Relatioms Divisions of OPI had given considerable assistance to
the non-governmental organization conference on disarmsment held in Geneva from

27 February to 2 Mareh and would provide similar assistance to the annual
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non-governmental organizations/OPI conference to be held on 6 and T April 1978, at
which some 500 representatives of various non-governmental organizations affiliated
with OPI at Headquarters would devote most of their programme to various aspects of
disarmament. ‘An information notice on the special session hed been sent to the .

58 Information Centres suggesting that non-governmental organizations should hoid
special meetings devoted to the special session both before and after the session.

7. The Centre for Economic and Social Informetion was producing for the special
session an article on disarmament which would be published in various languages,
together with a booklet which would be available in all the official languages
before the special session.

8. Post-session information activities would include a round-up press release
of the decisicns of the session and a brochure summarizing its results, issued by
the Press and Publications Division. The Radio Service would prepare a variety of
programmes reflecting the discussions and results of the session.

9. With regard to the financial implications of those activities, the working
paper prepared by the Secretariat (A/AC.187/83) indicated that the Office of Public
Information .could absorb most of the costs involved. However, additional funding
would be required for some of the projects included in the programme, namely the
production of a brochure on the special session in languages other than the
official languages ($15,000), the production of a colour poster in several
languages ($12,000), external services in connexion with a photographic exhibit
during the special session ($2,000), the reproduction of photographic and other
display material and its shipment to Information Centres ($10,000), and the
production of a post-session brochure in languages other than the working
langueges ($26,000). The items mentioned came to a total of $65,000. That figure
had been mentioned at the previous session of the Committeée, but no decision had
been taken in that connexion. If the Committee considered that OPI should proceed
with the planned programme of activities it might wish to recommend that those
expenses should be defrayed from the resources allocated for the special session.

10. Lastly, he wished to refer to the question of the financing of the services to
be provided by OPI during the special session. In considering the OPI estimates
for those services, the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary
Questions had recommended that they should be reduced from $64,800 to $5k,800,
since it had felt that most of CPI's requirements could be met from within the
resources already approved for the Office. The Fifth Committee and subsequently
the General Assembly had approved that reduction. Consequently,.OPI had revised
its requirements downwards to $15,400 for press services, $9,400 for radio and.
visual services and $30,000 for communications engineers, making a total of $54,800.

n, Although those estimates had been calculated on the basis of two meetings a
day, OPI would be prepared to undertake full coverage of the special session on the
assumption thet no more than two meetings would be held simultaneously and that
there would be no night meetings. However, if it was decided to have three
simulteneous meetings and/or night meetings, OPI would have to request edditional
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staff for a period of two to %hree weeks, which would cost $11,800. Without that
- additional amount, OPI would not be able to provide press or radio coverage of the -

third'simultaneous or night meeting, the typing pool would be unable to produce
the releases on the same day, and long delays would be experienced in relaying
cedles to the Informetion Centres. '

12, Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that the figures concerning .-

provision of services for the special session which had Just been presented were
new. He presumed that the figures would be presented in written form, but
wondered what the Committee could do in that connexion, since it was his
understanding that it was not empowered to authorize expenditures.

13. The CHAIRMAN replied that the Committee was indeed not empowered fg authorize
the expenditures in question, but it could make s recommendation to the General
Assembly, which would take a decision on the matter,

14, Mr, BARTON (Canada) observeda that in 1977 e programme had been submitted to

the Assembly indicating the .funds allocated to public information activities. ,
According to the OPI representstive, however, additional funds were required, since
otherwise the scope of the information activities would have to be limited. He
therefore wished to know whethér the OPI representative wanted the Preparatory
Committee to recommend that the General Assembly should provide additional funds.

15. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Informatibn) said that OPI felt additional funds

would be needed if dquring the special session more than two meetings were held
simultaneously, or if the special session continued after the set closing date.

'-Furthermore, in connexion with the long~term programme and bearing in mind the fact

that the guestion had been left pending, OPI' would like to know whether it should

- proceed with that programme or confine itself to what was currently being done.

16. Mr. JAIPAL (India) said that he could not support the proposal to recommend

‘that the Assembly should alloecate additional resources to cover the expenditures in

question. Both public opinion and Governments were fully aware of the problem of

3

. disarmament and excessive publicity on the special session and related activities
“would only create expectations which perhaps could not be realized. ‘

417.*,The CHAIRMAN suggested that'a'paper should be preparedafbr the following Fiday

indicating the necessary additional expenditures and summarizing the reasons
Justifying the allocation of additional resources so that the Committee could msake
the appropriate recommendations to the Assembly if it deemed it necessary. ' If
there were no objections, he would take it that the Committee accepted that

suggestion.
18. It was so decided,

19, Mr. WEILFR (United States of America) said he was surprised that in the film

which had been shown no reference was made to the special session devoted to
disarmement,. -
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~ take it that the Committee agreed to that suggestion.

-informetion on the problem of disarmement.

20. Mr. GRIBKOV (Qffice of Public Information) said that reference to -the special
session had not been deliberately omitted. Preparations on the film had begun

two years earlier and its primary purpose was to create greater awareness on

the part of the public of the problem of the arms race. To mention the special
session would have limited its scope, since once the session was over the film
would then have been obsolete. :

21, Mr, WEILER (United States of America) considered that explanation unaccepteable,
" since in the film reference was made to other historic events and in any case the

film would be obsolete once the special session had been held since it did not
mention the session. ‘

22, Mr. FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) said thet there was always criticism
after a film had been shown. He therefore found that the proposals which had
arisen in the Committee were quite natural but he felt that if the film was

- exhibited after the special session the public would want to know the results

obtained, and those results were impossible to foresee. Consequently, he did
not think it would be advisable to include in the film any reference tc the
special session. ‘ :

23. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico), supported by Mr. MUJEZINOVIC (Yugoslevis), said
that everyone was interested in having the greatest possible publicity given to
the holding of the special session and that mention of it should therefore be
made in the film.

2k, Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that he did not think it

would be possible to meke a correction in the film at that stage but, in any
case, he would like to be given some time to consider the problem.' -

25. The CHATRMAN suggested that the representative of OPI should give a reply.
on the matter on Friday, 2k February. If there were no objections, he would

26. It was so decided.

27. Mr. RIOS (Penama) said that the f£ilm shown during the meeting was a simple
one compared to others which he had had occasion to see and he thought that the
two super-Powers could be asked to co-operate by sending meterial which would
make & greater impression. ' - ' :

28. Mr. FALASE (Nigeria) requested the representative of OPI to evaluate the .
impact which the information activities in general had on the public. He would
like in particular to know whether those activities had been successful at the
world level. ' . '

29. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Infcrraticn) said that OPI used every mesns

at its command to reach the public but its possibilities were limited.
Nevertheless, it was doing and would do everything possible te disseminatevfully
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MACHINERY FOR DISARMAMENT NEGOTIATIONS (continued)

30.. Mr. JANKOWITSCH (Austria), referring to the question of machinery for future
disarmament negotiations, said his delegation subscribed to the view that the
mein prerequisite for achieving progress in the field of disarmament was the
prolitical will and determimation of Governments to seek agreements which would
be as far-reaching as ‘possible. There was no question that appropriate machinery
was required for that purpose, for whatever the documents adopted at the special
session might be, the success of the work on disarmsment would depend to a large
extent on the orgenizational framework decided nupon during the session.

31. In the view of his delegation, if the United Nations was to be able to play
its central role in the field of disearmament it must have at its disposal three
different bodies with distinet functions end responsibilities. Firstly, the
mein task of the General Assembly's First Committee should be to review anl assess
the progress achieved during the previous 12 months and, in cc-operation with
all Members of the United Nations, formulate appropriate directives for future
action. To. that end, its working procedures should be improved and in that
connexion the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role
of the United Mations in the Field of Disarmement should be taken into account.
Many delegations had proposed thet in future the First Committee should deal
exclusively with disarmement and related questions. His delegation would like
to modify or interpret those proposals in such a way as basically to ensure that
the First Committee would continue to deal with all the items allocated to it
during the past two sessions of the General Assembly, whereas other political
issues examined in the past by the First Committee and any new items of political
significance which might arise should be allocated exclusively to the Special
Political Committee, the name of which could be changed accordingly. That would
ensure the necessary continuity. . '

32. Secondly, all delegations agreed on the need for sn effective negotiating
body with limited membership. In the pest that had been the main task of the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, which however, suffered from a number
of short-comings. In spite of that, his delegation did not consider that CCD had
failed completely as a negotiating body. On the contrary, it was convinced that
- CCD should be allowed to continue carrying out its important functions, provided
that a number of essential changes in its structure and working procedure were
made. It felt that CCD should have the character of a United Nations body,
although with certain characteristics of its own such as the rule of consensvys
for decision-making. Also, the co-chairmanship of CCD should be replaced by
more democratic procedural arrangements, such as rotation of the chairmanship
among all its members on a monthly or sessional basis, as was done in certain
high-level political bodies such as the Security Council. In that (onnexion

he expressed his gratitude to the delegation of France which, by its active
Participation in the Committee, had given ample proof of its interest in the
success of the common effort to promote disarmament in general .,

33. Austria, as s State which was not a member of CCD, would support all measures
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aimed at providing possibilities for wider participation of all interested States
Members of the United Nations in its work. Those measures could comprise
arrangements for non-CCD members to attend meetings of CCD as observers, submit
proposals or views snd take part in the relevant deliberations. Also, the
possibility of introducing the principle of rotation for membership in CCD should
be considered. In its view, it should be possible to establish the principle of
rotation, not excluding the possibility of re-election, without Jjeopardizing

the element of continuity which was necessary for the successful work of such

& negotiating body. His delenstion wisked to make clear that it preferred a
system of rotation to increasing the number of members of CCD.

1

34. Thirdly, his delegation considered it necessary to establish a body which
would be truly deliberative. In that connexicn, he referred to the statement
made at an earlier meeting of the Committee by Mr. Vellodi, Secretary to the
Government of India, and totally supported his reasoning. The body in question
should have approximately the same size as the Preparatory Committee and should
be entrusted with the task of outlining broad policies in the disarmament field.
Thet task could take the form of elaborating & comprehensive programme of
disarmament measures which might in due time be submitted to a possible second
special session devoted to disarmament. The First Committee could n.t take on
that important function nor ecould CCD, which should concentrate on negotiating
concrete agreements in the field of disarmament and arms limitation. It should
be noted, in addition, that the three-tier structure which he had just outlined
would not bé something new in the United Nations system, since in the social and
economic fields a similar system had been successfully developed.

35. His delegation would like to consider the proposals made by a number of
delegations regarding the convening of a second special session devoted to
disarmament within the larger framework of adequate follow-up mechanisms to be
established by the special session. TFor instance, it could be envisaged that the
new deliberative body that had been discussed could act as = preparatory committee
for a possible second special session. The interval between the two sessions
could be determined when a clearer picture had emerged of the time framework

in which the immediate and/or short-term measures to be included in the Programme
of Action would be carried out.

36. With regard to the future role of the United Nations Secretariat in the field
of disarmament, his delegation supported measures aimed at strengthening and
reorganizing the United Nations Centre for Disarmament. It was important to
ensure that the Centre had sufficient capacity to prepare the relevant reports

and expert studies, and consideration should also be given to.the possibility of
setting up an advisory board, elected on a basis of rotation, which would provide
the necessary guidance. :

37. Finally, his delegation considered that the role of the United Nations in the
implementation of disarmament agreements could sud should be further strengthened
and that the United Nations, together with its specialized agencies and TAEA,
could in the future play an increasingly important role in that field,
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38. Mr. ULUCEVIK (Turkey) said that effective mechanisms relating to disarmament
negotiations not only contributed to the generastion of the necessary political will
of nations, but would also help to translete such politicel will into concrete
disarmament measures.

39. In his delegatien's wview, all nations of the world had a positive role to play
in the field of genersl and complete disarmament under effective international
control, and the United Nations was the most suitable forum to draw up guidelines
for disarmament negotiations and to watch over and review all disarmament efforts
in genersl. However, his CGovernment had not lost sight of the fact that the
chances for success woul: be greater if negotistions were carried out through
bodies set up for specific purposes, such as the CCD. Such bodies, which should
be of a manageable size, should provide balanced political snd geographical.
representation and reflect a wide range of iaterests. It was of particular

importance that the disarmament negotiating machinery should include all nuclear-

weapon States and &1l militarily significant countries. Consequently, his
Government fully supported the proposals designed to facilitate the participation
of all such States in the existing negotlatlng body o~ in bodies which might be
created by declslon of the special session devoted tu disarmament.

40. 1In %hai context, of particular importance was a possible system providing for
a number of rotating memberships in the CCD, or in other appropriate bodies that
might be set up in the future. A limited system of rotation would make it possible
for all States, and particularly those whose co-operation was necessary for
progress in the field of disarmament, to acquire membership at certain intervals

in the relevant body and, at the same time, would forestall constant increases

in the number of members, which would inevitably reduce its effectiveness.
Furthermore, such a system would stimulate the interest of many countries in
disarmament matters.

41. There was no need to stress that disarmament questions were related as a whole
to the national security of all States, so that it was essential that disarmament
measures should reflect the.broadest possible consensus and that the negotiating
body should function on the basis of consensus procedures.

42, His delegation considered favourably the proposals providing for a limited
increase in the size of the CCD and for the active participation of non-member
States in its work. It was also essential to improve opportunities for the public
to follow the activities of disarmament bodies, in order to generate wider public
interest in disarmement questions.

43. The consensus reached on the convening of the forthcoming special session
devoted to disarmament demonstrated the willingness of a large number of countries
to pley a direct and more active role in the policy-making and negotiating process
on Gisarmament. The success of the special session devoted to disarmament would
be measured, to an important degree, by the effectiveness of the negotiating
machinery it established to respond to the demands of the international community
and the current politice’ and militery realities of the world.




bk, Mr. WETLER (United States of America) said that, at the thirty-second session
of the General Assembly, the Secretary-General had been requested to compile the
recommendations contdined in the 19Tk, 1976 and 1977 reports of the group ef
experts on militery expenditures, to ascertain which States had been willing to
participate in 2 field t._u. of the mcdel militery expenditures reporting
instrument proposed in 4he recommendations of the 1976 and 1977 reports and o
report on the resuits of that inquiry to the special session devoted to
disarmament. He wished to take the opportunity to announce United States
villingness to participate in such a field trial, to submit data on its national
military expenditures and %o assist actively in the effort to develop a more
effective mechanism for reporting.

1

bs, Increasingly widespread reporting of military expenditure data would be an
imnortant contribution to the building of confidence among countries and to the
possibility of effective military expenditure limitation agreements. Such
agreements, although they were not a near-term prospect , were undoubtedly an
objective worthy to be pursued, since they would permit the releasing of
resources for economic and social dévelopment, to the benefit of the developing
- countries. ‘ '

46. Mr. OGISO (Japan) said that, in order to halt the arms race and to proceed
with the gradual reduction of nuclear wegpons until their ultimaste eliminatiom,
the following immediate measures should be adopted within the framework of the
Programme of Action: immediste cessation of nucleaxr explosions in all
environments end immediate conclusion of a complete nuclear test ban treaty to
that effect:; the earliest possible conclusion of an agreement between the United
States and the Soviet Union with regard to the strategic arms limitation
negotiations; the cessation of the production of fissioneble materials for
military purposes and the utilization of natursl and enriched uranium for peaceful
purposes; further strengthening of international efforts to prevent the spread

of nuclear weapons, based primarily on adherence of States to th~ Non-Proliferation
Treaty and the system of safeguards of the IAEA, assuring, at the same time, the
inaliensble rights of the non-nuclear weapons States to develop rnuclear energy

for peaceful uses. ‘ .

b7. With regard to the question of disarmement in the field of conventional
weapons, he said that tbe international community was confronted with a tremendous
erms build-up in meny parts of the world. If the conventional arms race

continued at its current rate, the prospect of using the resources absorbed in
military expendituras for the improvement of economic and social conditions
throughout the world, particularly in the developing countries, waquld be further
diminished. In addition, there was the danger that the conventional arms race
would develop into conflicts which would lead to the involvement of the nuclear
Powers, touching off the outbreak of a nuclear war before the United Nations could
reach agreement on the necessary measures for nuclear disarmament.

L8, Consequently, his delegation proposed the control and reduction ~f «%r ~iies

of conventional weapons and that attention should be turned to the c.itron he
arms trade, which was a crucial problem in the arms race. ' His deleg nion - to
meke it clear that to take up the question of conventional arms did n.” at ¢ _ecen

diverting attention from the question of nuclear disarmament. Japan had experienced



the ravages of nuclear weapons and had therefore always insisted that nuclear
disarmement was the most urgent and important task of the current time, which
shoull be acccrded the highest priority, and that the nuclear weapon States had
grave responsibilities in furthering nuclear disarmament measures.

k9, In conclusion,.his delegation wished to submit an additional working paper
concerning nucléar disarmament.

50. The CBAIRMAN said that the Committee would continue its dellberatlons in the
Working Group.

The meeting rose at 5.50 p.m.
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33rd meeting
Friday, 24 February 1978, at 3:40 p.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/5R. 33

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL $ESSION (continued)

l. Mr, LEPRETTE (France), saii that his country had slways be<n deeply committed
to the cause of disarmament and recslled that the President of France would 1
hirself address the special session eof the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
as proof of his Besire to contribute towards achieving genuine and realistic
disarmament which satisfied men's aspiration to greater security.

2, His delegation had participated actively in the vork of the fourth session of
the Preparatory Lommittee, which had given rise to numerous proposais and very
imaginative suggestions. Numerous working papers had been submitted not only by
powerful nuclear-weapon States but also by poorer countries which were less at

risk but equally concerned to preserve international peace. Ciearly, all countries
were deeply interested in preparations for the special session,

3. The Preparatory Committee had not only recorded the numerous proposals before
it but also tried tc elassify and simplify them so that they eould be incorporated
more easily into the final "document to be submitted to the special session.
However, it had not had sufficient timc and resources to complete that task at

the current session. His delegatica would do all it could to help the Committee
Y0 camplete it at its fifth session.

4, In response to numerous requests for a working paper which would expand on
the views put forward by the Freuch Government at the beginning of the session, his
delegation was now submitting a further working paper (A/AC.187/105) to the
Committee. That paper did not claim to be exhaustive or to constitute a
declaration, programme of action and outline of machirery for disarmament
negotiations all in one. Nor was it a counter project, It simply clarified his
Goverrment's views on a number of points. First of all, it commented on the
negotiating machinery which the special session would be required to set in motion
in order to involve the entire international community in the disarmament process,
Secondly, it proposed the establishment of an observation satellite agency to
control compliance with disarmament agreements. Thirdly, it proposed the
esteblishment of an iniernational funé for disarmement for development to enable
the most heavily armed and richer countries to signify their willingness to

devote to the purposes of peace and progress a growing proportion of the
considerable rescurces which they hed in the past d=emed it necessary to devote

to military expenditures. Finally, it proposed the establishment »f an
international institute for research on disarmement which-would make available to
the international community the necessary technical studies on disarmament problems.
He hoped that those proposals would be given full consideration snd would be
incorporated in the documents to be drafted at the fifth session of the Preparatory
Committee,

5e  Mr, BLOMBERG (Observer for Finland) said that his delegation was not
discouraged by the relatively slow progress being made by the Committee. The
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latter could not have been expected to reach agreement on all questions related to
disarmement in such a short time. The work of the Committee had shown a definite
sense of purpose, and it was to be hoped that that sense of rurpose would prevall
during the special session and beyond, The relstionship between the proliferation
of nuclear explosives and-peaceful uses of nuclear energy seemed to be emerging
as one of the central questions in the deliberations of the Preparatory Cormittee.
In' that connexion, universal adherence to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons would undoubtedly promote the security of all States and would
remove obstacles to broader international co-operstion in the nuclear field. The
resolutior on the proliferation of nuclear weapons and peaceful uses of nuclear
energy adopted at the thirty-second session of .he Geneiral Assembly was an
authoritative statement on thoce questions and should be adequately reflected in
the documents of the special session,

6. Appropriate and efficient machinery, though no substitute for imaginative
approaches or political will, was clearly a prerequisite for any progress in
respec. of disarmament. Proposals had been made to reform existing disarmament
mechanisms, but there was little evidence to suggest that greater progress in

arms control and disarmament would have been achieved using a different kind of
machinery. The present system and its division inte deliberative and negotiating
bodies ha¢i proved its viability. There might be room for streamlining and
revision, but the procedursl and structural errengements of CCD had not impeded
progress in disarmament negotiations. On the contrary, CCD had produced the
drafts of all multilateral arms control agreements that had been concluded since
the Second World War. CCD was able to function firstly because it operated on
the principle of consensus, secondly because of its basically political composition
and procedural arrangements and thirdly becasuse of its special relationship with
the main deliberative bocdy, the General Assembly of the United Nations. A
fundamental modification of those characteristics would not help the work of CCD,
A thorough discussion ‘of disarmament machinery was obviously called for,
particularly as far as the deliberative elements of that machinery were concerned,
but it should be borne in mind that mere organizational reform could not generate
political will nor could it simplify the intricacies of ‘isarmament questions.

T. There seemed to be broad agreement that some kind of folldw=-up was essential
if the special session was to be meaningful. It should be borne in mind that

the more successful the special session was in its substantive deliberations the
greater would be the possibility that it would give rise to other assemblies on
disarmament, and in particular a world disermament cnference. I¥n that connexion,
it wes essential to ensure the widest posalble participation of the world community
in &ll disarmement efforts.

8. Mr, FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) said that the view that the fourth
session of the Preparatory Committee was particularly significsnt for the outcome
of the special session had been fully justified, Intensive work had been carried
out in the Committee; in the Lrafting Group and in the subgroups. The results of
that work required attentive study end analysis. However, the value of what had
been achizved should not be Judged by how many passages in the various texts were
or were not enclosed in brackets, but by the agreed intention to draw far-reaching
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conclusions on basic disarmement questions. Such questions included the dangers
arising from the arms race, particularly from weapons of mass destructicn; the
growth of efforts to avert the dangers of nuclear war and end the arms racej the
increased influence of the United Nations in the field of disarmament; and the
increased use of the resources released by disarmament for economic development.,
Ancther basic qqgstion related to the principle that disarmement measures should
not be prejudicial to the security interests of any State, All llembers knew how
complicated disarmament guestions were, for they affected the security of States.
Disarmament could be achieved only if the principle of the equal security of
States was accepted as fundemental,

9. A certain equilibrium had been reached in military technology and to upset
that equilibrium by develuping new weepons could only reactivate the arms race,
The socialist States were in favour of an agreement on general and complete
disermament under strict international control, They had no illusions and were
prepared to accept agreed partiasl steps in that direction, The :suvth session of
the Committee bore witness to the effort to widen the general bazis for the
disarmament efforts which were required of all States, whether large or small,
nuclear or non-nuclear. Upon that effort depended the attainment of the goal of
ending the arms race and proceeding to disarmer: %,

10, In spite of his positive assessment of the Committee's work, he noted that
disagreement remeined on meny important questions., Consensus represented progress
vherever it enabled existing disagreements to be overcome, The Committee's work
wa. still partly at the stage where positions had to be compared in order to find
an ucceptable compromise. The process of compering views end becoming familiar with
the arguments expressed in support of one position or another was itself an
essential and important stage of the Committee's work, The time remaining before
the fifth session should be used for realistic and responsible reflection on all
the problems involved. The sole eriterion of success would be the facilitation of
effective disarmament measures. That goal could be reeched if the Committee
continued to be guided by the desire for mutual understanding, constructive effort
and respect for the legitimate interests of all participants,

1l, Mr, SUCHARIPA (Austria) recalled that at its 2Tth meeting the

Committee, on the proposal of the Austrian delegation, had decided to request the
Secretariat to prepare a background paper on verification of compliance with
disarmament agreements. He hoped that that paper would be ready very soon, as
del:gations would need to study it fully before the fifth session.

12, The CHAIRMAN said that the document in question would be ready within a week,

13. Mr, WEILER (United States of America) said that he was aware that some |
delegations were disappointed at the scant achievements of the current session. |
Naturally, all delegations would have preferred to see greater progress, but the 5
Conmittee was, after all, completing its first substsntive sessicn, at which many
working papers had been submitted, and it was hardly surprising, therefore, that
drafting had not progressed significantly. His delegation, for its part, would have
preferred to see more progress in remeving the square brackets from the .draft
Declaration, but it realized that its expectations were perkaps premature.

T T



1k, His delegation had decided not to submit any working papers to the fourth
session, sc that it could contribute more flexidbly to the Committee's work, for it
had realized that as soon as the various national or group papers had been

submitied the process of consolidation and conciliation would have to begin.

However, its decision did not seem to have promoted the spirit of concilistion
which it had intended, as was clear, for instance, from the diversity of opinions
expressed in the pspers on the draft Declarstion, If all parties were prepered
tc forego their preferences and to work instead for a solution to all the
disarmasment questions raised in the Declaratlon, the Committee’s final decument
would be somewhat easier to draft.

15, With regard to the Dcclaratlon, the Committee must agree on the prlnciple
that the fact that & certain view of a given country was not reflected in the
finsl document did not mean that that view was invelid, as long as the opposite
view was not reflected in that document either, dbut simply meant that aes yet no
broad consensus had been reached on it, When the Committee resumed its drafting
exercise in April, it should also take care to describe matters as they really
were, For instance, it could hardly describe as fundamental guiding principles
for disarmament negotiations principles which were still shown in square trackets
because no agreement had been reached on' them,

16, There was an even more difficult problem with the Programme of Action, as work
had begun on its drafting immediately after some papers had been submitied

and before Governments had completed any serious review of the issue in
preparation for the special session. It was easier for some countries to put
forward proposals and conclusions than it was for others, as different countries
had different responsibilities, but it would be useful if the views put forward

at the current session were also taken into account. The final version of the
Programme of Action should be drafted only at the special session itself, wken
Governments' views on how to increase the impetus of disarmament would be known.

17. The Programme of Action could, however, be improved upon at the fifth session
if all delegations realized that dlsarmament agreements as such could not be
negotiated at that session. Detailed descriptions of the measures to be achieved
tended to reflect a significaent part of the negotiations themselves and in the
end the Programe of Action would have to generalize if negotiations were ever to
begin. When negotiations could actually be described in detail that meant that a
large part of the negotiating task had already been cesrried out., If the Programme
of Action was to provide a realistic outline of how the momentum of disarmament
was to be increased and how that increased effort was to be channéiled, the -
Committee would have to choose between certain elements rather than attempt to
cover all elements at once, and would have to gain a clearer und=rstanding of the
function and purrcse of the Programme of Action as compered to work in the lcnger
term on a comprehensive negotiating programme, :

18. A number of proposals had also been made at the current session on the role

of the United Nations in disarmament end the role oI negotiating machinery. Those
proposals would have to be discussed very fully and s choice woul i have to be

mede smong them, as some of them conflicted with others. His del=zgation wouid
keep en open mind with regard to those proposal’s, a4 its prime concern was to ensure
that the prospects for effective disarmament were incressed and thet the integrity
of existing machinery wes maintained,
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J9. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri Lenka) said that, while his delegation was aware that
relatively little had been achieved at the current session, it was rot overly
pegsimistic. Considerable work had been done aud the current session was only a
beginning. Conference Room Paper No. 15 did not raise major difficulties.  There
was a measure of agresment on its content and all that was needed now was
agreement on its language.

20. Agreement had been reached on the structure of the draft Declaration.
Considerable clerification and negotiation were still required, but there had been
& useful exchange of views. The section on review and appraisal had raised
certain problems, as anticipated, but it had been discussed fully so that all
delegations were now aware of each other's views and ke was optimistic that
further agreement could be reached.

21. His delegation helieved that gosls and priorities should be spelt out in full
in the relevent section of the Declearation. As to the section on principles,
egreement had been reached on 19 principles, although there was still disagreement
a8 to what should constitute principles, since each country had different
priorities. He therefore suggested that all countries should consider those
principles objectively before the fifth session so that they could at least agree
on the set of principles to be included in the final Declaration.

22. There had been substantial agreement at the outset on the Programme of
Action, but since then a number of new suggestions had been made. As a result,
the Committee's work had been slowed down and all that was now available was a
report on all the programmes of action which countries thought should be included
in the final documsnt. Document A/AC.187/100 probably gave z better account of
the work on the Progremme of Action, therefore, than Conference Room Peper

No. 15.

23. The question of negotiating machinery had not been covered fully because of
lack of time. It had been said that the Committee should not g0 beyond
generalization at that stage, but his delegation believed that there was no point
in producing a document that was full of generslizations. Accordingly, although
it realized that its suggestion might be premature, it believed that more specifie
proposals should be put forward. There was enough time before the fifth session
for Governments to consider Conference Room Paper No. 15 and to reach a broader
consensuse The most recent suggestione for megotiating machinery made by the
delegation of France wers welcome and could also be considered.

2k, When he had introduced the working paper drawn up by the non-aligned
countries, he had said that what the Committee needed was not so much working
documents and a final declaration as a change in the collective will of its
members, in particular the most heavily armed States. He now reiterated that such
& change of political will was vital if the Declaration and -Programme of Action
were to have any force whatsoever and were to reflect the aspirations not only of
those countries whicb had called for a special session devoted to disarmament but
alsc of the general = u.%e, which placed such hopes in that session. The
Committee should not ve satisfied with what it had achieved so far. Informal
contacts among delegati....: . the current session had contributed far more to
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greater mutual understanding than had contacts within the Committee itself and his
delegation hored that some of that understanding would be reflected in the work and
the achievements of the Committee at its fifth session.

25. Mr, JATPAL (India) said that the time had come for taking stock and
evaluating the work done by the Committee in relation to its over-all objectives,
The Committee had heard the nonflicting views of seversl regional and other groups
and the drafting groups had striven to weld the various elements into a
Declaration and a Programme of Action. His delegation wished to congratulate the
drafting groups for the vork which they had accomplished, for although the
preliminary dvaft bristled with references to unresolved issues in the form of
Passages in square brackets, that was becguse it was perhaps too early to.expect
compromises. Agreed formules might be expected to emerge in some cases at the
rifth session and in others during the special session itself. Much remained to
be done and there were certainly no grounds for complacency.

26. Vhat separated delegations were differences in approach, for there was
clecrly a large measure of ogreement on ultimate objeetives. There were
fortunatcly no advocates of nuclear warfare as a means of gettling disputes;
furthermore, there was general agreement that nuclear weapons should eventually be
eliminated and that nuclear Aisarmament should therefore be given high priority.
Differences existed regarding the steps to be taken, and the order in which they
should be tsken, in the direction cof nuclear disarmament. The non-aligned
countries had indicated their concerns. and priorities but it was really for those
Pouwers which had nuclear weapons to come forward with their own programme of

- action, which should be sufficiently realistic and meaningful to assure the rest
of the world that its survival was no longer in danger. He therefore hoped that
the principal nuclear-weapon States would work out agreed immediate steps towards
the goal of nuclear disarmement and slso outline the further steps which would be
taken within o foreseeable time-frame. If the super~Powers had faith in nuclear
disarmament, then they should provide concrete evidence on which to base the hope
of mankind’s survival in condit:ons * € security rather than in conditions of a
balance of terror. Mankind could not derive tie sense of security to which it was
entitled from nuclear-weapon-free zones, from assurances of security %o
non-nuclear~wegpon States, from s comprehensive test-ban treaty or from
limitations on nuclear weapons. A nuclear holocaust would not respect the
non-combatant States. Some other retional basis had to be found for maintsining
equilibrium and peace in the world.

27. 1If, for the sake of argument, the principle of mutual deterrence through
nuclear weapons was accepted, one wes entitled to ask what would be the minimum
level of deterrence that was adequate to ensure peace and security. If the level
of deterrence in 1960 had been adequate to prevent war, one was entitled to asic
why the level hed increased since then. The fact that the nuclear arms race was
continuing apace was proof enough that levels of deterrence d4id not in fact deter
but, on the contrary, intensified the arms race. The validity of the principle of
~ deterrence was thus not acceptable. A progressive reduction in deterrense levels
was essential as a first step for reducing the risk of nuclear war. There was no
reason why mankind should not be given solemn Pledges, possibly uuillaterally, of
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non-use of nucliear weapons by those States which had them, pending their fznal
elimination. It might well be necessary tc include in such pledges a provision on
the non-use of force to change the status quo, or to guarantee that the threat or
use of conventional weapons would not be escalated to the point vhere they might
provcke the use of nuclear weapons.

28. World public opinion expected a major break-through towerds nuclear
disarmerent and the responsibility for that lay mainly with the super~Powers,
There was no doubt that if the two super-Powers were to provide the right lead,
either together or even unilaterslly, the other nucleer-weapon States would
provide similar assurances. Success therefore depended largely on what the two
super-Powers did in the interval before the special session in the way of
entering into direct talks, bearing in mind the views and aspirations of others.

29. " Hr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that the accomplishments of the Commitke

during its fourth sessicm had been sufficient to justify the efforts made. It was
generelly recognized that disarmament ond arms limitation, particularly in regard
to nuclear vweapons, were essential for international peace and security and for
the economic progress which was to be expected from the new international economic
order. In the internationel strategy of disarmament, it had been generally
recognized that the United Nations must occupy the flrst place.

30. It was clear that the principal dlfflcultles lay in the development of a
Programme of Action and. in the necessary machlnery for its implementation.
Notwithstanding the many divergencies of view which had become apparent and which
it had not been possible to resolve during the session, he felt confident that a
nuwgber ¢f the alternatives which appeared in. square brackets in Conference Room
Paper Me. 15 could be eliminated by negotiation. Even then a considerable number
would remsin. It was essential, therefore, that countries should accelerste their
efforts during the next fEV«weeks to reduce the number of alternatives in squsre
brackets. He had no illusions as to the problems involved in the Programme of
Action. He continued to believe, however, that the most realistic solution might
8till. be found along the lines of document A/AC.187/89, which had suggested a
three-year disarmament plen as a purely transitional measure. That plan contained
& short and non-exhaustive list of disarmament measures. Those measures
represented only a selection chosen from among the most urgent ones which might
realistically be considered caepable of being transformed into reality during the
three-year period from June 1978 to May 1981. The adoption of such an immediate
bplan did not, however, meen the abandonment of the long-term goals of the ,
Committes. Provision had beer made in document A/AC.187/89 for the development of
a more comprehensive, thoroughly negotiated programme within a period of
approximately two and a half years. '

31. In conclusion he would like to make a twofold recommendation. First, all
States in the Committee should try to eliminate the maximum number of

alternatives in square brackets. Second, it was clearly impossible in the: present
context to produce a draft Programme of Action vhich would meet with universal
acceptance; efforts should therefore be made to achieve more modest goals in the
shorter term by concentrating on recommendations which would have a wider degree
of acceptance.
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32. Mr. BENSMAIL (Algeria), Repporteur, introducing Conference Room Paper Ho. 15
contaeining the draft final document, said that, in part I of the document,
relating to the Preamble, the use of brackets reflected the positions of different
groups, but it was to be hoped that many of those brackets could be eliminated at
the following session of the Preparatory Committee. With respect to part III of
the document, relating to the Progremme of Action, not much progrecs had been
achieved because of the lack of time, but a useful exchange of. views had taken
place. It should.be noted that the draftlnc group had not been eble to consider
%he questlon 0; the order in vhich the various sections of part IIX should be
included in the final document, and the order in which they were included in
Conference Room Paper No. 15 should not be regarded as s recommendation by the
working group es to the order or importance of the sections in question. In
sections I-III of part III the brackets indicated passages that had given rise to
problems, whereas in sections IV-VIII they indicated merely that parsllel versions
existed. Part IV of the document had not been examined in depth because of the
lack of time and was therefore largely a compilation of the proposals that had been
submitted. It should also be noted that in parts II and III of the document, the
titles and subtitles used in Conference Room Paper No. 15 were intended merely to
help the Preparatory Committee in its discussions. -

33. With respect toc part IV, in_paragraph 10 (iii) (c), the wérds “interested
non~-CCD members to partlclpate L 1nclud1ng arrangements for"” should be i jerted
after the words "other arrangements for". In the same paragraph, the las: sentence
shculd be enclosed in double brackets.. In peragraph 10 (vii), the sentence /The
CCLi should carry on discussions and development of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament. /“ should be inserted at the end of the paragraph. In peragraph 13,
the brackets in the third and fourth lines should be deleted

34. Several delegations had requested that Conference Room Paper No. 15 should be
translated into the other working languages of the United Nations.

35. The CHAIRMAN said that conference room papers were not officisl United Nations
documents and were not normelly translated. However, because of the importance of
Conference Room Paper No. 15, he was sure that the Secretary-General would be
prepared to authorize the translation, although the document's unofficial status
would remain unchanged. The translations, if authorized, might be available in the
course of the following week.

STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION

36. Hr. aRTIN (Director, Redio and Visual Services Division), in reply to a
question raised by the representative of the United States at the 32nd meeting,
said that the film in question was a project of the Office of Public Information
within the terms of its general mandate from the General Assembly to increase
public awareness of the issue of nuclear disarmament. Production of the film had
involved lengthy research for suitable materisl. It was timely in relation to the
speci~1 session although it had not originally been intended to be part of the
promotional effort for that session. Events preceding the special session would be
given full informetional coverage. HNormally OPI documentaries were kept available
for a number of years. The fiim in question might, however, require revision if
its lifetime was to extend beyond the special session. Perhaps a trailer could be
added at the end of the film to inform the audience regarding the special session.
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37. Mr. WEILER {United States of America) said he understood that the producer
of the film had &t oné time included a reference to the special session but that
it had been subsequently struck from the film. He requested that a reference to
the special session should be spliced into the film.

38. Mr. MARTII (Director, Radio end Visual Services Division) said that no
metérial had been included in the film and subsequently withdrawn. The Office of
Public Information would consider the request cf the representetive of the United
States but he could not announce a decision at that meeting.

39. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) seid that he would pursue the question
through other channels.

40. Mr. FALASE (Nigeria) said that, if there was agreerment that the special
session represented the culmination of the hopes and fears of world public opinion
on the question of nuclear war, then clearly that special session should be the
theme of the film. ‘

41. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said that his delegation shared the concern of the
representative of the United States that any film issued by the United Nations on
the question of disarmament should include a reference to the special session.
His delegation thought that a solution could be found by adding a leader or
trailer to the film. While he appreciated the difficulty of the Office of Public
Information, there was clearly 2 need for & fine film to be shown in connexion
wvith the special session and subsequently distributed for general use.

k2. Mr. MARTIH (Director, Radio and Visual Services Division) said that what was
involved waz not a technical but a cost problem. The film had been planned for
completion a year earlier and was to have covered the period from the first atomic
bomb until the present day. After the special session, another film would probably
be necessary. He would be glad to pursue discussions with representatives and
would therefore delay distribution of the film until a decision had been reached.

b3. The CHAIRMAN said that he agreed with the suggestion which hzd been made by
the representative of the Office of Public Information. The film could be used
during the special sec.ion and subsequently, with an approrriate trailer added, in
different United Nati.»s Information Centres throughout the world.

ORGANIZATION OF THE WORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

Ui, The CHAIRMAN said that 29 May, Memorial Day, was an official United Nations
holiday, but since such a large number of delegations wished to speak in the
general debate, he suggested that the Committee recommend to the General Aszembly
that it should hold a morning meeting on that day to be devoted to the general
debate. :

k5. Mr. JAY (Canada), supported by Mr. MOHAJER (Iran), said that delegations
vhich had already asked to inscribe their names on the list of speakers for
29 May should be given priority.

=211~




46, The CHAIRMAN said that the point raised by the representatives of Canada and
Iran woul.. be taken into account. If he heard no objections, he would take it
the Committee agreed to.recommend to the General Assembly that it hold e morning
meeting on 29 May 1978. :

k7. It was so-decided.

ORGANIZA‘ION OF THE WORK OF THE PREPARATCRY COMMITTEE AT ITS FIFTH SESSION

48. The CHAIRMAN said that the Bureau had met to discuss the organization of work
of the Preparatory Committee at its fifth session, and had reached a consensus on
several points. Firstly, it recommended that the fifth session should begin on
4 April instead of 10 April 1978. The closing date should remain unchanged in
order to ensure that Governments had enough time to study the relevant document-
before the specisl session.  Secondly, the Bureau had decid>d that the method ox
work used at the fourth session should be retained for the fifth session. In
other words, plenary meetings would be limited to three per week, whereas the
drafting group would have seven meetings per week. The number of plenary meetings
could be further reduced if necessary. Thirdly, the Bureau thought it important
that delegations to the. fifth session should be represented at the negotiating
level so that agreéement could.be reached on most of the various texts. 1In that
connexion, he appealed to delegations-involved in the drafting process to be
lexible so that as many brackevs as possible could be removed from the texts.
Fourthly, the Bureau recommended that delegations should enter into informal
negotiations before the fifth session in order to try to reach agreement on the
texts.

k9., If he neard no objection, he would take it the Committee agreed to alvance
the opening date of its fifth session to 4 April 1978.

50. It was so decided.

51, Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that his delvgation did not
believe that, at the present stage, a drafting group exercise was necessarily the
best way to achieve progress on the Programme of Action and on machinery for
negotiations. While he agreed that the group should work at the negotiating
level, it would be best to begin,with contact group activity on a smaller scale
before involving everyone in drafting group meetings. He agreed that it would be
desirable to have government contacts in the interim period.

52. The CHATRMAN said that the view of the representative of the United States
was 10t incompatible with his own. The holding of drafting group meetings was not
a be-rier to smaller contact group meetings among delegations, which were,

indeed, desirable. When outlining the programme of work, he had :eant to make
clear that efforts should be concentrated on negotiation before drafting began.
General debate in plenary meetings should be avoided, as the diff=rent views were |
already well known. By emphasizing the negotiating nature of worl: in the drafting #
group and its subgrouys; progress could be made towards the draft:ug of actual
texts.
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53. The Bureau had considered the metter of the role of the non-governmental
organizations in the work of the special session. Its majority recommendation wes
thiat the participation of the non-governmental organizations should be considered
and decided at the April session. The present view of the Bureau was that, should
it be decided to assign one day to representatives of non-governmental
erganizstions, they should not be heard in a Plenary meeting. Because of the ‘
time constraints and the large number of non-governmental organizations involved,
it would be desirable for them to select their representatives in advance, and
report to the Preparatory Committee st its April session which representatives had
been chosen. The Secretariat was already making arrsngements to assign places to
the non-governmental orgenizations at plena—r and committee meetings of the special
session, and en znnouncement on those aerrangements would be made at the April
session when the item on non-govermmentsl organizstions was considered. He
therefore assumed that it was agreed to take vp the item further at that time.

5k, It was so decided.

55. The CHAIRMAN said that the Preparatory Committee had decided to recommend
that the special session should set up a single plenary Committee, with as many
subsidiary organs as were considered eppropriate. There had been no recommendetion
on the other powers of the Committee, but if the rules of procedure of General
Assembly committees were adhered to, the Committee would require one Chairman,

two Vice-Chairmen end one Rapporteur. The Bureau considered that there were

two alternatives: at the special session, the Committee could select one Chairmen,
three Vice-Chairmen and one Rapporteur, to ensure representation from all
geographical regions, or it could adhere to the present composition of the Bureau
of the Preparatory Committee by electing one Chairman, eight Vice-Chairmen and

- one Repporteur. The Bureau did not expect to be re-elected in full with its

- DPresent composition, but he wished to point out that in the Preparatory Committee
it had functioned well, its number ensbling all geographical regions to be
represented. The members of the Committee could consider both alternatives before
deciding the matter at the April session.

56. It had been suggested that the Secretariat, either alone or in consultation
with the Chairman, should prepare an initial introductory draft to be used as a

~ guide for debate. The draft could be presented to the Committee during the first
. days of the April session.

CLOSURE OF THE SESSION

5T. After expressing his gratitude to the officers and members of the Committee,
and to others concerned, the Chairman declared the session closed.

The meeting rose at 5.20 p.m.
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34th meeting
Tuesday, 4 April 1218, at 11.05 a.m,

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR. 34

.OPENING OF THE SESSION

1. The CFATRMAN declared open the fifth session of, the Preparatory Committee for
the Special Session of the General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament.

. ADOFTION OF THE AGENDA

2. The agenda was adopted.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

3. - The CHAIRMAN¥ said his preliminary contacts with various delegations had shown
that there was general agreement on the importance of the current session of the
Preparatory Committee, which he hoped would be a good sign for the future course of
the Committee's work. It was now essential to continue to work with the spirit
that had prevailed at previous sessions and, most of all, to ecarry out the mission
entrusted to the Committee by the General Assembly. It was clear that the short
time remaining necessitated special efforts on the part of all delegations, the
officers of the Committee and the Secretariat in order to reach that goal. As
Chairman, he had the duty to serve the Committee as best he could with a view to
facilitating its deliberations, and with that in mind, he felit it appropriate to
make a statement on various outstanding problems, so as to assist the Committee

in determining the progress it had made so far. His statement would deal partly
with the work of the Committee, partly with the special session of the Generzl
Assembly devoted to disarmament and partly with the main document or documents
vwhich needed to be prepared.

k. The first priority item before the Committee was the organization of its work.
Delegations would no doubt remember that =t the 33rd meeting of the Committee at
the end of the fourth session he had stated that the officers of the Committee had
decided to recommend that the method of work used during the fourth session should
also be adopted at the fifth session. Tn other words, the Committee would meet in
Plenary or as a working group three times a week, on Monday and Wednesday
afternoons and on Friday mornings, tc consider the reports of the drafting group
and other outstanding matters. If necessary, those meetings could be reduced in
number in order to give the drafting group more time, since under the existing
schedule that group would have seven meetings each week. The Committee should also
consider the possibility that cne or more drafting groups should meet even when the
Committee was meeting in plenary. He would make a suggestion on the matter at the
appropriate time, depending on the progress made in the plenary.

5. The drafting group would have to decide how to apportion the substantive items
between the two subgroups which it had established. He felt, however, that it

would be useful for the group to study means for giving more attention to questions
relating to the machinery of Gisarmament, since up to the present time the Commitiee
had concentrated its work mainly on the declaration and the programme of action. He

* This statement has been given full coverage in the summary record in
accordance with the decisicn taken by the Ccmmittee during the meeting.
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also felt thet the drafting snbgroup dealing with the declaration should complete
its work by the end of the week, so as to begin the foliowing Monday to study the
machinery.

6. The current stage of the work of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies could
be called one of negotiation, and in that connexion he wished to make a specisal
appeal to gl delegations to limit their substantive statements to points which
related to the negotiations under way. The general positions were already well -
kncwn to everyone, and it did not seem necessary or appropriate to renew a general
debate at the present stage of the Commititee's work.

7. As members of the Committee would recall, the Office of Public Information had
been requested at the fourth session to study the possibility of ineluding a
reference to the special session in the final portion of the film Nuclear Countdown.
He was pleased to announce that, following consult: cions with the delegations
directly concerned, OPI had now incorporated that addition. He also drew
ettention to the OPI paper of 23 February 1978, submitted at the request of the
Committee, concerning the expenditures for various activities of OPI which could
not be covered by its regular budget. At a future meeting the Committee would
request the presence of representatives of OPI with & view to taking a decision on
that paper. :

8. Another question relating to the Committee's work during the fifth session was
the adoption of the Committee’s final report to the General Assembly. In view of
the fact that the Rapporteur would have to submit a draft early enough for the
Committee to study it carefully, it was only fair that he should receive guidelines
as soon as possible from the plenary concerning the approach he should follow in.
preparing the draft. He therefore intended to revert to the question very soon.
For the moment he felt that it would be useful to keer in mind the precedent
established by the Committee's report to the General Assembly st its thirty-second
- session., namely, an account of facts presented objectively and a list of specific
recommendations.

9. There still remained the question vhefher the Plenary Committee of the General
Assembly would meet after or simul*-neously with the general debate and, in the
latter case, what would be the m- . eppropriate date for it to begin its work. It
would be useful if delegations waich had expressed opinions in the matter would .
intensify their informal consultations, so¢ that the Preparatory Committee could
decide the gquestion without an extensive debate which would dlstract attention from
substantive work. Also in connexion with the Plenary Committee members of the
Preparatory Committee would doubtless remember that at the 33rd meeting he had
presented the opinion of the officers of the Preparatory Committee concerni ing the
composition of the Bureau of the Plenary Committee of the General Assembly. He had
said at that time that there were two alternatives. One would be for the Plenary
Committee to elect a chairman, three vice-chairmen and a rapporteur, so that every
geographical region would be represented. The other alternative, following the
Precedent of the Preparatory Committee, would be to have a chalrman9 eight
vice-chairmen and a rapporteur as officers of the Plenary Committee. The officers
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of the Freperatory Committee hed expressed their preference for the second
alternative, with the understanding that thut would not prejudge the election of
officers of the Plenary Committee during the special session. The Preparsztory
Committee should, in his view, prepare a recommendation on the subject.

10. Also in connexion with the special session of the General assembly, the Centre
for Disarmament had informed the Under-Secretary~General for Administration and
Ménagement that there might be financial implications during the session which
would require the convening of the Fifth Committee and the Advisory Committee on
Administrative and Budgetary Questions.

1l. The Committee should alsc consider and decide as soon as possible on
arrangements for the participation of non-governmental orgenizations in the speeial
session. As members would recall, he had informed the Committee of the opinion of
the officers on the guestion. They had felt that if a day was set aside for
statements by representatives of those organizations, those statements, following
firmly established practice, should not be made in Plenary. Furthermore, the
officers had felt that it would be desirasble for non-governmental organizations
to choose their own representatives ahead of time, so that their names covld be
communicated to the Committee., In that connexion, he pointed out that the
Committee had before it a proposal, submitted by the representative of the United
Kingdom' and supported by various delegations, concerning the desirability of
allowing representatives of those orgenizations and of institutions connected with
disarmement to speak et the special session. '

12. With regaerd to the facilities which would be available, he said that, pursuant
to the Committee's recommendations, which had been endorsed by the General Assembly
at its thirsy-second session, the Secretariat had informed him .of the provisional
‘arrangements it was making to facilitate access to the building and to assign a
certain number of seats to non-govermmental organizations during the speeial
session. Copies of the Secretariat's communication had been distributed to the
officers of the Committee for their information.

" 13. Lastly, he wished to deal with the question of the final document or documents
of the special session. As he had said, the Committee was in a stage of
negotiation. Negotiation meant, in the specific case of the Committee, making the
-necessary efforts to remcve as many square brackets as possible. The Committee
could begin, in the interest of facilitating its task, by deciding whether there
was to be one main document or several. In its report to the General Assembly at
its thirty-second session, the Committee had stated that it tended to favour the
preparation of a single final document. The question had been discussed in plenary
and in informel negotiations from September 1977 to the present time. He therefore
felt that the Committee was in a position to take a decision in the matter.

14, Turning to substantive matters, he reminded members of the Committee that he

had been entrusted with preparing a draft introduction for the main document or

documents as part of the work to be done during the fifth session. He hoped to be

- eble in a few days to submit that rersonal contribution to the Committee for its
eonsideration. '
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15. Poting that he had repeatedly stressed the negotiastory nsture of the current
stage of the Committee's work, he reminded members that the officers of the
Committee had made a point of recommending at the end of the preceding session
that delegations should be represented at s negotiating level at the current
session in order to reach agreement on as irany texts as possible. In view of the
importance of the matter, the Committee should constantly bear in mind that it .
vas entering a critical stage in its deliberations.

16. In conclusion, with regard to the methed for reaching decisions on matters
of substance, which was to decide on the basis of consensus, wherever possible,
he reminded delegations that that method had been one of the first points of
agreement in the Committee and had been followed in its work up to the present.
However, the Committee -rould soon have to take important decisions; in the
interest of preserving consensus, all delegations without exception would have
to act with flexibility and in a spirit.of compromise. No one could seriously
cleim that consensus could be reached on rigid positions which were held only by
& limited number of delegations. Those who had laid particular stress on the
rule of consensus had thereby implicitly declared their readiness to adopt
compromise formulas, Now was the time to demonstrate thet willingness to
compromise, so that the Committee could advance in its work., If the Committee
wished to submit to the special session texts which would merit general spproval,
it was essential that at the current final. session all members should endeavour
tc make concessions which, without detracting from the essential core of their
views, would make it possible to harmonize those views with the views held by
others. He therefore appealed to the members of the Committee for reflection and
co-operation,

17. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico), supported by Mr. DATCU (Romania), propesed that
the Chairman's statement should be given full eoverage in the summary record of
the meeting. :

18, It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m.
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‘proposing that the Secretary-General should seek the views of Member States on the

35th meeting
Frida!, 1 Agril 12183 at 11.25 BoMe

Chairmens Ur. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina) |
A/AC.187/SR.35

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHATRMAN said that he had received a telegram from the Chairman of the
Stockholm International Peace Research Institute requesting that a representative
of the Institute should have an opportunity to make a substantive statement at
the forthcoming special session. He intended to take that request into account in
his consultations regarding the paerticipation of non-governmental organizations
and research institutes in the work of the special session and would

subsequently meke a statement to thé Committes on the subject.

PRINCIPAL DQCUMENT(S) OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

2. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to document A/AC.187/29/a8d.1, dated 2 March 1978,
vhich contained the disarmament resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its
thirty-second session. ‘

3. Mr. SCHELTEMA (Observer for the Netherlands), introducing the working paper

‘entitled "Study on the establishment of an international disarmament organization"

(A/AC.187/108), which had been prepared by his delegation, said that the interest
& nuiiber of countries had recently shown in a disarmament organization and the
fact that a number of important disarmament treaties were approaching conciusion .
and would require elaborate permanent machinery seemed to justify renewed
consideration of a proposal which his Government had initielly mede in the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmement (CCD) in July 1973. An international
disarmement organization could be given the necessary functions to implement, for
example, a chemical-weapons-ban treaty cr a nuclear-test-ban treaty and to provide
a framework for consultations between the parties. Such an organization could
also be entrusted with organizing review conferences provided for in disarmament
treaties and could assume furcher functions as it gained experience.

k., As more and more disarmament measures were adopted in the future, the need
for an impartial body to oversee the implementation of agreements would become
greater. In that connexion, his delegation agreed with the premise on which the -
Frerch proposal to establish an international observation-satellite agency
(A/AC.187/105) was based, namely, that the present situation, in which only two
countries possessed the means to observe the globe, was undesirable from the
standpoint of the verification of multilateral disarmament treaties. At the same
time, the internationalizetion of satellite information could not provide ‘all the
answers to the problem of verification, which, at least with regard to chemical
weapons, must employ a number of different methods. Thus, the French proposal
should be combined with the idea of an international organization which would be
able to discharge a variety of functions in connexion with implementation.

5. Realizing that much careful copsideration would be required before a decision

could be taken on the establishment of an international disarmament organization,
kis Government, in the final paragraph of document A/AC.187/108, was simply
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possible functions and structure of such an organization and that the final
document of the special session should include a request to that effect. .If the
response warranted any further steps, a special committee could be set up to
continue work on the subject.

6. Mr, VIBCI (Italy) said that his delegation, which had been giving much thought
to the question of* the implementation of international arms-control and disarmament
treaties, found the working paper introduced by the representative of the ’
Netherlands most interesting and timely. The United Nations, besides setting
disarmament goals, should also devote attention to their attainment. In document
A/AC.187/9T7 Italy had proposed, inter alia, the establishment of an international
body tc supervise the implementation of the disarmament agreements in force. His
delegation trusted that the Italian, French and Netherlands proposals
(A/£C.187/97, 105 and 108, respectively) 2.4 the constructive ideas submitted by,
the Austrian delegation in document A/AC. 187/101 would be given carful
consideration.

T.. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) seid that document A/AC.18T/107 had originally
been submitted to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) by the
members of the Group of 15 in Gocument CCD/530 and was being resubmitted at the
present time on behalf of the same States because the Preparatory Cormittee had
heen called upon to consider issues relating %o international negotiating
machinery.

8. Introducing the working paper, he said that the measures which it proposed
were designed to enhance the effectiveness of CCD and to help establish conditions
conducive to the participation of all nuclear-weapon States in its work.

9. The first proposal was designed to strengthen the link between the General
Assembly and CCD by ensuring that all States Members of the United Nations would
be able to participate in the work of CCD and by enhancing the role played in CCD
by the Special Representative of the Secretary-General and the United Nations
Centre for Disarmament. With respect to the second proposal, there was no need
to dwell on the advantages of replecing the system of co-chairmanship, since they
hed been sufficiently emphasized in CCD and the First Committee of the General
Assembly and were self-evident to any objective observer of the internationsl
situation. He merely wished tc stress that, in the opinion of the sponsors of the
wvorking paper, the introduction of a new system would in no way hamper the
legitimate interests of the United Stetes and the Soviet Union, particularly in s
body like CCD, where decisions must necessarily be taken by consensus; on the
contrary, such an action would considerably enhance the moral stature of the two
super-Powers in the eyes of all the Members of the United Nations. The purpose
" of the third proposal was to enable CCD to embody in rules of procedure the
customary practices which had developed during its 1€ years of existence and to
give it greater flexibility. In the fourth and fifth proposals the sponsors
suggested thet CCD should establish a standing sub-committee of the whole and
that the plenary meetirgs of CCD should be public.

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m.
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36th meeting

Cheirmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentins)
e - A/AC.187/SR. 36

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENT(S) OF THE SPECTAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mr, ULUCEVIK (Turkey) said experience showed that verification wes one of the
mein factors necessary for success in negotiations on arms control and disarmament
-It also showed that for the epplicetion of specific measures in the sphere of

- disarmament to be successful, there must exist a truly effective systeip of
verification. Censequently, he supported the ideas expressed thus far in the
Preparatory Committee with regard to that question. In particular, he welcomed
the Netheriands proposal to establish an international disarmement organization
which would act mainly in the sphere of verification (A/AC.187/108), He hoped
that the Preparatory Committee would take favourable action on that proposal.,

2. In view of the need for practical and effective systems that would strengthen
mutual trust emcng States, France's proposal to esteblish an International
Observation Satellite Agency (A/AC.187/105) was interesting. The working paper
submitted by Austria under the title "Disarmement and verification" (A/AC.18T7/101)
was alsc useful in again drawing attention to that subject as a matter of the
first importance,

3. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Committee would continue its deliberstions
as a Working Group,

The meeting rose at 3,40 p.m.
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37+h meeting

Wednesday, 12 April 1978, at 3.40 p.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Lrgentina) :
- A/AC.187/5R. 37

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENT(S) OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden), referring to ths working paper submitted by the
Netherlands (A/AC.187/1¢8), welcomed the initiative to revive the idea of a -
considersble strehgthening of resources for international disermament efforts.
When, in 1973, the Dutch Government and the Swedish Government had presented
suggestions to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament concerniug the
possible establishment of an international disarmament organization, they had
recognized the need for adequate base resources, as well as for co-ordination of
follow-up measures accompanying disarmament treaties. It was to be hcped thaet the
Dutch initiative would lead to. more long-term fundamentael consideration of the need
for effective machinery to achieve the objectives of disarmement.

2. Although no glaring successes had been experienced in the field of disarmement
since 1973, some new spproaches had been tried to the problem of effective follow-
ups of present and future treaties, including verification of complience,
consultative committees and review conferences. Those and other possible messures
had become an integral part of international dissrmament control arrangements,

3. HNew emphssis was being pleced on truly multilateral disarmement negotiations,
the widening interest in disarmameni emong States Members of the United Nations
and, consequently, on the importance of the role of the United Netions in thsat
field and the need to strengthen the resourcss of the United Nations Secretariat.
In that resvect, certain measures had been acted upon and proposed. The Swedish
Covernment considered those measures of urgent importance and would contribute to
promoting their approval. o

4. TIn its working paper, the Netherlands recommended the initial setting up of

an organization for the implementation of a particular disarmament treaty.
Recalling what had already been seid to the effect that both consultsative
committees and revisw comferences were considered as ingredient parts of
disarmament treaties, she said that any future internetionel disarmament
crganization had to be considered as the machinery for organizing and edministering
all relevent implementation measures, including verification, complaint and review
arrengements. : '

5. The ruestion of the relationship between any future international disarmament
organization and the United Nations would present a problem of duplication of
effort st both the intergovernmental and Secretariat levels, if the proposed organ
was not completely integrated with the United Nations. As in 1973, the Swedish
Government considered that that organ should certainly be placed within the
framework of the United Wations, but should not be politically losded with eny -
veto rights.
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6. As early as 1973, the Swedish delegatior had envisaged the possibiiity of a
reporting system within the framevork of the United Nations similar to the bedy
currently being proposed by the delegation of India, for which various models
could be considered, In that connexion, and with reference to the working paper
submitted by France (A/AC.187/105) on future international disarmament machinery,
her delegation proposed the establishment of an observation satellite agency, in
accordance with the established Swedish view on the need to internationalize
satellite information and communication systems., It would be advisable for such
an agency to be closely integrated with the United Nations in order to establish
effective disarmament verification activities within the framework of the United
Nstions. ‘

T In conclusion, emphasis should .be placed on the need not to allow any longer-
term aspects of the international disarmement machinery to stand in the way of
immediate measures necessary to give the internstional community the resources to
implement effectively decisions presumably to be taken at the special session

.devoted to qisarmgment.

8. In working paper A/AC.187/95, her delegation had propesed an incerease in the
resources of the United Nations Centre for Disarmament corresponding to suggested
increased responsibilities, and continued to attach considerable importance to
the approval of that proposal. '

FINAL REFPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTLE TO THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GENERAL
ASSEMBLY (continued)

9. Mr, MISTRAL (France), speaking on behalf of the group of Western European -
and other States, said that, in his view, the Bureau of the Committee of the
Whole of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament should
consist of 10 members, namely, =z Chairman, eight Vice-Chairmer and a Rapporteur.
He reserved the right to submit nominations for those offices later, with due
regard to the principle of equitable geographical distribution.

10, The CHATIRMAN said that the opinion of the group of Western European and other
States, as stated by the representative of France gave an over-all view of the
question, so that a decision could be taken on the matter. If there was no
objection, he would take it that, in its final report. the Committee would recommend
to the General Assembly at its special session devoted to disarmament that the
Bureau of the Committee of the Whole should consist of 10 members, namely, a
Chairman, eight Vice-Chairmen and a Rapporteur,

11. It was so decided.

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENT(S) OF THE SPECIAL SESSION {continued)

12, The CHAIRMAN pointed out the necessity of confirming the decision taken in
principle by the Committze meeting as the Working Group held on Monday, 10 April.
If he heard no objection, he would take it that there was a consensus regarding
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the preparation of a single principal document of the special session consisting
of four sections (preamble, declaration, programme of action and mechinery). In
its final report, the Preparatory Committee would include a recommendation on the
matter and the draft principal document would follow the guidelines indicated.

k]

13. It was so decided.
STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION

14, The CHAIRMAN drew the attention of the Canmittee to the note by the Secretariat
deted 23 February 1978 showing certain items for which the Office of Public
Information had requested additional funds, and invited the representative of OFL
to address the Committee on the question.

15. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Informetion) said that the programme of public
jnformastion activities in connexion with the special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmement was still as described in document A/AC.18T/83.
However, in that document were described certesin expenditures which could not be
ebsorbed by the regular budget of OPI. The pre-session information activities
included the trensletion and publication of & brochure in a number of unofficial
languages, for which the over-all cost cf $15,000 covld be reduced if the Committee
felt that one of those versions could be dispensed with. Work had slready begun
on the spe¢ial display on disarmement and, as anticipated, the cost of external
services amounted to $2,000, With regard to the production of a poster in two %o
three colours, printed in several languages, the Office of Public Information
would be prepared to undertake the project with o budget of $6,000 if some languages
were eliminated and if, as was expected, use was made of one of the posters
offered without charge by one delegation., Although, for technical ireasons, it
would not be possible to have the poster ready in time for the special session, it
. could be used not only immediately following the special session, but over a
number of years, since the Decade for Disarmament was as yet only half over,

16. Referring to the post-session information activities, he said that the funds
needed for the publication of the relevant brochure in the unofficial languages
‘would amount to $26,000, twice as much as for the brochure to be published prior to
the session. For the reproduction of copies of photographs and other display
materials, for the provision of ceptions in various languages and for the shipment
of the materials to United Hations Information Centres in various countries,
additional funding of $US 5,000 was now being sought, instead of the anticipated
$10,000, since it was hoped to make use of technical equipment which would enable
costs to be reduced.

17. With regard to the dissemination of information relating to the special
session devoted to disarmament, the General Assembly, at its thirty-second sessicn,
had approved an amount of $54,800 to cover the additional needs of OPI. In the
event of more then two meetings being held simultsneously, or of night meetings,
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OPI would require additional resources of some $11,000, and he understood that the
Committee would have the relevant recommendations to proceed accordingly.

18. Mr. HARRY (Australia) emphasized the importance of the work being done by
the Office of Public Informetion (OPI) in connexion with the special session of
the General Assenbly devoted to disarmament and expressed agreement with the
changes in the programme of information activities suggested at the current
meeting, In the interest of reflecting the progress mede, it was proper and
balanced to spend on the post-session brochure double ihe money which would be
spent on the pre-session brochure. Likewise, it was important that the brochures
should be prepered in various non-official languages,

19. He had ne objection either to the suggestion to restrict the poster production
project, since that method of atiracting public attention was more ephemeral

that the brochures. ' He was therefore in favour of reducing to $6,000 the funds
allocated to the production of & poster.

20, His delegation considered that the activities which OPI planned to carry out
were appropriate and would therefore support the recommendation that the funds
required should be granted,

21, Mr, SOKALSKI (Poland) said that there was no need to discuss one by one the
information ‘activities suggested by OPI, Having examined them separately, he
found that’ they were all acceptable, provided that the funds for their
implementation were available. If that was not the case, it was necessary to
determine which was the most rational and economic way of using the funds at
OPI's disposal. The Office had three sources of funds: its regular budget, the
emount of $54,800 approved by the General Assembly gt its thirty-second session,
end the possibility, referred to in the Secretarist mote dated 23 February 1978,
of redeploying or reallocating the resources at its disposal. OPI should make
the fvllest possible use of those three sources, However, the aforementioned
smount of $54,800 had not been assigned to information activities but, as was
stated in the Secretarist note of 23 February 1978, to the recruitment of
additional personnel. He had grave doubts as to whether that was e proper use of
the funds. At least half of the amount should be spent on genuine information
activities. Since the Advisory Comaittee on Administrative and Budgetary
Questions (ACABQ) was currently meeting in New York, its opinion on the subject
ghould be sought. . : '

22, It should be borne in mind also that & large part of the public :Information
related to the special session should be the responsibility of the different
Governments and the mass information media. The latter should emphasize the
posritive aspects of United Nations activity instead of merely criticizing its
negative aspects, '

23, Mr, VIHCI (Italy) endorsed the opinion expressed by the representative of
Australia on the value of publishing a brochure in several unofficial langusges
and asked which languages it was thought necessary to eliminate, He also drew
attention to the questions put by the representative of Poland.
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24, Mr. FOKINE (Unien of Soviet Socielist Republics) said that his delegation

had already stated on other occasions its desire that the information relating to
the special session end the subject of disarmement in general should be ‘
dissemineted as widely as possible. On the other hand, the questions raised by the
representative of, P~iand were extremely important, since it was a matter not

simply of eliminating or expandlng programmes but of determining the proper
administrative course and the correct way of financing the activities, bearing in
mind thet the specisl session had as its aim the strengthening of the econcunc
base of United Nations activities in the field of disarmament.

25, In that connexion, it would be recalled that the General Assembly, in
resolution 32/201, of 21 December 1977, which had been adopted unenimously, had
urged the Secretery-General to drew attention to activities that were obsclete,
of marginel usefulness or ineffective, indicating the resourcee which could be
released. Activities corresponding to that description were indeed to be found,
and the work to be undertaken by OPI in pursuance of the aforementioned General
Assembly resolution would permit resources in the current regular budget to be
released for information activities related to the special session. That point
must be emphasized because of the serious situation whereby, at the thirvy-second
sessicn of the General Assembly, the United Nations budget had failed to secure
the support of the States which bore 5T pnr cent of its cost.

26. His delegation reiterated its support for the information progremmes, but,

at the same time, it opposed the easy solution of requesting additional funds
instead of seeking available resources within the regular budget. It therefore
supported the suggestion made by the representative of Poland that ACABQ should be
asked to submit to the Preparatory Committee its view, or at least its comments,
on the subject.

27. Mr., GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that he wouléd endeavour to
reply to all the quusiions put by the representative of Poland, to the extent that
the information available at the current session permitted. It should be
emphasized, above all, that the OPI activities in connexion with the special
session went beyond thoseé described in the Secretariat note of 23 February 1978.
That note merely ccvered the activities which could not be financed from' the United
Nations regular budget. As to the suggestion that the existing allocation of
resources should be changed, that was an important question which would have to be
carefully considered by all the divisions of OPI. OPI had already made &
preliminary attempt to absorb all the plamned activities within the regular budget
and had been unsuccessfil. It would be necessary to redouble efforts to find new
resources .r to eliminate or prune some activities. The fact that for tha current
year, the United Nations had plenned new sctivities which required information
support should not be overlooked.

28. The additional funds approved by the General Assembly at its thirty-second
session should be used solely for the information coverage of the meetings of
committees and of the Gencral Assembly itself at the special session. OPI had
therefore assigned those funds to “me three categories of activities described in
paragraph 2 of the Secretariat note of 23 February 1978 (Press and publications,
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audio and visual services, and communications engineers). OPI did not consider
itself empowered to reassign those funds epproved by the Ceneral Asgenmbly to
activities which did not pertain to the information coverage of the special
session.

29. There could be no doubt that it was necessary to rely on the additional

efforts of Guvernments and the national mass information media. G?I was not a
mass communication agency and, in order to sttain its goals, it depended on its
relations with those media and the support of the Governments of Member States.

30. With respect to the question put by the vepresentative of Italy concerning
the languages in which it was intended to bublish the brochure on the progress
made at the special session, he drew attention to the enumeration in

peragraph A.1 (b) of document A/AC.187/83.

31. Mr. SOKAISKI (Poland) welcomed the statement by the representative of OPI that
new efforts would be made to redeploy or reassign existing resources. With respect
to the additional funds sllocated by the General Assembly at its thirty-second
session, the Preparatory Committee could request ACABQ to advise it regarding the
possibility of their use for activities other than the information coverage of the
special session, instead of requesting additional funds for those activities.
Furthermore, consideration should be given to the possibilizy that OPI officials
normally assigred to other functions should concentrate on the tasks which it hed
been intended to assign to additional staff to be recruited for that purpose.

32. Mr. SIMARD (Canada) suggested that the Controller, not ACABQ, should be
consulted regarding the financial impiications of the proposals made by OPI.

33. The CHATIRMAN, referring to the request for additional funds submitted by OPI,
said that the Committee was faced with three alternatives: it coald approve the
additional funds requested, which eppeared to amount to $65,000, or $59,000 if the
figure for the special poster was halved; it could recommend that mno additional
funds be approved and request OPI to use the funds in its regular budget: or it
could approve the recommendation with the Proviso that the fullest possible use
should be made of the funds in the regular budget and that the zdditional funds
shoul2 be assigned to information activities and mot to the recruitment of
additional staff.

3k. Mr. CONGDON (United States) requested that the deecision shoyld be deferred
until he was able to receive instructions from his Government and that, in the
meantime, more information on the implications of the decision should be obtained.

35. Mr. SIMARD (Canada; asked vhether the decision imvolved immediate expenditures
Oor was merely a recommendation to the Generzl Assermbly, and whether the
expenditures would be made before or after the special session, since the latter
case raised a procedural question regarding the Committee’s competence to adopt

& decision which would seem to rest with the General Assembly.
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36. The CHAIRIAN said that the decision would r2rely be a recommendation.which
would then have to be approved by the reievant bodies. Regarding the timing of the
expenditures, he said that the request submitted by OPI clearly referred to
expenditures prior to and following the special session.

37. ir. VINCI (Italy}, referring to the question of the publication of the OPI
prochure in non-official languages, endorsed the view that the advice of the '
competent Secretariat officials should be sought before a .decision was taken.

38. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the decision regarding OPI's request for
additionel funds should be postponed and that, in the meantime, more information
clarifying the implications of the decision should be obtained.

39. It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.m.




- 38th meeting
Friday, 14 April 1978, at 11.10 a.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
s , A/AC.187/SR. 38

FINAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE TO THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GENERAL

- ASSEMBLY (continued)

1.. The CHAIRMAN said that a decision had yet to be taken on the proposal of the
representative of Mexico (A/AC.187/SR.W8) that all documents submitted to the
Committee should appear as annexes to the Committee's final report to the special
session of the Assembly. With regard to the financial implications of the decision,
the Secretariat had reported that many of the documents in question were out of
stock and would have to be reprinted. The cost of producing the documents and
compiling them into several volumes would be greater if translation into Arebic was
included; there was alsc the possibility that the Arabic version would not be ready
in time for the opening of .the special session.

2. Mr. DURANT (Office of Financial Services) said that the existing documentation
in five languages (approximately 1,000 pages) would now have to be reproduced in
six languages, ingluding Arabic. The Department of Conference Services hsd
indicated that, in view of the present workload, it would probably be necessary to
use an outside printer. The cost of translation into Arabic, revision, typing and
preparation for external printing would be $98,000; if an outside printer was

- employed to produce all the documents, including the series in Arabic, that would

bring the amount to $1L4k,700; lastly, when the cost: of distributing the documents
was added, the total figure would be $222,000.

3. It would not be known until the end of the current biennium whether those costs
could be absorbed under existing budget appropriations, or whether g supplementary
appropriation would have to be requested of the General Assembly. If such a request
proved necessary, it would have to be made when the budget performance report was
submitted. '

k. Mr. KUBBA (Iraq) pointed out that Arasbic was an official language of the
General Assembly and that the necessary action should therefore be taken to provide
translation into Arabic. As it was quite some time since the decision to hold a
special session devoted to disarmament had been adopted, the necessary action should
already have been taken to cover the cost of translation into Arsbic with funds
from the regular budget.

5. . Mr. LENNUYEUX-COMNENE (France) said that the financial obstacles were not
insurmountable, particularly if, as seemed likely, the costs of production could be
absorbed within the regular budget for the biennium. He therefore supported the
Mexican proposal that the report should contain as annexes all the documents
prepared as a result of the Committee's work.

6. Mr. BARTON (Canada) said thet the provisions of the rules of procedure of the
General Assembly applied to the question under discussion, and all existing
‘documentation should therefore be available in sll the official languages at the
beginning of the special session.




7. If there was a time problem, the matter could be dealt with in two stages by
concentrating first.on the preparation of bvasic documents (contributicns by the
Secretariat, conclusions of the Committee, ete.) and leaving until later the
publication of & separate annex which could contain earlier documentation of
historical value. '

8. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that he egreeéd in principle with
the Mexican delegation's proposal, but requested that a decision shoulé be postponed
until the next meeting to allow time for consideration of the finencial information
presented by the Secretarist. :

9. Replying to a question put by Mr. WEILER (United States of America), the
CHAIEMAN said that the Committee was competent to take such a decision, which would
be a recommendation that would then have to pass through the competent financial,
organs of the Secretariat. :

10. He urged the Committee to take an affirmative decision as soon as. possible.
Speaking personelly, he pointed out that world expenditure on armaments amounted to
$10 million an hour. : '

11. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that any delegation which had voted in favour
of convening, for the first time, a special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament had ipso facto voted to incur whatever costs might be necessary to
meet “"customary" otiigations. The list of documents prepared by the Secretariat
(Conference Room Paper 16) was not too lengthy, and the whole of the documentation
could probably be issued in four volumes, which was not much in comparison with the
six volumes that had been issued for the Third United Nations Conference on the Law
of the Sea. In the view of his delegation,; there was an inescapable obligation to
providé the General Assembly with all the documents referred to in Conference Room
Paper 16; the fact that cne or another of them was not availsble in one of the
official languages was no reason for failing in that obligation. Moreover, as the
_representative of the Office of Financial Services and the Chairman had noted, some
of the documents were out of stock and would have to be reprinted. Although it was
not possible at the moment to determine whether the cost of reproducing those
documents would e partly or wholly absorbed within the approved budget, the
additional costs would at worst amount to $222,000, a sum only slightly larger than
what the world spent on armaments in 18 seconds. _ :

12. Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany) said the fact that the Committee
could only make recommendations to the competent United Nations orgens with respect
to the Tunds needed to finance the documentation should make it easier to take an
jmmediate decision. In his view, the documents should be ready before the opening
of the special session, so as to facilitate the work not only of delegations but
also cf the information media. ' ' :

OTHER BUSINESS S

13. Replying to a question put by Mr. BARTON (Canada) concerning the request for -
additional funds submitted by the Office of Public Information (note by the




Secretariat of 23 February 1978), the CHAIRMAN said that, even if the Committee
approved the sdditional funds, their use would require the approval of the relevant
organs of the General Assembly.

1k, Mr. BARTON (Canada) asked whether, in that case, it would not be reasonable to
usz the funds available to the Secretary-General for unforeseen expenses, which
would be approved subsequently in accordance with the usual budgetary procedure.

15. Mr. DURANT (Office of Financial Services) said that, as stated in the
Secretariat note of 23 February 1978, the funds available to the Office of Publie
Information would not cover the activities envisaged. Consequently, if the Commititee
decided to recommend that those activities should be carried out, the prior approval
of ACABQ would have to be sought before they could be initisted. The Advisory
Committee was at present in session, but only until early in the fellowing week.

16. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) said that he was in favour of giving the widest possible
dissemination to the proposed brochures before and after the special session,
although he appreciated the restrictions imposed by the limited funds aveilable for
producing them in non-official languages. Judging by the document of

23 February 1978, the range of non-cfficial languages did not seem to reflect an
equitable geographical distribution, and his delegation would therefore like to know
from the representative of OPI whether any specific criteria had beer used in
selecting the languages.

17. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that the languages mentioned in
the Secretariat note of 23 February 1978 were only an indicative listing. In the
first place, the list of non-official languages was incomplete; in addition, there
ves the possibility that some Member States would arrange for their own services,

- official or other, to help with the translation. Generally speaking, the criteria

used to determine the need for translations of the brochures would be mainly
numerical; in other words, the decision would depend on the number of people who used
e languege. It should be borne in mind that the system of United Nations informetion
centres covered only some languages., and Swahili and other African languages should
certainly have priority if agreement was reached on the provision of additional
funds.

18. Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany) observed that the number of languages
into which the brochures were translated would affect the final cost, and it would
therefore be necessary to have a list before a decision was taken.

19. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeris) said that, even if the list of non-official ianguages
was indicative and not exhaustive, it should take into account the purpose of
producing the brochures and the rescurces available. In his view, the basic
criterion should be the number of people whom the various langusge versions would
reach.

20. He was glad that the representative of ILO had pointed out the omission of

Swahili from the list of non-official languages, which he hoped would include
Swahili and possibly another language that was widely used in West Africa, Hausa;
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otherwise, one or perheps two integral parts of the. African continent would be
excluded from the public information activities. :

21. Replying to a question put by Mr. VINCI (Italy), Mr. DURANT (Office of
Financisl Services) said that the activities could begin as soon as the approval
of ACABQ was obtained.

22. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that, in carrying out the
proposed activities, the Office of Public Information would be guided by the
decisions or recommendations of the Committee. As for the reallceation of resources,
that wes in accordance with the decisions taken at the thirty-second session of the
Ceneral Assembly.

23. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said that he had no objections to the activities planned
by OPI im connexion with the special session, vhich should be an important event
from the standpoint of public information as well as in other respects. However,
it should be borne in mind that the Preparatory Committee had no authority to make
recommendations or decisions on financial questions. It could only recommend that
the programme <f activities should be approved, on the understanding that ACABQ and
the Fifth Committee of the General Assembly would have to give thorough
consideration to the financial implications of the programmes in question.

o). The CHAIRMAN said that the representative of Poland was correct. If there was
no objection, he would take it that the Preparatory Committee agreed to recommend
approval of the public information activities in connexion with the special session,
which would have sdditional financial implications as described in the note by the
Secretariat of 23 February 1978 and in document A/AC.187/83, except that the cost
of item B.6 would be reduced from $12,000 to $6,000 and that of item (e) from
$10,000 to $5,000, on the understaending that OPI would teke due account of the
comments made on the subject by various members of the Preparatory Committee.

25. It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 12.10 p.m.
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39th mesting
Monday. 17 April 1978, at 3.45 p.me

Chairmens Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentima) /AC.187/SR.39

- PRINCIPAL DOCUMENIT(S) OF TIE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. lir, VIGCI (Italy) said that cue of the basic questions to be tackled was the
adequacy of the existing multilateral disarmament machinery. His delegation
shared the viev that effective multilateral forums for the consideration and
negotiation of arms limitation and disarmament measures were of great importance
to counter and reverse the ever-expanding arms race, A good negotiating
structure was admittedly no substitute for pelitical will, but the latter could
be stimulated by better understanding resulting from constructive dialogue in an
appropriate body. In its latest proposal for a comprehensive disarmsment programme,
his delegatiaon had emphasized that, although nuclear-wespon States and other
militarily significant States bore a special responsibility in the disarmament
process, all nations had a vital interest in the cutcome of disarmament
negotiations., Consequently, the active participation and support of all States
was required. His Government therefore considered the General Assembly i be the
most qualified forum to consider the principles governing disarmement and *he
regulation of armaments, and was ready to support any constructive step which
could strengthen the role of the United Nations and implement the relevant
provisions of the Charter.

2. The special session would be a suitable occasion for the Securlty Counc1l to
revieu its achievements in regulating armaments in accordance with Article 26

of the Charter., It might also consider the establishment, under Article 29 of
the Charter, of subsidiary organs for specific disarmament purposes, starting with
- a committee to contrecl the international transfer of conventional weapons which
would be divided into regional sub-committees. An internationel organ could elso
be established to supervise the application of disarmement agreements.

3. The range and complexity of disarmement issues made an effective negotiating
~ body essential, and CCD, despite some unavoidable short-comings, had undeniably
played a significant part in the elaboration of most of the treaties concluded
thus far and had acquired considerable skill and experience. It should therefore
continue to function as the main multilateral negotiating body for disarmement

- measures, Although it had been suggested that CCD might be enlarged in order to
ensure a better geogrephical and political representation of lMember States, h1s
Government was convinced that a restricted forum was essential to enswre
businesslike negotiations., While it would not oppose a small increase in the
membership of CCD, it maintained that the principle of selected membership should
be respected, and that in recruiting new members, careful attention should be paid
to their’ability to make a consistent contribution to disarmament negotiations.
Consideration might also be given to the possitility of opening the meetings of
CCD to other interested Members of the United NMations. Vhile some Governments had
recormended strengthening the link between CCD and others had recommended
incorporating CCD intoc the United iiaticns structure, his delegation considered that
CCD should preserve. a degree of autcnomy and flexibility, although the General
Assembly might be called up to give broader guidance to disarmament negotiations,
The principle of consensus must be maintained in all deliberations involving sc
vital an istue as the security of individual nations, To achieve closer liaison




between CCD and the General Assembly, CCD might be asked to send the Assenbly a
periodic progress report after the spring session, together with special reports
on perticular topics. At the beginning of its annual activities, CCD should seek
to plan its negotiating work for the spring and summer sessions, It could also
set up functional working groups to negotiate draft treaties or to consider
specitic items., In .addition, steps could be tesken to facilitate the presence in
CCD of the nuclear-weapon States which currently did not participate in its
deliberations,

4, His delegation was anxious to end the stalerate between those Members of t*2
United Nations wishing to preserve the current CCD co-chairmarship and those
seeking to replace it by the principle of rotation., However, little progress had
been ‘achieved thus far, and his delegation's views on the matter bed therefcre been
omitted from its working peper on international mechanisms for disarmament, to be
circuiated shortly. It was, however, hoped thet a compromise solution could be
found. :

5, Mr, DIEWNE (United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Orgenization)
seid thet the past end present activities of UNESCO in the field of disarmament had
already been described to the Committee at its third session in September 1977,

end in USESCO's contribution to the 1977 United Nations Disarmament Yearbook.
However, the Committee should be inform.di about UNESCO's most recent activities.

6, At its-eleventh session, the General Conference of UNESCO had defined as one
of its essential tasks the creation of a climate of public opinion favourable to the
attainment of the disarmement objectives set by the United Nations, At the
seventeenth session, 2 decision had been teken to mobilize public opinion in favour
of disarmement by rore intensive use of the mass media and the encouragement of
relevent activities by non-governmental organizations. At its eighteenth session
the General Conference had adopted an intersectoral progremme on human rights end
peace, intended inter alis to promote education on disarmament problems.

7. BAmong its current activities, the General Conference at its nineteenth session,
in 1976, hed adopted .resolution 13.1, vwhich stated thet UNESCO by virtue of its
experience ard its world-wide authority, could and should make an effective
contribution to the problem by generating a climate of public opinion conducive

to th2 halting of the arms race, Relevant articles on disarmesment vere disseminated
by means of UWESCO publications, and the Director-General had been asked to conduct
sone preliminary work on disarmament research, bearing particularly on illiteracy
and cultural progress, and to plan for future symposias on dissgrmament topics for
_educators, scientists and cultural workers. At its nineteenth session, the General
Conference had also spproved the medium-tern plan for 1977-1982, which included a
number of objectives relating to the strengthening of peace, In 1977, UNESCO

had intensified its activities in the fizld of dissrmament in order to contribute
to the preparetion of the special session of the General Assembly, The report
submitted to the Committee in September 1977 hed indicated current UNESCO
gctivities likely to meke a particular contribution to the speciel session: the
publication of a document on the role of the international organizations in
disarmement; radio programmes; the publication of a brochure containing articles
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on disarmameat topics; two annotated bibliographies and a study of recent trends in
research on the socisl and ecsnomic asuvects of the arms race; a world survey of
disarmament educationj and a study of the pedagogical aspects of disarmement
education.

8. A meeting of experts oa obstacles to disarmament hed been held at UNZSOC
headquarters from 3 to 7 April 1978 and hac been attended by experts from Cemerach,
Colombia, Frence, the Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republi:,
Indis., Ireland, lorway, Pol .d, Tomania, the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and
the Uaited States, The experts had coacluded that the peoples of the worid had

a key role to play in creating the social and cultural condltlons the nolitical
cllmaxe and the will on the part of States nesded for progress towaras disecranent.,
Tney had also concluded that the special session should recognize the existencs if
a human rigat to a disarmed world as an esseatial corullary to the right ic
development and the right to peace. They had stated that -there was a need to
develop the study of disermemert law as an integral part of international law,
The inclusion of a reference to disarmement law in the preamble and declaration of.
the final document of the speciel session would stimulate study of the topic wy
lavyers, scholars and governmental and non-go -nmental organlzatlons. In order
to promote a favoursble climate of public ori..on, the programme of action should
be addressed not only to lember States, but also to international organizations
such as UNESCO, vhich were well equirped to influence those aspects of disarmament
that were related to education and culture. The experts had therefore reguested
U¥ESCO, as provided in the draft programme and budget for,1979-1980, to give
special emphasis to the development of education for disarmament. However,
special recommendations in the programme of action of the spec¢isl session
would Lelp to intensify the efforts already being made by UNESCO in the field of
disarmeme~t. 1In its draft progrsmme for 1976-1980, UNESCO was plenning an
1nternat10na1 congress on educstion for disarmament. It hoped that the special
session would recommend tae continuation of its activities in fostering a
favourable climete for dissrmament, which in fact was rooted in the disarming of
men's minds. The constitution of UNLSCO stated that peace must be based on the
intellectual and moral solidarity of mankind, and not exclusively upon the
political and economic arrangements of Covernments. :

]

9. ‘The CHAIRMAY reminded members of the Preparatory Committee that a decision

wos still pending.on the Mexican proposal to publish all the relevaut documentation
prepared for the Committee's vork in an annex or annexes to i%s final report.

A statement on the financiel implications was before the Committee in Conference
Room Paper 1T.

10. iir. FISHER (United States of Americe) said that, if a consensus should emerge
to adopt the liexican proposal, his delegation would huve no objection. However,
personally, he believed that to produce an annex as lengthy as 2,000 pages would
be a sure way of keeping the material secret; no one would read it. Presumably,

any recuest for appropriation would have to be submitted to the Adv1sory Committee
on 4dministrative and Budgetery Guestions. Although there was provision in General,

Assenbly resolution 32/21k for unforeseen and extraordinary expenses, he did
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not believe that supplemepntary appropriations for the special session came ‘into
thet category. The expenditure should be absorbed within existing appropriations
for the biennium, even though the need to have the documents printed outside would
seke that difficult.

11. Mr. BARTON (Cenade) said that he found it somevhat difficult to accept the
jdea contained in Contcrence Reom Paper 17 that the prorosed annex should be
circulated before it was ready in 2ll six languages. If the Arasbic version was not’
ready in time, he would prefer to see the final report circulated in all official
langueges and then all languege versions of the annex circulated simultaneously at

8 later stage.

12. The CTAIFIZST seid thot it wns only the Arcbice longuese wargicn vhich pesed
certein practical problems, but he understood that every effort would be made to
have a1l the documents ready in Arebic as soon as possible. There was no guestion
that all documentation would have to be made availeble in all six languages.

13. Mr. PARUHI (Libyan Arsb Jemshiriva) said that hé second paragraph of
Conference Roonm Paper 17 stated clearly that the documentaztion should be wenroduced
in six languages and he could not tnderstand why Arabic hed been singled out in the
statement of financial implications, since tue problems involved were praciical
rather than financial. His delegation would like to make it known that tlhere could
not be & specizl session without documentetion ard interpretation in all six
languages...- The Preparatory Committee could not advise or recormend the General
Assembly or its subsidiary bodies to teke measures which would te in violation of
General Assembly resolutions which called for all documents to be made available in
all official lengusges. Ixtraneous considerations could not be taken into account
and the Department of Conference Services should be prevailed upon, in the few
weeks rewaining before the special session, to Go its utmost to have the
documentation translated and made availeble in all languages. He supported the
view expressed by the representative of Canada that dccuments should be distriouted
simulteneously in gll languages.

1h. lir. SOKALSKI (Poland) said it was sometimes difficult to be consistent, but
the Prevaratory Committee should bear in ming General Assembly resolution

2837 (XXVI) which, in its annex II, paragraph 107 (e), stated that "as a rule, no
previously. issued materiel should be incorporated in or appended to reports’.

15, His delegation would only agree to support the Mevican proposal on the
under tanding that any expsnditure would be ebsorbed within existihg appropriations.

\

[

i 16. iir. KUBBA (Iraq) stated thst the problem of the Arabic languace version was a
| separate question. It seemed that the Secretariat did not comsider Aragbic as an
official language, otherwise, the work would already have been put in hand. KEe
apprecisted the suggestion made by the representative of Canada regarding.
docurent distribution.

7. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said that, since the materiel produced in connexion with
the activities of the Preparatory Committee had not been made available for general
distribution, it was important that the basic documentation should be provided for
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all ilember States bhefore or during the szeciel session. It was assumed that
documentaticn would be aveiickle in all lengueges, even if some of the esrlier
docurentation, for reasons teyoud tie control of the Secretariat, could not be made
available in Arnbic. He vondered if it had been intended to include the three
tebulatiors dravm up by the Secreteriat. Tt might be rossible to save some money
by onittiug them, since they were of a somewhat transitory nature.

16, Tie CHAIRUAW seid it was his impression tiat the tlhree tabulations were to be
incluGed. Due note would be teken of %he coumeniss rade regarding the preparation of
documentation in Arebic. A4s Conference Room Paper 17 made clear, the Secretariat
would do everything possible to make the Arsbic documentation availsble in time for
the speciel session. If, for lack of time, that proved to be impossible, it would
be circulated st a later stage as soon as it was available. He pointed out that
the Secretariat was not able to state at the current stage whether the expenditurae
could be ebsorbed or not, -but if it proved necessary to request supplementery
appropriations, then that would e done through the competent bodies. If there
were no objJections, he would take it that the Committee decided to annex the
documentation to its finel report in all six official languages.

19. It wes so decided.

20. lir. KUBBA (Iraq) said he hoped that the Chairman's remarks with regard to the
preparatioun of the documentation in Arabic would be included in the decision.

21. The CHAIRMAN announced that the draft of the introduction to the final
document, which he had prepared, would be circulated the following day. It was
non-controversial and he hoped that it would be possible to adopt it for inclusion
in the finsl report, subject to any necessary amendments. On the question of
non-governmental organizations and research institutes, the officers were requesting
some additional information and hoped to be able to make a recommendation to the
Preparatory Committee at its next meeting. The documents that had been received
from non-governmentel organizations were available to all members of the Committee.

22. The Drafting Groups and Sub-Drafting Groups were proposing to complete their
vwork by 19 April and it was hoped that by 20 April, at the latest, it would be
rossible to circulate the draft of the final Gocument. The draft of the final
report would be circulated on 19 April. Obviously, any decisions taken between
then and the end of the session, such as a recommendation with rezard to
non-goveramental organizations and research institutes, would have to be
incorporated into that draft. Fe suggested that the Committee should either hold
two meetings on 20 April and two on 21 April, or, alternatively, leave the morning
of 20 April free for delegations to study all the drafts.

23. Replying to a question put by ir. PFEXFFER (Federal Republic of Germany), he
said that the list of delegates and summary records of the plenary meetings would
be circulateid shortly. ‘ :

24, tr. LEBNUYFUZ-COMNENE (France) asked vhether the Preparatory Committee would
be meeting as an informel woriing group or in plenary on 20 and 21 April.
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25. iir. BARTON (Canada) proposed that the Cormittee should weet as an informal
working group on the morning of 20 April and endeavour to complete its work in two
plenary meetings, on the afternoon of 20 April and the morning of 21 fpril..

26. The CHATRMAN said he was in the Conmittee's hands. FHe did not foresee many
difficulties in edopting the final report. Iembers would recall that the
Preperatory Committee's report to the thirty-second session of the General Assembly
had been adopted without a single amendment. In any case, the amendments were more
likely to be of a drafting nature. there the draft final document was concerned.
although there were many square brackets to be removed in some sections, he did not
beiieve there would be any need for.renegotiation; it would only be needed to check
trat the documents fully reflected the discussions in the Drafting Group and
Sub-Drafting Groups. '

27. Mr, GARCIA ROBLES (iexico) said that the Committee should follow the method
‘which had so far given good results, namely to begin the meeting in formal session
end then to reconvene as an informal working group should further negotiation prove
necessary. ‘

08. iir. LENHUYEUX-COMNENT (France) seid that, in the case of the draft final
document, many delegations had not been able to perticipate directly in the work of
the Drafting Group and Sub-Drafting Groups and he foresaw that some of them might
wish to introduce substantive amendments. Vhen the Committee met as an informal
working group every delegation should be free to give its comments or even to mske
new proposals. Logically, the Sub-Drafting Groups should report to the Drafting
Group which would, in turn, report to the plenary, through the informal working
group. However, there would not be time to do that within the space of four
meetings. e

29. The CHAIRMAN said that the Chairman of the Drafting Group would be making his
final report at the C.mmittee's meeting on 19 April snd wouléd inform members of the
whole conduct of negotiations in the Drafting Group and Sub~-Drafiting Groups.
Delegations would obviously be given an opportunity to comment on the drafts. As a
compromise, he sugzested that the Committee should meet on the rerning of 20 April
with a view to holding another meeting in the afternoon anc then try, if possible,
to complete its work on the morning of 21 April. However, provision could be made
for s further meeting on the afternoon of that dsy, if necessary. He sagreed with
the method of work proposed by the representative of iiexico.

30. Replying to a question put by :T. YANCO (Philivpines), he said that the draft
of the final report should have been distributed by the time thé Chairman of the
Drafting Group made his report on 19 April and the draft finel document wvould be
circulated, at the latest, on the morning of 20 April.

31, If there was no objection, he would take it that the Preparatory Committee
agreed to the proposed organization of work.

32, It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 5 p.u.

| o
- | 3



Wednesday, 19 A 1 at 3.45 p.m.
Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE BOZAS (Argentina)
R AfAC.187/SR.40

1. The CHAIRMAY drew the Committee's attention %o the issue of document
A/AC.187/109, containirz a background Paper on disarmament and verification prepared
by the Secretariat; A/AC,187/110, containine a working paper on international
mechanisms for disarmament sutmitted by Italy; Conference Room Paper Fo. 18,
containing the dreft final report of the Preparatory Committee; and Conference

Room Paper No. 19, containing the Chairman's- draft introduction to the draft

final document for the special session,

FINAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE TO THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GENERAL
ASSEMBLY {continued)

2, Mr, BENSMAIL (Algeria)_, Rapporteur, introducing Conference Hwom Paper No. 18,
seid that the draft final report provided a full account of the work done by the
Committee at all its five sessions. I% was concise, objective and factual aund

similar to the Committee®s earlier report (A/32/41) endorsed by the General

Assembly at its thirty-second session {resolution 32/88 B). The first five
sections of the draft final report reproduced the earlier report in full,

Section VI reproduced the operative part of resolution 32/88 B. Section VII
described the organization of the Committee's work in 1978. Section VIIT listed
the documents submitted by Member States in 1978 and slso the summary records for
the meetings held in plenary and in the Working Group in 1978, Section IX referred
to the Committee's decision to annex all its official documents to the draft finel
report in separate volumes., Section X contained the recommendations prepared by
the Committee in 1978 for submission to the special session and noted that both the
recommendations regarding non-governmental organizations and the Committee's draft
final document for submission to the special session would be annexed to the draft
final report orce they had been aprroved by the Preparatory Committee, He drew
attention to the fact that in paragraph 17 (3), the word Meighth" should be
replaced by "tenth", :

3., In the drafting groups, negotiations on the drafts for the declaration, .
disarmament negotiating machinery and programme of action to be submitted to the
special session had been concluded, and the documents in question would be ready
for consideration in their final form on 21 April,

k, Mr, VINCI (Italy) pointed out that document A/AC,187/110 submitted by his
delegation would have to be included in the 1list of documents contained in
paragraph 41 of Conference Room Paper Ho. 18,

5. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) pointed out that document A/AC.187/55/A44.1
submitted by the Group of Hon-aligned Countries should also be included in that 1ist.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE (continued)

6. The CHAIFMAN seid that, in the course of consultations, e number of delegations
fad asked how many sub-committees or working groups the Committee of the Whole of’
the special session would kave., Any decision in that respeet would have to be left
to the Committee of the Whole itself, However, as delegations needed to know how
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many representatives to send to the session and the level o such. representation,

pe thought that the Preparutory Committee would be safe in assuming that the
Committee of the Whole of the special sescion would have two working groups, one of
which would work on the progwamme of action and the other on disermament negotiating
machinery. Considerable progress had been made on the declaration, so that all it

would require would be a few final touches.

7. A number of delegations heG also asked when the Committee of the Whole of the
special session would begin its work., Scme had suggested that it should not meet
during the general debate, while others had held the opposite view, As considerable
vork remained to be done with regard to the programme of action and disarmament
negotiating machinery, he wished to suggest, as a compromise, that the Committee

of the Whole should begin its work on 1 June 1978, by which time the general debate,
due to begin on 2l Mey, would be already well under vay. The Committee of the Whole
would then have until 26 June to complete jts work and produce a final document.

He recommended, however, that the Committee of the Whole should not meet when Heads
of State or Government were speaking in the general debate, which was due to end

on 9 June,

8. Mr. YANGO (Philippines) asked how many Heads of State or Government were
expected to attend the special session and when they were to speak,

9, The CHATRMAN said thet thus far 1% Heads of State or GCovernment were due to
attend tne special session and would be free to spesk at any time during the
general debate,

i0, If there was no objection, he would take it that the Committee decided to
endorse his recommendation that the Committee of the Whole of the special session
should begin its work on 1 June 1978 and should not meet when Heads of State or
Government were speaking in the general debate.

11, It was so decided,

12, The CHAIRMAN recalled that, at the fourth session of the Committee, it had
been suggested that non-governmental organizations should draw up & list of
organizations to represent them at the special session. The Committee had also
decided that non-governmental organizations should participate in the session at
the level of the Committee of the Whole and that two meetings of that Committee
should be allocated to statements by such organizations. In that connexion, he
drew attention to a telegram received from Edith Baellantyne, President of the
Conference of Non-Governmental Organizations in Consultative Status with the
Economic and Social Council and Convener of the Co-ordinating Group, and to 2
memorandur from the Speaker's Committee of the Conference of Non-Governmental
Organizetions (CONGO), toth of which hed been circulated. He drew particular ]
attention to the guidelines set out in the third and fourth paragraphs on page 2 of
the COHGO memorandum, which read as follows:

"Guidelines for carrying through the plan that has developed in the
consultations thus far include: (1) each organization will select its owmn
speaker, keeping in mind the coordination necessary for the total group to
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be balanced in geographic region, nationality, sex, and age; (2) each speaker
will be-limited in time, probably to 12 minutes, with the Chairmaen of the
Committee of the Whole asked to snforce these time limits strictly; (3) each
speaker, while representing his or her own organization, also will Speak in
ways to enhence the coatribution of the entire NGO community to

disarmement; (%) each speaker will attack no State or group of States;

'(5) organizations and their speakers are to. follow the generel debate and the
specigl session so that their statements are well informed on United Nations
disarmament work,

"On the basis of further consultations with the Cheirman of the Prepsratory
Committee and during the special session with the Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole, specific provisions will need to be made for: (1) setting the
date for a group meeting of all speakers with the Cheirmen of the Committee
‘of the Whole to confer on detailed plans and understandings for the programme
of addresses; (2) setting the date required for submission of names of
speakers; (3) establishing a simplified and effective lisison and coordinating
process for completing the plans for the programme of NGO speakers and
accompanying activities,"

13. The Bureasu had subsequently discussed the whole issue of participation by
non-governmental organizations and research institutes in the work of the special
session and had reached agreement on the following points by consensus: - that each
representative of a non-govermmental organization or research institute should speax
for not more than 12 minutes in the Committee of the Whole so that a total of

25 'speakers could be heard at the two meetings allocated to such orgenizations and
institutes; -nd thet the list of non-governmental organizations submitted by

» Edith Ballantyne was incomplete and should include non-governmental organizations

from-developing countries. In that connexion, the Chairman had received from the
President of the World Peace Council a copy of a telegram sent to Edith Ballantyne
indicating that the list she had drawn up was neither balanced nor representative,
Accordingly, the Bureau had decided that the list should also include g
representative of Japanese non-governmental organizations and the citizens of
Hiroshima ané Nagasaki, in view of the special nature of their case. The Bureau
had also discussed & request for permission to address the special session from the
Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), which was very active in
favour of disarmement, and had decided that that request should be dealt with at
the same time as similar requests from other research institutes.

1k, Accordingly, he suggested that the Committee should recommend to the special
session that non-governmental organizations and research institutes should be
represented by 25 speakers and be allocated a total of five working hours at the
special session, and that the list of such organizestions. and institutes should be
approved in final form by the Committee of the Whole at its first meeting. He

also recommended that the day allocated to non-governmental orgenizations and
research institutes should be 12 June, the first available day after the end of the
general debate, ' ' '
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15. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said he vresumed that the non-governmental organizations
listed by ¥dith Ballentyne would not have to wait until the specigl session to hear
whether they would be participating in the session. He therefore suggested that,
subject to any additions vhich might make the iist more balanced, those
organizations already listed should be able to assume that they would be
participating in the special session end would be able to start preparing their
statements accordingly. '

16. The CHATRMAN endorsed the suggestion made by the representative of Bustralia
end said that it would also cover the representatives of Japanese non-governmental
orgenizations and the citizens of Hiroshima and Nagasaii and any non-governmental
organizations from developing countries which might be added to the list.

17. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said that, if the list was to be more balanced
geographicelly, more socielist countries would also have to be represented. The
World Peace Council telegram referred to by the Chairman had in fact indicated that
the list was politically and geographically unrepresentative in that it failed to
give adequate representation to non-governmental crgenizations from Latin America,
Africa, Asia end the socialist countries. ‘

18. - Mr. MUTUKVA (Zambia) pointed out that at the previous session, a number of
delegations had already drawn attention to the lack of bazlance in the
representation of non-governmental organizations. He was surprised that the
non-governméntal organizations had not tried to rectify that situation, and he
hoped that they would do so before the special session. ‘

19. The CHAIRMAN said it was only fair to point out that the non-governmental
orgenizations had to face many protlems, including shortage of time. and would have
difficulty in submitting an agreed list quickly. However, the interval before the
meeting of the Committee of the Whole on 1 June would be long enough for them to
make additions to their list on the basis of the Committee's recommendations.

20. HMr. KUBBA (Iraq) and lr. MESHARRAFA (Egypt) agreed with the representative of
Zambia thet the present list was insufficiently balanced, and that more speakers
from the developing countries were needed.

21. Fr. ADEHIJI (Nigeria), speaking on a related issue,. referred to the stetement
by the representative of UNESCO at the preceding meeting concerning the programme
on disarmament questions launched by UNESCO and suggested that the Committee should

consider inviting the Director-General of UNESCO to describe the pfograme to the
special session.

22, Mr., MISTRAL (Frence) supported. the proposal of the representetive of Nigeria.
23, The CHAIRMAN said that the matter would be dealt with vhen s decision li.d been -
taken concerning the non-governmentel orgenizations. He asked whether the
Committee approved the procedures for representation of the non~-governmental
organizations proposed by the Bureau.

2k, It was so decided.
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25. Ir. 0GISO (Japan) seic that his delegation and Government were grateful for
the consideration and sympathy shown to the Japanece non-governmerital organizations
end the citizens of Eiroshime and Nagasalki by including them in the list of
speakers. It was well knowm that the Japanese people had been the first victims of
& nuclear explosion, and it was therefore reasonsble that Japanese representatives
should sneak. . . '

20. jr. ASHE (United Kingdom), recalling that .his delegation had originally made
the proposal that a day should be set aside for the non-governmental organizations,
expressed deep satisfaction at the decision. He appreciated the difficulty of
drawing up an acceptable list of speakers, since many organizations were eager for
the nonour of speaking to the Committee of the Whole, and hoped that a list which
was both geographically and politically balanced could be produced.

27. The CHATRIAN said that a decision must be made by the Preparatory Committee on
the proposal made by the representative of Nigeria to invite the Director-General
of UNESCO to state that agency's views and describe its work on disarmsment topics.
If such an invitation was to be issued, the level of participation must also be
decided.  The only precedent relating to a specialized agency had been & previous
invitation issued to the Executive Director of the Internationsl Atomic Energy
Agency. The problem was that a number of specialized agencies might wish to
participete. ' :

28. ir. VINCI (Italy) said that he had been deeply impressed by the statement made
oy the representative of UHESCO at the preceding meeting. VWhile he favoured
inviting the Director-General of UNESCO to spesk at the special session, the other
specialized agencies would then have an equsl claim for inclusion, since all their
work was concerned with peace and co~cperation. However, UNESCO's programme of
action was in line with the work done in the Preparatory Committee, and he therefore
favoured representation from that agency.

29.  MMr. BARTON {(Caneda) suggested that the Bureau could be empowered to take any
interim action required in relation to the specialized egencies, informing them of
the forthcoming special session and inviting them to speak if they wished.

30. lir. PALMA (Peru) said that the Nigerian proposal had great merit. The General
Conference of UNESCO had adopted an important resolution on disermsment, and the
vievs of that agency would be of great interest to the General Assembly at its
special session. Furthermore, the Higerien proposal implicitly raised the question
of the arrangements to be made concerning participation by organizations in the
United Hations system, a question on which further consultations were required.

3l. lx, FOKINE (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked whether any other
United Nations bodies had expressed a desire to make a statement during the special
session devoted to disarmament. '

32.. The CHAIREAN said that the Secretariat had received an informal request - from

the Administrator of UNDP, who had expressed interest in stating that body's views
on disarmauent.
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33. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) egreed with earlier speakers that it would be wise to
hold further consultations on the question of participation by orgenizations-of the
United Nations system. His suggestion with regard to UNESCO hed been made because
that organization hed a programme of action on disarmament, and consequently its
views would be extremely pertinent to the worls of the General Assembly at the
special session. At the same time, there vere other United Nations organizatic.is
whose views would be relevant. ' Furthermore, the contributions to be made by
research institutes such as SIPRI should not be overlooked. ' ,

34. The CHAIRMAN said it vas clear from the discussion that some members wished to
defer a decision until the following meeting.

35. He informed the Committee that.the Permanent Observers of the Holy See end
Switzerland had expressed interest in perticipating in the gencral éebate which
would be held at the special session. As they were in a position to make valuable
contributions, he suggested that the Preperatory Committee might wish to invite
them to make statements om the last dey of the general debate.

36. Mr. BARTON (Canada)' said that to inviuve the Permenent Observers of the Holy See
end Switzerland might give rise to a flood of requests from other permanent
observers.

37. Mr. FISHER (United States of America) suggested that a decision should be
deferred pending consultations.

38. Mr. VINCI (Italy) said that Swvitzerland, by virtue of its vocation for peace,
wisdom and centuries of military experience, and the Holy See, by virtue of its
moral influence, could make significant contributions to the work of the special
session. As to the possibility of requests from other observers, he believed that
the Preparatory Committee should take & pragmatic approach and deal with such
requests as they were received. '

39, The CHAIRMAN reminded members that Swvitzerland vas the host country of the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and meny other international
orgenizations. He believed that that consideration and the pertinent comments made
by the representative of Italy should be taken into account in reaching a decision.

. However, since some delegations required +time for consultations, & decision would
be deferred until a subsequent meeting.

The meeting rose at 5.15 p.m.
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41st meeting
Thursday, 20 April 1978, at 3.50 p.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
- A/AC.187/SR. 41

FINAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE TO THE SPECTAL SESSIOH OF THE GENERAL
ASSEMBLY (Conference Room Paper Ho. 18 and Add.1) (continued)

1. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to Conference Room Paper No. 18/Add.1, which
contained changes and additions to be made to the drsft final report in Conference
Room Paper No. 18. '

2. He said that he had requested the opinion of the Office of Legal Affairs with
regard to the proposal made at the previous meeting by the representative of
Nigeria to recommend that the General Assembly should invite the Director-General
of UNESCO to participate.in the special session devoted to disarmament. According
to the opinion furnished by that Office, there was only one precedent for the
rarticipation in the General Assembly's debates in plenary meetings of the .
executive head or director-general of a specialized agency or other body relsted
to the United Nations - that of the International Atcmiec Energy Agency (IAEA).
Under the Agreement governing the relationship between the United Nations and
IAEA, the Director General of IAEA could participate in plenary meetings of the
United Nations Genersl Assembly, end had in fact done so in order to present

the annual report of IAEA. The Office of Legal Affairs added that only on one
other occasion, at a formal ceremony, the Director-General of ILO had spoken

at a plenary meeting of the General Assembly during consideration of the item
entitled "Fiftieth anniversary of the International Labour Organisation”. As to
the possible participation of the Director-General of UNESCO in the special session
of the General Assembly, the Office of Legal Affairs indicated that article 3,

- paragraph 3, of the Agreement between UNESCO and the United Ilations did not

contain a specific provision concerning that question, except in regard to
consultations of an exclusively educational, scientific or cultural nature.

3. Mr. VELLODI (India) saeid that the past practice outlined in the opinion
given by the Office of Legal Affairs not only did not preclude following the
procedure proposed by the delegation of Nigeria, but even included two cases in
vhich a similar procedure had been followed. He wished to know whether there
were any precedents for rejecting requests of that nature for substantive or .
legal reasons, Otherwise, he would strongly support the propossl to recommend
that an invitation should be extended to the Director-General of UNESCO, which,
as part of the United Nations 'system, should be treated differently from
organizations outside the system. :

4. The CHATRMAN replied that the opinion given by the Office of Legal Affairs
nentioned no precedent for rejecting a request of a nature similar to that being
considered. The CGeneral Assembly had sovereign competence to lay down its own
procedures and could, if it so desired, invite the Director-General of UHESCO
to participate in its debates, given the interest shown in that organization's
contribution to the subject of disarmament. The Preparatory Committee, for its
part, could recommend that the Ceneral Assembly take a decision to that end.
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5. Miss FAROUK (Tunisia) said that, particularly in the light of the information
given by the Chairmén, she supported the proposal to recommend that the
Director-General of UNESCO should be invited. <

6. Mr. HARRY (Australia) requested a clarification conceraing the scope of the
proposal by the Nigerian delegation. If it involved an invitation to the
Director-General of UNESCO to participate in the general debate of the General
Assembly, he could not support the proposal, since he felt that participation in
those debates should be confined to States Members of the United Nations. There
were other occasions when the General Assembly might feel the need to receive
information from other persons, or to hear distinguished leaders and, where
appropriate, to pay them a tribute for reasons of courtesy. In a sense, the case
of the Director-General of UNESCO could belong to the two categories indicated,
and it might be appropriate to invite him to participate in the work of the
General Assembly at its special session in order to furnish info.matiown on UNESCO
progremmes relating to disarmement, but without that implying a right to
participate in the general debate. .

7. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) said that his proposal covered the two hypothetical
cases mentioned by the representative of Australia. With regard to the. :
participation of the Director-General of UNESCO in the work of the special
session in general, it appeared that the Preparatory Committee had already taken
5 favoursble position. The fact was that of all the bodies which the Preparatory
Committee had invited to participate in its work, as indicated in paragraph 10 of
. Conference Room Paper No. 18, only UNESCO and IAEA had shown interest and had
attended the meetings.

8. As to the participation of the Director-General of UNESCO in plenary
meetings of the General Assembly, he recalled that the First Committee had
recommended that the General Assembly, at its thirty-second session, should decide
that the Director General of IAEA be invited to make a statement to the Assembly
at its special session devoted to disarmament (A/32/381, pera. 1k). He

. therefore suggested that the Preparatory Committee should make a similar
recommendation to the General Assembly in respect of the Director-General of
UNESCO. In that way, the Director-General could outline “he work of UNESCO to
the Assembly, and the UNESCO staff coild participate in the work of the Main
Committees.

9. Mr. ERNEMANN (Belgium) said it was necessary to proceed very prudently ia

the matter before the Committee and to abide by the principle that pariicipation
in the plenary meetings of the General Assembly should be reservéd for States
Members of the United Hations. The legal opinion before the Committee was an
inadequate basis for a decision or a recommendation the case of TAEA was
different, since the Director General came every year to present to the General
Assembly the report of that agency, relating to a subject that concerned him
‘directly. It was relevant to draw the distinction, as the Australian representative
had done, between several possibilities: the Director-Ceneral of UNESCO mirht
attend the special session of the General Assembly as an observer, address the
Assembly in the general debate or participate in the work of the Plenary Coumittee
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or otber working groups. Ne¢ mor: could be done in the case of the Director-General
of UKSSCO than in th. case of twe States not Members of the United Nations

whose possibtle participation in the special session was being considered, namely,
the Holy See and Switzerland: The solution to that problem rested with the
General Assembly, and the Preparatory Committee could do no more than recommend
its inclusion, together with a written legal cpinion, ameong the issues to be
settled by the General Assembly 'upon the opening of the special session.

10. The CHAIR.AN said that the opinion given by the Office of Legal Affairs
referred to two precedents in which States not Members of the United Nations had
been invited tc participate in the general debate: atf the thirtieth session,

on the recommendation of the General Committee, it had been decided to invite
the Permanent Observeirs of the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam and of the
Republic of South Viet-Nam to participate in the general debate, and both had
made statemenvs at the 2354th meeting, held on 19 September 1975: and at the
thirty-first session, a similar invitation had been extended to the Permanent
Observer of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, who had made a statement at the
Plenary meeting held on 26 ilovember 1976.

11. iir. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that acceptance of the proposal by the
figerian delegation could only be beneficial and that, in any case, it would be
for the General Assembly to decide the matter, since the Preparatory Committee
could only make recommendations. Even had there been no precedents - and there
was a preredent at least in the case of IAEA - that would not stand in the way
of issuing an invitation as proposed, since the special session of the Genersl
Assembly devoted to disarmament would be the first devoted to that item (a;though
it sould be the tenth special session of the General Assembly), and it was
urderstandable that there were no precedents. It would be enough to consider
the interest shown by the agency in the questions considercd by the Assemb?

and both the particination of UNESCO in the work of the Preparatory Committ :, =9
mentioned in paragraph 10 of Conference Room Paper No. 18, and the recent -
activi’ ies of that organization in connexion with disarmament and its short-' .rm
programme on that subject, as outlined by its representative at the 39th meeting
of the Preparatory Committee, fully indicated that interest. He therefore
supported the Nigerian proposal. ’

12. The CHAIRMAY noted a divergency between the Nigerian proposal, supported by
various delegations, to recommend that the Director-General of UNESCO should be
invited to participate in the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, and the position of Belgium, which proposed that the General Assembly
should decide the matter without the Committee making any recommendation. Since
the Committee had hitherto taken all its decisions by econsensus, it would be
appropriate to hold consultations among interssted delegations in order to prepare
a decision based on consensus. If there .ere no objections, he would take it

that the Committee wished to adopt that approach.

13. It was so decided.

14. The CHAIRMAW infcrmed the Committee that consultations were continuing with
regard to the possib’”itv - recommending that the Holy See and Switzerlapd should
be invited to make c*~temenis before the General Assembly at its special session,

and annourced that ©.: Tommittee would continue its discussions as a Vorking Crouz.

The meeting rose ai 4.20 p.m.
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Friday, 21 April 1978, at 11.25 a.m.

Chairmans Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
- A/AC.187/SR.42

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's atteation to Conference Room Paper No. 20,
entitled "Draft finael document", w“ch had been circulated in all the working
languages, and to Conference Roem Paper No. 18/Add.2, which was available at
present only in*English and contained thc changes made by the Working Group in )
the draft final report.

2. He recalled that the previous day the Working Group hed considered the Nigerian
proposal to invite the Director-General of UNESCO to participate in the special
session. The Working Group had asked the Nigerian delegation to consult with

those delegations which wished to state their views in the matter, particularly
with the Belgian delegation, in order to prepare a text that the Committee could
adopt by consensus.

3., Mr. ADENIJT (Nigerie) read out the proposal thet had emerged from the
consultaetions with the Belgian delegation: "Bearing in mind the special programme
which UNESCO has launched on issues relating to disarmament, the Preparatory
Committee recommends that the Director-General of UNESCO be invited to make

a statement to the Assembly at its special session devoted to disarmement." The
proposal, which was based on a similar invitation from the First Committee to the
Director-General of IAFA, did not state that the Director-General of UNESCO would
participate in the general debate.

4. Mr. ELLIOTT (Belgium) said that Belgium had expressed reservations concerning
the initial text because it had referred to participation by a United Nations
specialized agency in the general debate. Since it had now been specified that
the agency would merely make a statement, there was no longer any reason for
those reservations. '

5 The recommendation proposed by Nigerie was adopted.

6. The CHATRMAN recalled that he had recently informed the Committee that the
Permanent Observers of the Holy See and Switzerland wished to state their views at
the ¢pecial session, ac 2 result of which a brief debate had arisen; he had learned
in informal consultations that the two Permanent Observers had decided to reconsider
the situastion in the light of the brief discussion which had taken place in the
Committee. He wished to express his personal thanks to UNESCO and its Director-
General ard to the Permanent Observers of the Holy See and Switzerland for their
contribution to the cause of disarmament and for the interest with which they

had followed the Committee's work since its inception.

T. He recalled that he had been asked to prepare a draft introduction for the
final document. He wished to state, for the benefit of the delegations which were
not members of the Committee, that he had carried out that task; the draft text
(Conference Room Paper No. 19), which he had tried to keep as objective as possible,
had been exsmined at informal meetings. Some delegations had supported the
document, aad he was grateful to them; however, in view of the reservations expressed
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by the others, he had decided to withdraw it formelly. Accordingly, the General
Assembly would have to prepare an introduction acceptable to the 149 States Members
of the United Nations.

8. Mr, VELLODI (India) said that he appreciated the Chairman's work on the draft
introduction and regretted the fact that the document had ..ot met with unanimous
approval in the Committee.

9. The CHATRMAN said that he had wished to make sure that the text did not give
rise to any controversy; however, any delegation which fel: that the draft
introduction had some merit was completely free to make use of it.

10. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said that in his view the draft introduction prepared
by the Chairman would make a very important contribution to the special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

1l. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) again expressed his gratitude to the Chairman for
his draft introductirm, which, he felt, could win general approval. To be sure,
fummary records had veen prepared for the op:n meetings and for the closed
meetings of the Committee as n working group, and document A/AC.18T/SR.W9 related
solely to the draft introducticn prepared 1 - the Chairman. However, his delegation
d4id not want the 100 or so Member States not represented in the Committee, which
were unavare of that text, to think that the Chairmen had not prepared his draft
introduction as requested. He was still convinced of the value of the draft and
considered it a praiseworthy effort to describe the situation objectively and
concisely and to state the reasons which had motivated the convening of a special
sessicn devoted to disarmawent. In order not to place at a disadvantage the S*ates
which had not read it, his delegation, supported by the Swedish delegation,
requested that the Chairmen's draft introduction should be reintroduced and
suggested that the full text should be issued in square brackets, which would meke
it possible to complete the draft final document. Any specific proposals that
might be made by some delegations concerning that document would be considered at
the special session.

12, Mr. HEPBURN (Beshemas) fully eniorsed the views of the Indian, Australian and
Mexican delegations.

13. Mr. BERG (Swesden) felt that the Chairman's draft introduction was excellent
both in substance and in form. For that resson, he had joined the representative
of Mexico in requesting that the document should be reintroduced and included -
between square brackets if necessary - in the draft finel document which would be
submitted to the special session.

1k, Mr. MISTRAL (France) also endorsed the draft introduction prepared by the
Chairman and supported the proposal by the representative of Mexico to retain the
text, while reserving the right to revise all or part of it at the special session.

15, Mr. MESHARRAFA (Egypt) and Mr. HACHEME (Benin) expressed their admiration for
the way the Chairwan had carried out his task end their regret that he had decided
to withdraw his draft introduction.
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16. The CHAIRMAN 4aid that his draft introduction would be reintroduced by the
Mexican and Swedish delegations and issued between square brackets. :

1T. He recalled that the closed meetings held by the Committee as a Working Group
had been recorded in summery records with restricted distribution. However, if it
appeared useful to include those summary records among the annexes to the final
report, the Committee should decide to give them general distributicn.

18, ur. HARRY (Australia), supported by the Indian delegation, said that

according to established usage, closed meetings were not recorded in summary
records and that it had been agreed that summary records A/AC.187/SR.W19 would be
issued with restricted distribution. He therefore hoped that delegations would not
press for having the summary records of the Committee's closed meetings issued with
general distribution.

19. The CHAIRMAN said that his mention of general distribution had not been,
properly speaking, a proposal; the question of restricted or genersl distribution
was, of course, for the Committee to decide. Since the formula he had suggested
seemed to give rise to reservations on the part of some delegations, he proposed
that the document should be kept in the "restricted distribution" category and
therefore should not be issued in the annexes to the final report.

20._ It was so decided,

FINAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE TO THE SPECIAL SESSION (continged)

21. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to proceed to the second reading of the
draft report (Conference Room P-per No. 18). Some changes, issued as Conference
Room Paper. Wo. 18/Add.2, had be .. made in order to ensure general approval of the
text.

22, He asked the Committee to state its views on the various sections of the draft
report, bearing in mind the aforementioned changes. The first two sections,
entitled "Introduction" and "Organizeirion of the Committee's Work in 197T", had not
given rise to any objections. In section V, with regard to the proposed change in
paragraph 33, the secretariat had informed him that the exact date of the
Comnittee's 1Tth meeting would be stated in the final report.

23, iir. ADENIJI (Nigeria) asked whether the rest of the first sentence of
paragraph 33 after the word "consensus" would be changed.

24, The CHAIRMAN replied that it would not.

25, tir. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) observed that in section VIII the list of documents
in paragraph 41 did not include the draft introduction prepared by the Chairman. He
believed, therefore, that the following subparagraph should be added: "Working
paper entitled 'Draft introduction to the final document® submitted by Mexico and
Sweden", The text itself would appear between square brackets in the draft final
document, as had been agreed.
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26. The CHATHMAN said that the draft introduction should indeed be sdded to the
list in paragraph 4. In addition, in section X, paragraph 53 would probably
contain the recommendation relating to UNESCO which the Committee had approved at
the beginning of the meeting, and the present Paragraph 53 would become paragraph 5k,

clarity and its interpretation had given rise to some confusion. His delegation had
by no means intended to propose that the Committee should impose the rule of
corsensus on the General Assembly, whose rules of Procedure could not be amended

in that way.

28. Like a number of other delegations, the Belgian delegation had supported the
idea of preparing a single document because it had believed that, by using thst
device, it would be possible to unite the four sections within one and the same
conceptual framework; however » it had assumed that the Committee would reach 3
consensus on the text as a whole. It would be a pity if some countries, because
they were unable to approve or accept some of the provisions in the final document
at the special session, subsequently felt bound to reject the text as a whole on
account of the Committee's decision to submit a single final document .

consensus and that the adoption of the final document would not constitute an
exception,

30. Mr, MISTRAL (France) said that his delegation's interpretation was comsonant
in every way with the interpretation just given by the Belgian delegation.

31. The CHAIRMAN observed that processing of the draft final document had aiready
begun when the Mexican delegation had proposed, at the meeting held in the
afternoon of the previous day, that in the final version, the title of the draft
final document should t- amended as indicated in Paragraph 53 of Conference Room
Paper No. 18/Add.2, nameiy: "Draft resolution embodying a draft final document of
the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.”

32. As the drafting groups and subdrafting groups had had Plenty of time to
discuss the contents of that document, and bearing in mind its size, he doubted
whether there was anything to be gained by reconsidering it raragraph by
baragraph and suggested that the Committee should discuss it as a whole,
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33, Mr. ASHE (United Kingdom) observed that the foot-note on page 12 of .
Conference Room Paper No. 20, under the heading "/CTB/™, erroneously indicated
that the full text of the Treaty would be inserted when available, whereas the
intention was to insert the official title of the Treaty.

3k, The CHAIRIJAN said that the remark of the representative of the United
Kingdom was quite pertinent. \

35, Hr. BENSMAIL (Algeria),* Rapporteur, speaking as Chairman of the Drafting Group,
Group, said that the draft final document prepared by the two subdrafting groups

had been circulated, in Conference Room Paper No. 20, dated 20 April 1978, to ail
the delegations vhich were members of the Committee,

36, He associated himself with the Chairman's observations concerning the first
page of that document, whose final version should reflect the comments and
proposals made by the representative of Mexico, and he thanked the representative
of the United Kingdom for drawing the Committee's attention to the foot-note
concerning the title of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty.

37. In describing the work of the subdrafting group on the declaration and
machinery, he said that the group had made definite progress in drawing up the
draft resolution and the declaration, under the dynamic chairmanship of"

HMr. Vukovié (Yugoslav1a) As all the delegutions would have noted, there were

no square brackets in the draft resolution, on which agreement had been reached.
The number of square brackets in the draft declaration had been considerably
reduced, Only a few parts of the wording in the part entitled "Review and
appralsal" hed yet to be agreed. The paragraph concerning the role of. tae United
Nations was still in dispute. The part entitled "Goals and priorities" contained
a consolidated text, although some of the wording had not yet been agreed. Some
progress had been made in connexion with the part entitled "principles", but there
were still fundamental differences, some of which were connected with related
questions dealt with in the programme of action, including nuclear-wespon-free
zones, zones of peace and the unharpered transfer of nuclear technology.

38, The part relating to machinery for negotiating disarmament measures had

been partialiy consolidated. The subdrafting group hed succeeded in drawing up

some paragraphs, but a number of questlons had not been settled and would have

to be negotiated at the special session itself., Those questions included,

inter slia, the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmement, the
establishment of a deliberative organ in the field of disarmament, the restructuring
of CCD and the strengthening of its links with the General Assembly, and the

World Disarmament Conference.

# This statement has been given full coverage in the summary record in
accordance with the decision taken by the Committee during the meeting.
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39. The subdrafting group on the pProgramme of action had also recorded some
Progress. Commendable efforts had been made to consolidate texts which at the -

delegations. In addition, the negotiations had helped to clarify positious and to
identify the difficulties and problems. Progress had been made in drafting the part
entitled "Other weapons of mass destruction”, in which the number of squa = “—ackets
had been considerably reduced. The Same was true of the parts relating to
conventional wesapons, reduction of militery budgets and armed forces, and other
measures to strengthen internationsal security and to build confidence, although s
number of square brackets remained., Furthermore, appreciable Progress had been mage
in drafting the parts entitled "Disarmament and development" and "Information".

L40. The draft programme of action contained, in square brackets, & new part D
entitled "Implementation of disarmament agreements". That part consisted chiefly of
the new proposals submitted by France and the Netherlands concerning the
establishment of an international observation satellite agency end an international
disarmament organization. The proposals had not been thoroughly discuised in the
subdrafting group and therefore remained in square brackets.

1. mo significant progress had been possible on some basic questions, including
nuclear disarmament, non-use of nuclear weapons, nuclear-weapon-free 2zones, zones of
Peace and non-proliferation, in spite of the laudsble efforts made by delegstions,
Those complex and difficult problems should certainly be thoroughly discussed and
receive special attention from all delegations prior to the special session.

k2, The last two parts of the programme of action, namely, perts H and T,

' respectively entitied "Comprehensive programme for disarmament"” and "Guidelines for
implementation", had been fully reproduced in square brackets in the same form as
in Conference Room Paper No. 15. The subdrafting group had decided not to consider
them at the present juncture owing to their clearly direct connexion with the
question of machinery, which had not yet been settled. The square brackets
concerned simply indicated that the contents of the two parts had not been
regotiated. With respect to the declaration, the titles "Review and appraisal”,
"Goals and priorities” and “Principles"” should be in square brackets; all were

. agreed that the titles should not appear in the final document and that their
purpose was to simplify reference and negotiation. :

43, He had dwelt on some aspects of the work of the two-subdraf%ing groups because

compromise and dialegue which had so far characterized the Committee's proceedings
prevailed during the final stage.

which the Chairman hag unstintingly given him in carrying out his mission. He was
grateful to all the members who had participated in the negotiations for their

252~

T P T R T



co-operation throughout the Committee's deliberations. He also thanked all the
officials in the United Nations Centre for Disarmament and the Secretariat, vho had
spared no effort in facilitating his task, often under very difficult circumstances.

IS. The CHAIRMAN>suggested that, in view of the importance of the explanations
given by the Rapporteur, his statement should be given full coverage in the summary
record of the meeting.

6. It was so decided.

k7. The CHAIRMAN said that he wished to mske it clear that the draft introduction
submitted by Mexico and Sweden would also appear in square brackets in the draft
final document, of which it would constitute section I; if he had understood
correctly, the representative of Mexico had proposed the previous day that the
title and number of the preamble should be deleted, although the paragraphs would
be retained, end section I containing the draft introduction would follow
immediately. '

k8. Mr. FISHER (United States of America) observed that there had beeu an error
regarding the alternative proposed by the United States as contained in the
foot-note on page 3; his delegation would therefore like the text to be thanged. _
He pointed out that the second paragraph of alternative 2 under the heading "/SALT/"
(p. 11) was in fact a separate alternative. His delegation would also like the
square brackets around the words "international relations" and "can be realized" in
alternative 1 on page 13 to be deleted, since they served no purpose in the current
version of the draft.

49. The CHAIRMAN said he was sure that the Committee would have no difficulty in
accepting the amendments requested by the representative of the United States, who
should advise the Rapporteur of the exact wording of the foot-note he wished to see
inserted on page 3.

50. Mr. VELLODI (India) said he took it that the cover page of the draft final
document (Conference Room Paper No. 20) would be amended in line with the suggestion
made by the representative of Mexico and that it would take the form indicated in
paragraph 53 of the draft final report of the Preparatory Committee (Conference Room
Paper Ho. 18/Add.2). He proposed that the title of section IV of the draft final
document ~ "Machinery for disarmament negotiations” - should revert to the
formulation "Machinéry" used in Conference Room Paper No. 20, since it was a fact
that the machinery ervisaged would cover more than negotiations. Vhile recogrizing
that the proposal of the representative of the Uni%ed States with regard to
alternative 1 ¢t the bottom of page 13 of Conference Room Paper No. 20 was well
founded, his delegation believed that the representative of the United States, in
eollsboration with the Rapporteur, might be able to find e new wording for the first
part of the sentence, mow in square brackets, reading "Strict implementation of the
principle of the non-use of force in international relations".

51. Concerning the presentation of the draft final document, it wes his )
understanding that the text of the introduction would follow the draft resolution
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out that it was not mentioned anywhere that, unlike the other sections of the final
document, the text of the introduction had been given only preliminary consideration,
That faect should be made clear in the draft final document, so that the square
brackets would not give tHe impression that the text had been contested by a large
number of delegatisns. .

52. The CHAIRMAN, in response to the last propbsal made by the representative of
India, suggested that, with the approval of the representative of Mexico, a
foot-note should be added to indicate that the tex’ of the introduction had been
briefly considered by the Committee as a working group but had not been debated in
the Drafting Group. He did not think there would be any objections to the first
two proposals. made by the representative of India.

alternative 1 on Page 13 of Conference Room Paper No. 20. With regard to the third
point raised by the representative of India, since the Rapporteur had indicated in
his statement, which would be reproduced in extenso, that it had not been possible

draft intioduction either, since it had been submitted only at the present meeting.
That was the solution he would prefer, but if the representative of India pressed
his suggestion, Mexico would not object.

54, It was decided to adopt the title "Machinery" for section IV of the draft
final document.

55. The CHAIRMAN seid it was his understanding -that the members of the Committee
wished to leave it to the Rapporteur, in consultation with the delegations of the
United States and India, to solve the problem of the square brackets in

alternative 1 on page 13 of the draft final document. As to the clarification
relating to the consideration given to the introduction to the draft final document,
the comment made by the representative of Mexico was pertinent. Furthermore, it
would be appropriate to make it clear that the draft introduction had been
submitted to the Committee at the last meeting of the session.

56. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) pointed out that paragraph 48 of the draft final report
of the Preparatory Committee would have to be amended to bring it into line with
the amended title of section IV of the draft final document.

5T. The CHAIRMAN said that, personally, he would.have tended to prefer the more
explicit title "Machinery for disarmament negotiations". In any case, he felt
that the wording of paragraph 48 was sufficiently clear not to require smendment,
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58. Mr, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) agreed with the Chairmen sand said that it weuld be
sufficient to amend the title of section IV of the draft final document as.
proposed by the representative of India. .

59. The CHAIRMAN stated that the wording of paragraph 48 of the draft report
would therefore not be amended. - '

60, “He suggested that the Committee should adopt its draft final report as
amended, together with the draft resolution entitled "Draft resolution embodying -
@ draft final document of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament", subject to the amendments proposed by the delegations of the United
States, India and Mexico.

61. It was so decided.

2. Mr., VELLODI (India) said that, since the Chairman had made it clear that the
current meeting of the Committee would be the last of the session, he wondered
what action members of the Committee were planning to teke during the time remaining
before the special session of the General Assembly. The draft final document as

it stood was certainly a step forward, but a number of important parts still
contained many square brackets. He therefore had some reservations concerning the
possibility of a consensus emerging on the draft final document as a whole in the
course of the special session. He wondered whether it might not be useful. for

the members of the Preparatory Committee to meet for informal consultations in
order to clear up certain prcblems and improve the draft document further, prior
to the special session, while giving Governments time to study the documents and
to evaluate the progress that had been made. It might be possible for the
Committee to envisage holding a reeting a week or 10 days before the special
session., If members of the Committee were in favour of that suggestion, he thought
that the Rapporteur could be entrusted with arranging those consultations. '

63. The CHAIRMAN said that that was a valuable initiative and sﬁggested that the
representative of India, in collaboration with the Rapporteur, should be responsible
for convening those informal meetings of the Committee.

CLOSURE OF THE SESSION

64, The CHAIRMAN, before declaring the session closed, said he felt sure that the
members of the Committee shared his satisfaction at the work that had been
accomlished during the fifth session and at the atmosphere of cordiality and
mutual comprehension, in which the debates had taken place. He commended the
members of the Committée for the flexibility they had shown, which had made it
possible to adopt all decisions by consensus. That atmosphere had promoted an
exchange of ideas which had been all the more fruitful because the discussions had
' been devoted solely to the matter under consideration, namely, disarmament and
preparations for the special session, despite the well-known unavoidable differences
on certain political and other issues.

65, He had, however, hoped that more progress would be achieved with regard to the
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breparation of the draft final document, Although he recogrized that, given the
complexity and difficulty of the issues to be tackled, it had been somewhat
unrealistic to hope that the Preparatory Committee would be able to find a solution
in every case, nevertheless, with a little more effort and goodwill, the members
of the Committee might have been able to agree on more complete texts, inter alia
on the programme of action and on machinery., From now o6n, the responsibility woulgd
rest with the special session of the General Assembly, and he hoped that it would
succeed where the Committee had failed, However, if the facts were to confirm +the
pessimism of those who claimed that the United Nations was incapable of
Successfully promoting & genuine disarmement Process, then the special session
would disappoint many legitimate hopes gnd, instead of giving new impetus to the
cause of disarmament, would serve only to postpone indefinitely any new initiatives
in that field. He ey .essed the sincere hope that, on the contrary, the special
session would represent a milestone in the Organization's efforts on disarmament
and that the General Assembly, by adopting the draft final document, would be able
to ensure that the special session had the favourable outcome that the whole world
was awaiting,

66. On behulf of all the members, he thanked the Committee's officers, who,

- motivated by a spirit of comprehension and friendship, had submitted proposals

which th: Committee had been able to adopt by consensus, and to the Rapporteur who,
in his capacity as Chairman of the Drafting Group, and despite the problems that
had arisen, had amply contributed to the progress achieved in the Preparation of
the draft final document and the draft report. He also thanked the Secretariat
officials, inter alia those from the Centre for Disarmament,

67. The Chairman declared the session closed,

The meeting rose at 1.15 Delllg

‘256f




samcdl @V Slygiie s gl LiY
U Jolaz A1 3N e e ot o Rl it s S 2o 339 S e sumall eVl obgzi Jo J il Ko
=3 TSP P r.i:u-.:.u,.vnvn.,.{sﬁ
WIS R
BOBIHBNE S ML NAY BETSNIEE RIS, WiR-BENERBEHAYRE RS FNN L.,

HOW TO 0OBY¥AIN UNITED NATIONS PUBLICA.'_EIONS

United Mations publications may be obtained from bookstores and distributors
throughom the werld. Consult your bookstore or write %o: United Nation:, Sales
Section, New York or Geneva- o

.

COMMENT SE PROCURER LES PUBLICATKGNS DES NATIONS UNIES

Les r-.blications des Nations Unies sont en_.‘»vente dans les libeairies et les ngences
dépositaires du monde entier. Informez-vous auprés de votre libraire ou adressez-vous
& : Nationa Unies, Section des ventes, New York ou Genave.

EAN NOLYYHTH M3RAHHA OPTAHHR SAIVH OS5 BLEAMHEHHBIX HAITHH

Hspauna OprosAianas O6BoARHERRBIX Hennft M0G0 KYyNHTH B KEHMKHBIX MArS-
SHIAX H #TEeHTCTBAX BC ECe palfomax mupa. Hasomnre copaBKz 00 H3X’HASX B
BaIeM FHEKNOM #Ara3uSe ANE OHIIATE HO aapecy: OpraEH3ARES O6ERPBEHABIX
Hanutt, Cexnns o ipoaaxke ASARHMTE, Hero-Hopx win Xenera.

COMOC CONSEGUIR PUBLICACICNES DE LAS NACICNES UNIDAS

Las publiceciones de las Naciones Unidas estin en venta en librerfas y casas distri-
buidezas en todas partes del munde. Conmulte a st libreto o dirfjase &: Nacicnes
Unidas, Seccién de * ~uias, Nueva York o Ginebra.

Pinted inU.S. 4. : Price: $U.S., 14.00 35683—May 1978-4,000.
) . (or equivalent in other currencies)



	biton0012A04
	biton0012A06
	biton0012A07
	biton0012A08
	biton0012A09
	biton0012A10
	biton0012A11
	biton0012A12
	biton0012B01
	biton0012B02
	biton0012B04
	biton0012B05
	biton0012B06
	biton0012B07
	biton0012B08
	biton0012B09
	biton0012B10
	biton0012B11
	biton0012B12
	biton0012C01
	biton0012C02
	biton0012C03
	biton0012C04
	biton0012C05
	biton0012C06
	biton0012C07
	biton0012C08
	biton0012C09
	biton0012C10
	biton0012C11
	biton0012C12
	biton0012D01
	biton0012D02
	biton0012D03
	biton0012D04
	biton0012D05
	biton0012D06
	biton0012D07
	biton0012D08
	biton0012D09
	biton0012D10
	biton0012D11
	biton0012D12
	biton0012E01
	biton0012E02
	biton0012E03
	biton0012E04
	biton0012E05
	biton0012E06
	biton0012E07
	biton0012E08
	biton0012E09
	biton0012E10
	biton0012E11
	biton0013A05
	biton0013A06
	biton0013A07
	biton0013A08
	biton0013A09
	biton0013A10
	biton0013A11
	biton0013A12
	biton0013B01
	biton0013B02
	biton0013B05
	biton0013B06
	biton0013B07
	biton0013B08
	biton0013B09
	biton0013B10
	biton0013B11
	biton0013B12
	biton0013C01
	biton0013C02
	biton0013C05
	biton0013C06
	biton0013C07
	biton0013C08
	biton0013C09
	biton0013C10
	biton0013C11
	biton0013C12
	biton0013D01
	biton0013D02
	biton0013D05
	biton0013D06
	biton0013D07
	biton0013D08
	biton0013D09
	biton0013D10
	biton0013D11
	biton0013D12
	biton0013E01
	biton0013E02
	biton0013E05
	biton0013E06
	biton0013E07
	biton0013E08
	biton0013E09
	biton0013E10
	biton0013E11
	biton0014A04
	biton0014A05
	biton0014A06
	biton0014A07
	biton0014A08
	biton0014A09
	biton0014A10
	biton0014A11
	biton0014A12
	biton0014B01
	biton0014B02
	biton0014B03
	biton0014B04
	biton0014B05
	biton0014B06
	biton0014B07
	biton0014B08
	biton0014B09
	biton0014B10
	biton0014B11
	biton0014B12
	biton0014C01
	biton0014C02
	biton0014C03
	biton0014C04
	biton0014C05
	biton0014C06
	biton0014C07
	biton0014C08
	biton0014C09
	biton0014C10
	biton0014C11
	biton0014C12
	biton0014D01
	biton0014D02
	biton0014D03
	biton0014D04
	biton0014D05
	biton0014D06
	biton0014D07
	biton0014D08
	biton0014D09
	biton0014D10
	biton0014D11
	biton0014D12
	biton0014E01
	biton0014E02
	biton0014E03
	biton0014E04
	biton0014E05
	biton0014E06
	biton0014E07
	biton0014E08
	biton0014E09
	biton0014E10
	biton0014E11
	biton0015A04
	biton0015A05
	biton0015A06
	biton0015A07
	biton0015A08
	biton0015A09
	biton0015A10
	biton0015A11
	biton0015A12
	biton0015B01
	biton0015B02
	biton0015B03
	biton0015B04
	biton0015B05
	biton0015B06
	biton0015B07
	biton0015B08
	biton0015B09
	biton0015B10
	biton0015B11
	biton0015B12
	biton0015C01
	biton0015C02
	biton0015C03
	biton0015C04
	biton0015C05
	biton0015C06
	biton0015C07
	biton0015C08
	biton0015C09
	biton0015C10
	biton0015C11
	biton0015C12
	biton0015D01
	biton0015D02
	biton0015D03
	biton0015D04
	biton0015D05
	biton0015D06
	biton0015D07
	biton0015D08
	biton0015D09
	biton0015D10
	biton0015D11
	biton0015D12
	biton0015E01
	biton0015E02
	biton0015E03
	biton0015E04
	biton0015E05
	biton0015E06
	biton0015E07
	biton0015E08
	biton0015E09
	biton0015E10
	biton0015E11
	biton0016A04
	biton0016A05
	biton0016A06
	biton0016A07
	biton0016A08
	biton0016A09
	biton0016A10
	biton0016A11
	biton0016A12
	biton0016B01
	biton0016B02
	biton0016B03
	biton0016B04
	biton0016B05
	biton0016B06
	biton0016B07
	biton0016B08
	biton0016B09
	biton0016B10
	biton0016B11
	biton0016B12
	biton0016C01
	biton0016C02
	biton0016C03
	biton0016C04
	biton0016C05
	biton0016C06
	biton0016C07
	biton0016C08
	biton0016C09
	biton0016C10
	biton0016C11
	biton0016C12
	biton0016D01
	biton0016D02
	biton0016D03
	biton0016D04
	biton0016D05
	biton0016D06
	biton0016D07
	biton0016D08
	biton0016D09
	biton0016D10
	biton0016D11
	biton0016E01



