
(267 p. )

-.,
I., ./

REPORT

OF THE PREPARA.TORY COMMIT'fEE

FOR THE SPECIAL SESSION

OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

DEVOTED TO DISARMAMENT

Volume VII

GENERAL ASSEMBLY

OFFICIAL RECORDS: TENTH SPECIAL SESSION

SUPPLEMENT No. 1 (A/S-10/1)

UNITED NATIONS

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



REPORT

OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITIEE

FOR THE SPECIAL SESSION

OF mE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

DEVOTED TO DISARMAMENT

-
Volume VII

GENERAL ASSEMBLY

OFFICIAL RECORDS: TENTH SPECIAL SESSION

SUPPLEMENT No. 1 CA/S-10/1)

New York, 1978

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



1

NOTE

Symbols of United Nations documents are composed of capital letters
combined with figures. Mention of such a symbol indicates a reference to
a United Nations document.

The report of the Preparatory Committee and its annexes comprise
seven volumes. llhe present volume contains annex 11, documents
A/AC. l87/SR.1-42. Volume I contains the report; volume II, annex I,
documents A/32/60, A/32/62 and A/AC.187/l-A/AC.187/29 and Add.l;
volume Ill, annex I, documents A/AC.187/30-A/AC.187/5l and Add.l; volume IV~

annex I, documents A/AC.187/52-72; volume V1\ annex I, documents A/AC.187/73-
92; and volume VI, annex I, documents A/AC.187/93/Rev.1-l14 and A/AC.187/INF.2~7.
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A/~C.187/SR.l

The Secretary-General

Mr. ORTIZ DE RCZAS (Argentina)Chairman:

Temporary Cha~~:

OPENING OF THE SESSION

Monday. ?8 r,larch 1977. at 11.25 a.n:.

1st meeting

STATEi:fi1:11JT BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL

5. It was, therefore, evident that the United Pations could not be expected to
function on the basis- of the Charter and international law unless it suc~~~ded in
making major progress in the field of disarwament. 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 oncroin~

2. The SECRLTARY-GLilERAL said that disarmament was a vital aspect of the primary--- -function of the Organization, the maintenance of international peace 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 1~ished to take the
opportunity to make some comments on the tasks ahead and on the role of the
United l~ations.

4. While the important role and responsibilities of the great Po~ers with respect
to peace and security must be fully recognized, the small and mediQm· sized States,
the developing countries and the non··alir,ned countries were all parties which must
be involved in a time and age '~1en the process of scientific and technologica~

advance and democrat;ization "\-las producing a nevT form of ,"orld society. The holdinr;
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 environmant dominated by th~ 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 vIas brought to an
end and unless a vigorous procesf:, of disarmament aJ:ld, particularly, nuclear
disarmament was initiated, there could be no guarantee that relations ::s.mong States
would, in fact, be based on the principles of national independence and sQvereignty,
non--interference in ,the domestic affairs of other States, full equality of ri~hts,

non··resort t) force or to the threat of force, and the ri[!'ht of every people to
decide its own destiny.

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

3. In order to tackle the q,uestion of disarmament in all its ramifications, the
underlying proble:ms of intern~tional order must be examined. ' During the three

~ decades which had elapsed since the Second World War, vast transforwAtions had
occurred, and that development was continuing. The process of decolonization wa~

nearly completed and had transformed the geopolitical map of the world. All
States, regardless of their size and their economic or military potential, were
increasingly active in the discussion and solution of major issues.
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race to produce new arms made the peace and security of the world less rather than
mor~ stable. Stocks of nuclear weapons in the possession of the nuclear Powers 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. In
addition, tho,se 101'eapons ",ere constantly being diversified and their ~)erformance

characteristics improved. 'I'he development by the major PO''1ers of nm" eenerations
atld types of nuclear weapons smaller in po,{er 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 nuclear and conventional weapons. The danger
of a further spread of nuclear weapons increased l·Tith every year as the s.rt of
nuclear technology became Ir.ore widely kno"m. The so-·called conventional 'o1eapons
'lere becoming increasingly sophisticated and deadly.

6. At the same time, scientists were discussing the possibilities of develoning
new, even more dangerous weapons of ~ASS destruction, which would face mankind with
additional innu~erable hazards. In that situation there was only one road available
that led the world to'to1srds a peaceful and prosperous future, ancl. that road was
towards disarmament.

7. Progress in disarmament was also needed in order to end tpe present trend of a
massive diversion to military ends of financial resources, manpower, raw materialS,
technical skills and research and development capability. There ,,'as a r-;reater
awareness that the world was facing a series of urgent and im~ortant problems which
would require mobilization of all the "'orld r s energies and 'resources for their
SOlution. Chief amonG them was the problem of development and the associated task
of establishing a new international economic order. There ~,ere, consequently, lar~e

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 constitu~ed 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. Every year, the military~bsorbed resources equivalent to· about two··thirds
of the aggregate gross national prod,\!ct of the countries "'hich together comprised; the
poorest half of the world's population.

9. The vast benefits which could result from even trifling reductions in arms
expenditures were evident in many fields. For example" the T~or~d Health Orranization
had spent about $83 million over 10 years to eradicate smallpox in the w~rld. 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 lTor1d, at an est.imated
cost of some $450 million, was dra~~ing because of a lack of funds. Y~t; its total
cost over the ·yea.rs was only hallf of what was sjJent eve,~r ~day for military purposes.

10. In the, area of nutrition, ha1'f a billion :!,')eople lo,ere severely ~a1nourished. A
larp;e proportion of young childI'en in developinp:countries were b10cketl in their
physical and mental development because of diet deficiencies, with incalculable
consequences for the next generation. In recent years, famine had struck entire
re~ions of the world.
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H. At the "10rld Food Conference in 1~;74 ~ it had been estimat~c;, tI~at developm.ent
assistance to agriculture needed to i:>e stepped up to '::5-6 billion annually for the
remainder of the decade. ~·1hile fund commitments for that purpose had risen
substantiallv since tIlen, they uere still off the tarGet by ~;2··3 billion. A
r~d~ction of the military budgets of industrializ~d countries by a mere 1 per cent
WOULd be sufficient to close that gap. I

:2. In the field of scientific and technolo~ical capability, the diversion of
resourc~s to military ends uas most massive of all. It Has estimated that
25 per cent of tile wC'rld I s scientific manpo,·rer iTa::: engaged in militar;,..-related
pursuits and that 40 ~er cent of all research and development s~ending 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 engaged in milita~J·-relatedoccupations, uniformed or civilian, pUblic or
private. That corresponded to the entire labour force in manufacturing in Europe
outside the Soviet Union, or to 70 per cent of the total employed iri the United
St6tes in all branches of actiYity. The arms race and milit~r expenditures thus
.created a burden on all peoples and interfered lrlth the economic development i)f all
States. At a time when the international con~unitv had accepted the objectives of
a new international economic order, that burden should no longer be tolerated.

-4. Effective disarmament was therefore needed to release resources for the
peaceful devp.lopmel1t of all, and especially of the developing countries.
Disarmament must be a vital part of attempts to restructure the world order
politically, economically and socially. The need 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 r~cognized in the Helsinki DeClaration on Security and Co-operation
in Europe, lras a prerequisite for a lessening of tensions. However. detente nad
not extended to all areas of the world and it had not yet led to a real
bre&ttbrough in the process of disarmament.

16. looking back 9ver the disarmament ~fforts since ~iorlcl l'Jar II, it 1YOuld be
noted that some achievements had been made, ulbeit modest ones. With the
exception 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 de~elopments
deem~d to be pBrticularly destabilizing, costly or otherHise unacceptable, rather
th&1 on attempting substantially to reduce important wea.pons systems.

: 7. There uas ~ e;rovring realization t t in tlle context of a rapidl~r innoya,ting
arms race such ~n approach was bound to fail. Technological inventions tended to
outstrip the pace of negotiations. Tile momentum of the arms race made it hurdle
the we~t barriers that had been juilt to stop it.

-3-
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.~.8. Partial and collateral measures could play' a role in the ce"Ssation and
sUbsequent reversal of the arms race only if they were conceived as part of a
broader p~ogramme aim~d at substantial diearmament in areas of 'lo1eapCnI"'J of central
military significance ultimately leading'to general and complete disarmeme4t and,
in particular, nuclear disarmament under effective intenlational control.- .
':9. lfuat ilas needed, then~ "toTas. a comprehenf>iv€: approach aimed at real disarmament
and one that was realistic concerning both the possibilities uf disarmament and
the dangers or a continued lack of decisive progress.

20. Realizing t~le need for a new a:9proac:1, the General Assemblv had taken tlle
decisive step of calling for a special session devoted to disarmament. He hoped
that that initiative 1fould prove to be a turning point in the searCh for
disarmament and thus move the United flat.".! ns closer to attairdng the broad
ob~;ectives for which it had been created. However, there must be a ~'!illingness on
the part of all to participate actively in what might be a very difficult and'
long-drawn-·out process.

21. There vas a need to make the most careful preparations for the special.
session so that, when it was convened, States uould come to it with areadinesG to
overcome their political differences. to discuss openly and to negotiate in good
faith. There should also -De an involvement by YTorld pUblic opinion and by the
organizations ~ governmentai and non-governmental, that l'Tere' active in mobilizing
tha.topinion. Tile General Assembly had repeatedly stressed that absolute priority
sl~ould be as:sie;ned to nuclear disarmament. At that verv momEilt, important -
nee;otiations l1ad just resumed in r'~OSCOi.r. in an eff·')rt to uvercome the preser!t
difficulties in the strateGic talks between th~ Soviet Union and the United States.
He earnestly hoped that the parties would reach agreement on import~lt qUalitative
limitations and substantial reductions of their st-rategic nuclear 1Tea.~?Ons systems.
Proposals had also be~n made, some agreements had been reached and further
negotit:.tions i'Tere under ''lay on such measures as the discontinuance of nuclear··
weapons tests, the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, the establishment of
nuclear··w'eapon-free zones, the prevention o'f an arms race on the sea:...bed and tl1e
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. 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 proliferation be ultimately eliminateQ
arid a nuclear holocaust rrevented.

22·. Importance should also be attached to the adoptiun o'f :LileaSUres in the field
of chemical and biologic.al weapons and incen~iary and uther conventional weapons:
as well as to pa~tial measures of disarmament, th~ reduction of military
expenditurC:;s, and other means of militaI"'J disengagement, leading evei1~ually to
general and complete disarmame~t, ~Thich had been proclaimed. as the main goal of
the United Nations more than a decade earlier.

23. Under the circumstances, it was essential to give the United Nations an
enhanced role in the field of disarmament" It had been ir. that spirit that he
had pro'Posed, t"TO years earlier, that the General Assembly shuulCl. consider a
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basic review of 'the role of the United ~Tations in disarmament. He had asked "That
could be done, in practical and realistic t~rms, to strength~n the role of the
United Nations in such a way that the n~cessary progres.s could be achieved in
that field. He had made some con~rete proposals at the time concerning information
and study on disarmament, ,the conduct ~f relevant di~cussions and negotiations and
8lso for the follow-up of whatever disarmament agreement~ were reached. He was
pleased 1dth the rr=sponse of the General Assembly to those proposals. The measures
adopted constituted. beginning and should be continued with determination.

24. The special, session should be a turning point in the efforts to ~rcmote real
and substantial measures aimed et aChieving the ultimate goal 01' general and
complete disarmament under effective international control. He assured the
Committee that the Secretari~t would spare no effort to contribute to the
successful 'preparations for and conclusion of the special session.

.25. ~he intern.ational corr.munity -w'as at a. crossroads. People expected the United
liation-s to put an end to the arms race.' The task ,Tas' immense and complex. He
urged the Co~ittee to try, through mutual co-operation and understanding:t to
fulfil the world's high expectations.

ADOPTlori OF' THE AGENDA

,26• The provisional asenda (AIAC.187/1) ,.,as adopted.

E~ECTlorT OF OFFl CERS

27. l-1r. ALZM4:0RA (Pen) nominated j,1r. CarIos Ortiz de Rozas (Argentina) for the
office of Chairman.

28 •. ~1r. FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) and Hr. VAEffirOE (Nor,,,ay) seconded the
nomination on behalf of the socialist countries and the Western. I1:1.u·opean and other
countries, res~ectively.

29. kr. ORT.!L.c1.~ ROZAS \Arp.:ent1na) w¥ elected Chairman by accl.81'Iation.

30. Mr. ORTIZ de ROZ~S (~rp.entina) took the Chair.

31. The C!{AIRUAH said that his election was both a token of reco~nition of
A~p;entfiia's efforts to promote the cause of disarm6J11ent and an honour for him

. personally ,for VThich he thanked the COJTlmittee. He thanked, in pa.rticular, the
representatives of Peru, the German Democratic Re-public and 1'ToI'1·ray for nominatinp.;
him and seconding the nomination.

32. On behalf of the Committee, he extended ',rarm thanks to the Secrptarv-General
for openin~ the session in person, thus sharply emphasizin~ the i~nortance of the
Committee's task and the co-operation which the Secretariat would extend to it.
r'!oreover, the Secretary-General' s openin~ comments would serve to orient thp.
dommittee's debates.
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33. Without going over the events ~hat had led up to. the ~doption 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 disarmam~nt 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 billion would be spent on armaments.

34. The speci~l session would be the most representative meeting organized
specifically for the purpose of moving towards real disarmament. ~1e success of
that venture would depend to a large extent upon the intelligence, enthusiasm and
determination with which the Committee t~claed its programme.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

35. ~1e 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 Boing on
concerning'the representatives of one regional group, tpe 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 Gener&1
Assembly. Notwi~hstanding that fact, it had been generally agreed duri~e the
consultations that every effort should be made to ensur~ 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 to 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 &1U 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 permit
representatives of countfies that were not members to Farticipate in plenary
meetings without voting rights.

38. The general consensus of opinion '\:Tas that the Committee's meetings at the
present session should be devoted entirely to organizational matters and that
questions of sub~tance could be dis~ussed at the following session, which was
scheduled to start on 9 May.

The meetinp, rose at 12.10 p.m.
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2nd mel~ting

Tuesday. 29 March 1977~ at 11.10 a~

~n

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE RCZAf: (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.2

:urity
.n
lited

ORGNTIZATIOl'T OF UOFK

1. ~LCHAIPJI:till.~ speaking as the represent!:',tive of Argentina, nominated
Hr. Alfarargi (Egypt) for the office of Rapporteur.

2. Mr. A1.farargi (EroQ vTa::; elacted Rapporteur by acclamation.
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3. fir. ALFARARGI (Egypt),.Rapporteur, said that disarmament was the sinGle most
important problem confr~nting~he international co~~unity end required prompt action.
The fact that the General Assembly was to hold a special session devoted to
disarlna~ent testified to the importance of the problem as well as t~e desire of all
States to tal>:e p<:'.rt in dealin~ uith it. Every effort should be made to ensure
the success of the session, and he would do his utmost in that rec;arc1.

4. L~ ALZ~I·10M. (-Peru) saiCl. that h,is delegation earnestly ho~ed that the
forthcoming s~ecial session would, with th~ co-operation of the great Powers,
respond to the aspirations for peace vtllich had prompted the non·-aligned countries
to call ·for it.

5... J·lr. j··1UHRAY (United KingdoT:l) ~ speakinG on behalf of the nine menbers of the
European COliwunity~ expressed support for the decision to permit delegations which
were not members of tIle Preparatory Committee to talce part in its deliberations
without the ridlt of vote. The nine members of the EuropeaI1 COlnmunity also felt
that-the special session could succeed only if the decisions it adopted had the
widest possible support. Decisions made in disre~ard 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 "Tork so as to be able
to reach agreement by consensus.

6. The nine me~nbers of the Community had no objection in principle to sum~estions

which had been made informally regardin~ the possibility of establishing
sub· ·committees of the Preparatory Committee or intersessional "Torldng groups.
However, no firm decision should be taken before delegations had had time to consider
the views of GovernLlents ~mich~ in pursuance of General Assembly resolution
31/189 D, ~ere to be submitted to the GecretarJr-General by 15 April. It would be
prem"":tture to decide 'precisely hmT the Committee 1 R "lork should be ore;anized until
members were aware of the main preoccupations of re~ber States regarding the
specie,l session. The appropriate time to consider the establishment of sul)sidie.ry

.Crou}?S ,vould therefore be at the seconrl session of the Preparatory Committee in
Hay.

7. In vie"T of the diversity Qf approaches to disarmamfmt, the special session coulcl
hardly be expected to ~roduce instant solutions, but it did 0ffer a Q~i~ue

opportunity for the international community to develop a cO··0perative approach to ~he

problem, and the nine delec;ations of the European Community pledged themselves to
help ensure that that opportunity was used in a constructive and positive manner.
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8. :fhe CH1URrIAn saill he agreed that every effort should be mo.de to talte
sUbstantive decisions b~r consensus ir, order to ensure their a,ylicatioll, but he
felt t~at otlwr means should be employed "hem that ideal could not be achieved so
as llot to pa.rt1.1yse the Committee 's ~·Tork.· 'I'here 'also seemed to be general aCl:'eement
that it 1'ras 'Oremature to decide on the establi:::lhment of ~'Torkin!1: groups al1d
subsidiary bo~ies b~fo~e the replies of Governments to the Secretaljr-General were
submitted ill April. The consensus therefor.e seemed to be that such decisions El;lould
not be ta~en before the session which w~s to bePiin on 9 M~.

9. Hr. C~~.EL:I;:, (Liberia.) observed that in tll·.= time of the. League 'of !rations Jl'I.&"1~.r
unGuccess~~ conferences had been held on th.= question of disarmament but that the
1'Torld no~.,. hc.d a unig,ue opportunity to :revie~'T a. proolem which, if i~ored, 'Would lead
to disaster.

10. I:rr.~Ro\DA (JaI'an) said tha.t his delec;ation fully supported the idea that a
maximum effort snould be made to adopt decisions by consensus both in the
Pre~arato~! Con~rittee and at the special session. His dele~ation had no objection
to the partici!?ation of non'-Dlembers "rithout the right of vote. There wa.s very little
time to prepare for the special sesoion, ~md realistic means should be sought to
ensure its success. His Ovffi count~r would do its utmost to that end.

11. 'Ihe CHAIm!~ said that the General Ast;embly, in adopting resolution 31/189 B,
had foreseen the need for the preparation by the Secretariat of a number of factual
backcround papers to assist in the prepar~tions for the special sessio~ and for ~

use at the session itself. The Secretary-Gener~l " in his opening statemant to the
Comnttee, had maue'a firm commitment to assist it with all the means at his
disposal. AccordinGly, and in vie~'T of the limited, time that vTas 'available for the
!?repo.ratory 1'Tork, he felt that the Committee mi~'I1t ~.,ish to request the Secretariat
to 1)egin the prelimina~r work on such factual back~round papers as might be needed.
That COUld, for aXaIl!:,?le, include a pre!3entation of ·disama.nlent.... resolutions adopted
by the General Asseably, a paper on existinB principl::ls a.nd proposals for the
conduct of disarmament nesotiations J and a description of existing otructures and
mr:.chinery, ,for disarmament negotiatioi.'ls. Since tha,t vas only a preliminary proposp..l J

. the Secret~riat could be asked to present a more detailed plan to the Committee at
the next session in Hay.

12. Hr. HARRY ("Australia)· said that it "Tas inroortant to l;:nm'T ~·rhen the Secretariat
vTould- have the essential documentation read.y. .. In particular, he, ~·dshed to ltnol'T
uhether 'the vie't'1s of Governments 't'1ould be collated £md analysed 9Y 9 Ha.y er merely
reproduced.

13. [-Ir. BJORI'TERSTEDT (Director, Disarma:tlent Affairs Division) said that in viet;T of
the limited t1i-:W-reiiiaininl; not all replies could be expected by 15 April anc.:.that
the replies 'Would therefore be reproduced as they were received.

14. The CHAIKift,N said thl:'.t if he hea.rd no objection~ he v,ould talte it tha.t his
·su~gestioIl~"a.s adopted.
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16. ~CHAtRliCAH s~id that requests to participate in the special seas ':m j ~u been
received from non:::gover11Jllental organizations. According to the Office ~gal

Affairs'~ the siJ..~h and seventh special sessions of the General Assembly provided
no precedent for S"llch participation, B..?ld the rules of procedure also ,offered no
suidelines. The precedents which had been established in conferences were
inapplicable. Uith raspect to the participation of non-governmental oI'8anizations
in the Preparatory Committee itself, the Preparatory Committee for the seventh
special session might offer an ayplioable pl'eceaent, but tha.t Committee 'Ha.s a
SUbsidiary 'body' of the Economic and Social Council. There ~ould be no objection, of
course, t(\ the attendance of non-governmental organizations, since the meetings
"rere public, but the problem was what their status should be. Some of the
orBanizations applying for the rie;ht'to participate in the worlt of the Preparatory
Committee l'1~re seriously involved in disarmament matters, but that l,as not true of .
aJ.l of them. H'e therefore urged the Committee to give the matter serious thc!.,,~t,

since only. the Committee in'plenary could take a decision.

17. lvir. MOHAJER (Iran) said that non~gc':ernmental organizations must be involved in
the speciai session and in the Preparatory Committee because they had an important
role to play. in achieving the session es ' primary aims, which "Tare to attract general
public interest and to mobilize pUl)lic opinion. The Preparatory Connnittee had to
decide ~1hat the role of the non-govermnenta.l organizs;t;ions should be •

.. 18.,. IIr. lCEHAL. (Pf'lkistan), observint1 that the role to be played by non--governmental
organizations was very i!.1portant, suggested ths,t the Bureau should examine the list
of non-gov~rnmental organi~a.tions and make reconnnendations to the Prepa.ratory
Committee, which would then decide th,;" ,matter.

19. The ClIAIRJ'.1A..1\Y said that the Preparatory Committee must first decide if it agreed
to the pexticipation of non-goverl~ental organizations and then decide on the
procedures for such participation and whether it should be broad or restricted.
He would welcome informal expressions of views on the matter.

Tne meeting rose at noon.
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ird meeting

Wednesd& • .30 March 1977. at 11.+9 a.m.

._.11 nnan : Mr. ORTIZ DJo~ ROUS (Argentina)

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

1. The CHAIR~~N announced that ~he representatives of 'the following countrieshad been elected Vice-Chairmen of the Preparatory Committee by consensus~Kigeria (African Group,), Iran and Japan (Asian Group), Bahamas (Latin AmericanGroup), Poland and Yugoslavia (Eastern European Group), Australia .and Norway(Group of Western European and other State~). He· thanked those delegations ~u1cchad withdrawn their candidacies in order to make a consensus possible.

2. Mr. ILLUECA (Panama) expre,- ed his appreciation to the delegG:tionc which ha:1withdrawn their candidacies for the post ot Vice-Chairman, particularly thedelegation of Romania, which in the past had made a significant contributivn tothe cause of disarmament and arms control.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

3. Mr. FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) said that the most vital task facing. the international community at the present time was to remove the danger of anotherworld war. In the Bucharest Declaration adopted ir November 1976, his country,tOf,ether with the other Harsaw Pact countries. har- estated its readiness ·toco-operate actively with other States to remove that danp,p.r. The General Assembly,at its thirty-first session, had adopted a number of importflnt decisions ondisarmament and arms control and it ·was now up to the Preparatory Committee toensure that effor.ts to implement those decisions were successful.

4. His country would do all it could to help guarantee the success of thespecial session of the General Assembly in crea~ing the conditions for fuller andmore effectiv~ disarmament and arms control. Political detente had made it possibleto ad.opt inter .l:1.tional agreements on that subject, and those agr·eements must nowbe used to prevent further preparations for war, to promote international peaceand security, and to free countries from the expenditu~e involv~d in participationin the arms race. The Minister for l"oreign Affairs of his cO\1lltry had alreadydescribed his Government's precise position on that issue. in a letter addressedto the Secretary-General on 18 March 1977.

5. Because the problems of arms control and disarmament were extremely complex &I1ddirectly affected the security of States, the Preparatory. Committe,! must adopt avery realistic approach even in its procedural decisions. In that connexion, hiscountry deeply regretted the fact that the Eastern European group of countries vasnot adequate~y represented in the Committee despite the major initi,.tives which ithad taken to pro~ote al'ms control and disarmament. A .temporary solution to thatstate of affairs had been provided by the decision to permit non-members toparticipate in the work of the Preparatory Coimnittee, but in his view themembership of the Committee should be reviewed by the General Assembly at itsthirty-second session.

*Incorporating the corrections contained in document A/AC.187/SR.l-14/Corrigendwn.
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6. Ir. the (.l2.tter of worl::ing r,rocedure, the Prep: rnto!'jr Committee should be guidedby the experience of other major United l';:.~t: .. nr; bodies. Certain United N:.:.tiunscommittees, as well as the sixth ::nd seventh special sessions of the Gener"lAssombly, had applied the 1)l'in9i1'lc Cl," cc.r.313:'1!:lIS. It V/D.S pUl'ticularly desirable toapply tl·~~t principle ...:11en discussine the l\.l'(Jble::r:rJ t'f [:11'S limitation and d~sllnn~-nent,which affected _the inte1'er.tf:\ of <.:11 pf:op)es. Since the COl structive co-operationvi nIl States-'would be required in order to ensure the success of the Bpecial session,the f!"eparato:z;oy Committee should Get en excn:ple by cuntim.,j ne; to \'lork on the basis ofconsensus.

1. The delegation of the German Democratic Republic had oerious reservutions regaDdingthe partic~pation of non-guvernmenta1 oreani7.ations in the work of the Committee.GenerdAssernl)ly resolution 31/llj9 B, under which the Coromittee had been set up,refe~red only to States. Only Gt<~tes I":embers of the United lTations were invi,ted totronsOlit their' vicms regardinG the ~,pecitLl session to the Secretary-General.Furthennore, the question of the participation of non-govermnental organizations inthe work of United -Nntiol'fS organs was governed b;y the Ch:.rter. 1'oreover, therewere so mnny different non-governrnr:ntnl organizations that their participation wasvirtua.lly impossible c

8e His delegation would do all it could to contribute to the success of theCommittee's work so that the Committee couid fulfil the hopes placed in it withregard to the special session.

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

10. His delegation fully agreed that the rules of procedure proposed by theChairman would enable all delegations to participate democratically in the workof the Preparatory Committee. Such participation was vital, for the task ofdisarmament concerned every member of the international community.

11. Mr. LEONARD (United States of America) said that his delegation hoped thatthe work of the Preparatory Committee wo\ud give a positive stimulus to UnitedNations disarmament activities and was determined to work in a spirit of co-oper~tionwith all members of the Committee in order to fulfil that hope. He' drew theCommittee's·attention to the recent statement made by the President of theUnited S~ates on the occasion of his visit to the United Nations, in which he hadunderlined the commitment of the United States to work towards real progress in armscontrol and disarmament.

12. His d~legation endorsed the Chairman's remarks concerning the need fordecisions to be adopted by consensus both within the Preparatory Committee and atthe special session. Disarmament was a highly sensitive issue, and if the specialsession devoted to disarmament was to lend new impetus to the disarmament process,the decisions of both the Preparatory Committee and the special session must enjoywidespread support, particularly that of the major Powers. The approach adoptedb)' the Chairman would help to promote a spirit of co-operation at the specialsession.

13. Mr. MU~EZINOVIC (Yugoslavia) pledged his delegation's full co-operation in thework of preparing for the'special session devoted to disarmament, which, as theSecretary-General had stated in his opening statement, represented a landmark in the
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search for international peace and understanding. In proposing the convening ot 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 open the way to
general and complete disarmament.

14. Like the Chairman, he believed that the preparations for the special session
wouid be successful if all member~ of the Preparatory Committee were truly concerned
to see an end to the threat of a nuclear holocaust. His delegation fully agreed
with the Chairman'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
~ubmitted by Governments in response to General Assembly resolution-3l/189 B" so
that all GovernJilents' views could be incorpora.ted into a Secretariat document in
time for the May session. His delegation &greed that the Bureau should discuss
the question of participation by non-governmental organizations 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
to the preparations for the special session.

15. l-1r. MACAULAY (Nigeria) said he was confident that the delegation of Roma.nia
would be able to contribute signifi~antly to the work of the COlli1l1ittee, 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 fQlfil its collective r~Bponsibi1ity
to guarantee the survival of mankind. The Committee's task was extremely complex,
and it would be utopian 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. ~~. 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 COlmnittee should appeal to the
super:"Po\OTers to reach an understanding on disarmament, bec/:tuse they 'Would be
providins the guidelines for all work in that area. Success in the talks currently
taking place fn Moscow would also greatly expedite the Committee's work. His
delegation favoured the participation of non-governmental organizations without
the right of vote, but only in the case of important, internationally recognized
bodies Which were seriously involved in disarmament matters. , He also wished to
thank the Romaniall delegate for withdrawin6 his candidacy.

18. Mr. HEPBURN (Bahamas) said that his delegation was prepared to support any
procedures which would contribute to the attainment of complete disarmament •.
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19. Mz'. ,TURKMEN (Turl£.ey) said that his delegation lTould do its utmost to ensure
theauccess'ot the ,Preparatory Committee's york and hoped that the special session
...o~d lend.'pew impetus to disarmament efforts. The call for a special session
fell.cted the desire of all States to avert the dangers arising from a continuing
arms race. Care:rul preparations vere required in order to ensure success, and
con~.DsU8,ShOu1d be the basis for the adoption of decisions.

20.' Useful experience could be provided by nen-member States, and his delegation
wOuld weicdme 'their participation without the r.ight of vote. Care should be taken
'not' to' duplicate the, work of the First Committee and other United Nations bodies.
Hiadelegation hoped that the work of the Preparatory Committee and of the special
ses!iioD would help to curl? the arms race and promote peace and security; it felt
that all States'ha~ a role to play in achieving those ends.

21. Mr'. MULYE (India) said that his delegation fully supported the decision
making procedures which had been adopted"by the Preparatory Committee at its
1st uieeting.

22. Ml'. PALMA (Peru) thanked the representative ,of Romania for withdrawing his
~andidacy and expressed his delegation's full support for the decision-making
procedures adopted at the 1st meeting. His delegation also favoured the
participation ot non-members.

. 23~ Mr. HARRY (Australia) said his delegation felt that non-members could make a
useful' contributi,on to the Committee's work. Non-governmental organizations also
had an essential contribution, to make, at ieast 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
suagested 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.

24. The CHAIRf-WJ 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 tlhat his delegatio!) supported the stat~ment made
by the Chairman at the 1st meeting regarding the decision-making procedure and
,fut~e work of' ~he Praparatory Committee. Non-governmental organizations could
make a useful contribution~ and his delegation would welcome proposals regarding
the procedures for their participation. His delegation also agreed that the
September session should be extend.ed.

26. Mr. HAMILTON (Sweden) said that internationally recognized non-governmental
organizations could play an important role in enlightening pUblic opinion and could
prouvide valuable input into the deliberations on disarmament. Careful consideration
should therefore be given to finding some practical way for them to participate.
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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 witn m~mbers, should propose asolution for consideration at the next session. His delegation agreed that theSeptember session should be extended by a few days.

27. The CHAIro~ said that he had received a number of proposals regarding theparticipation of non-governmental or~anizations and that a consensus on how theymight contribute seemed to be close at hand. A number of delegations hadsuggested that the Bureau ahould deal with the matter, and Sweden had expressedthe view that the decision could be postponed. He therefore suggested that theBureau should consider the matter and submit recommendations for considerationon the first day of the May session.

28. It was so decided.

29. The CHAIRHAN informed the Committee that replies from GovernmerJts would becirculated as they arrived.
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30. He requested the five geographical groups to designate one or two persons toact as liaison between the plenary meetings of the groups and the Chairman.
31. If he heard no objection, h~ would take it that the orga.nizational work of thePreparatory Committee had been concluded.

32. It was so decided.

33. ~e CHAIRMAN asked the Secretariat to take note of the Preparatory Committee'swish to use the time saved for an extension of the September session.

..

The m~eting rose at 12.20 p.~.
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liThe non-governmental organizations, whose dedication and interest in this
field is·well known and highly a~preciated by the members of this Committee,
could play a stimulating and 'constructive role in channelling the public
concerns in this matter.

"(2) ~e 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 str~ngthened by the continued presence of its
repre~entatives in the usual places in this room.

• "(1) A well.·informed public opinion, be it at national or international
levels, can bring significant contributions towards progress in the field of
disarmament.

1i(3) Notwithstanding ~he 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 and 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.:!.

..

4th meetinei

Monday, 9 Mql911.. at It a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argent.ina)

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

A/AC.187/SR.4

-15-

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-goverhme~tal organizations and a number of delegations that the officers of the
Commdttee should meet to determine procedures to govern the participation of
non-governmental organizations in the work of the Committee •. He could report that
the officers had'unanimously approved the following proposal:

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
Don-governmental organizations working in the field of disarmament to communicate
with delegations.

3. He~ delegation was particularly gratified that the Secretariat was to provide a
list of cpmmunications received from non-governmental organizations, since it
had alwa" emphasized the impo~ance of well-informed public opinion as a means of
achieving positive results in the field of disarmament.

;.. , She assured oth_r delegations and the non-governmental organi.'zations, whose
competence she acknowledged and admired, that her delegation would always be
prepared to consider their valuable views on the difficult task befo~e the Committee.
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5. The CHAIRMAN said that the worns of the representative of Sweden echoed the
feelings of the officers in making the recommendation, to the etteat ~h&t

non-governmental organizations and institutions working in the field of 4~~~~ept
were empowered to communicate directly with delegations. If he he~ ~o oQ~e~tiQPt

he would take it that the Committee wished to adopt the recommendation~ .

6. It was so decided.

7 • ·~he 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 agreed to that·
procedure.

9. It was so decided.

10. The CHAI~~ asked delegations to keep their statements to a ~nlmum, since
Governments had already had an opportunity to express their views on the special
session of the GnneralAssembly devoted to disarmament 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 a special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament had been well received and approved by.
the whole international co~unity, 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 iack
of political ~eadiness on the part of the nuclear Powers to take effective measures
to put a stop to the nuclear arms race.

13. Although Yugoslavia welcomed the efforts exerted by the two leading military
Powers and the agreements concluded' between the United States and the Soviet 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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~ountries, that action had not met with success, which was hardly surprising in
view or the fact that the leading nuclear Powers had continued to improve ana
augment the quantity of their nuclear weapons, the number of which had increased
~ivefo;Ld.

15. Ins~ead of concentrating on solving major problems, namely, how to prevent
q,ualitative sophistication and territorial spread of nuclear weapons, new
~endencie~ 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 agree~ent on how to prevent the sophisticati9n 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 asvects of the disarmament issue that had
prompt~d the non~aligned countries to propose the convening of a special session of
the General Assembly devoted'to disarmament~ The special session should appraise
the current ~tatus of the problem of disarmament, the results of negotiations, the
consequences for and dangers to the process of 'detente constituted by the
continuation of the arms race, and its consequences for the economic and social
development of the in~ernational 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 individual~y,

in 'keeping with their position and responsibility vis-a-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" prepara.tion 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. In its reply to the Seeretary-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 Nations 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 the
Group of non-aligned countries.

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m.

-17-
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5th meetins.

TU~sday. 10 May 1917. at 10.55 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/P£.187/SR.5
ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAIRMAN announced that, in accordance with the decision adopted bythe Committee at--the previous meeting, the Secretariat would circulate documentA/AC.187/INF.2, which contained a list of communications concerning disarmamentreceived from non-governmental organizations and research institut~ons.

2. Under the provisions of the Charter and the rules of vrocedure of theGeneral Assembly, it was customary to invite the specialized agencies to takepart in meetings of the Assembly or of its subsidiary opgans by sending them acopy of the announcement of the convening of each session, and that was presumablyan adequate procedure for inviting the specialized agencies to send observers totake part in the proceedings. Since resolution 31/189 B, in which it was decidedto convene the special session devoted to disarmament and to establish thepreparatory committee for the session, made no mention of the specialized agencies,he proposed that, if there was no objection, agencies concerned with disarmamentshould be invited to take part in the work of the committee with observer status.

3. It was so decided.

GENERAL DEBATE

4. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden) emphasized the urgent need for the special sessiondevoted to disarmament and her Government's determination to make an activecontribution to it. The session should be a starting point for a new phase ofjoint disarmament·efforts aimed at the gradual solution of specific problemswithin a reasonable time-frame. Sweden had repeatedly stated that the twosuper-Powers had a special responsibility for the future of the world since theircombined armaments amounted to 60· per cent of the world total. Accordingly,SUbstantial early progress in the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) betweenthe United States and the Soviet Union was one of the fundamental ingredients ofworld disarmament efforts. As in the case of SALT, progress towards acomprehensive nuclear-weapon test-ban agreement and towards the prohibition'ofchemical weapons depended ultimately on,the mobilization of the necessary politicalwill. Disarmament was a matter of serious concern to every nation, and effortstowards that goal must necessarily be multilateral. Sweden had from the verYbeginning attached the highest importance to the multilateral disarmamentnegotiations being conducted within the framework of the Conference of theCommittee on Disarmament 'at Geneva.

5. Early ag~eement on a draft agenda would facilitate the work of the PreparatoryCommittee. Her delegation felt that the agenda of the special session should bedrafted in broad terms which indicated the t3~e of action that the session wasexpected to take. The session should not devote too much time to an evaluationof past developments; if there was a real desire to achieve results, it shouldconcentrate on future action. The views of delegations on the events which hadled to the present situation could be recorded in a general debate but should not
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be the subj"ect of lengthy negotiations. Towards the end of the present session
of the Committee, a decision should be tak~n on the intersessional work that
was to be done. 'It 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/l9) 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 contained comments on a possible
declaration of principles which would provide a new basis for the efforts of the
international community in the field of disarmament, a programme of action which
would give highest priority to nuclear disarmament, and, finally, organizational
measures for the future, particularly with regard to the urgent probiem of
preventing further proliferation of nuclear weapons. The conventional arms
bu~d up in many parts of the world, involving ever more sophisticated weapons,
was also cause fOT concern.

7. At the same time, she wished to stress the weight 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 and 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 spendingcn 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 disarmament 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 w~re unfortunately not very promising
at the present time. The fact that her Government had proposed the convening of
another special session devoted to disarmament after a 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 agr~e on a set of generally
acceptable objectives for that collective venture.

-19-
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10. The multitude of replies received so far contained numerous ideas andproposals relating to the' objectives of the special session~ altho~gh they wereall important ~ it would be unrealistic to project all of them as 60als for thesession. It was imperative to determine by a process of selection those a~easwhere there was a reasonable chance of obtaining results. The main obJectives. ofthe special session could best be 'elaborated by ~aking ac~ount of the following
cur~ent trends: an unrestrained aroms race and the growth of ~uclear arsenals toan unbelievable level capable of destroying the whole world many times over hadmade disarmament more than ever an urgent and truly global pro1;>lem in Vhich theentire world had a vital stake; multilateral and bilateral treaties and agreementsin the field or arms limitation and control had been of marginal· value and had not .resulted in the elimination of a single nuclear weapon~ there was thus a need for~ reassessment of the (.:ffects of .the arms race on the economic developmeIit of· allnations, especially the non-nuclear countries and those without significant. .military power.

11. There seemed to be a measure of agreement among most Hember States as tothe format within which the objectives of the special ~ession could be achieved.In that connexion, the adoption of a declaration of principles and a programmeof action was widely regarded as of cardinal importance _ The Prepa.ratory Committeeshould seek to direct its attention as soon as possible to the.elaboration of anoutline of those two basic documents.

12. The declaration should embody a set of guiding principles and contain, inbroadly acceptable, clear terms, the essentiais of ~ new approach to thecomplicated problem of disarmament. It shOuld reflect current trends and realitiesand 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 shouldprovide a general framework for the substantive and i~stitutional approachesnec ess8.ry for action.

13. Although general and complete disarlltament was the ultimate goal, short-termand immediate objectives should not be ignored: The necessary attention should begiven to controlling the growth of armaments and also ~o the underlying sources ofinsecurity and the continuing conflicts and threats which created the demand forweapons. In preparing a declaration of principles, account should be taken of .technological and political changes and of new'economic real~ties, thoughts andtrends. In a document intended to provide directions for follow~up measures, abroad outline of priqrities was·an essential element. Of no "less importance wasreasonable, realistic consideration of the varying degrees of.responsibility ofdifferent countries on the oasis of priorities in the field of disarmament.

14. 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 wouldbe determined. The desired aim Has obviously not a hasty agr'eement on abstractpriorities'or a rigid programme and schedule of action. It was recognized thatthe implementation of any programme 'of action in that field was influenced bypolitical and security considerations of the hi6hest order and that an ipternationalatmosphere of distrust, in Which goodwill and a willingness to eo-operate ,.,ere·
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la~kiDsIl would hardly-be conducive to meaningful efforts to achieve disa.rmament •
.Th.e pl'optUlllle ot: acti.on should reflect those realities and offer a reasonable,
baluce4l appl"Oachembodying the f\.U1da.mental interests of the international
·.c~it:Y.

1:5. .In"the iclentif.ication of particular areas of arms limitation where action was
required'find in the establishment of priorities for future negotiations, the
following considerations seemed to be of particular importance: there seemed to
be & me&'sure of general agr._ement that nuclear arms limitation and reduction should
be'siven the highest priority and should be pursued with the greatest urgency; all
~r~a8 ot nuelelV arms control and, in particular, a comprdlensive nuclear test ban
callec'tor careful attention at the epecial session; consideration should be given
to the possibility of ~trengthening the non-proliferation regime by re~emphasizing

the t~ciamenta.jt elements of the non-proliferation treaty ~ which included horizontal
and vertical p~oliteration and the vitai area of the transfer of nuclear technology

,'for peaceful purposes. Other matters er concern were the security of non-nuclear
'w~apon.St&t~s. and progress in the Strategic Arms Limitation Tallts.

16. The' proguune of action should also deal with a number of other important
issues, such as other weapons of mass destruct10n, confidence-building measures,
the .regulation of conventional armaments and review of disarmament machinery. His
delegation WOuld, when appropriate, express. detailed and more specific views on
those issues.

17. ~~. DATCU (Romania) said that the holding of a General Assembly session on
disa~ent was of special importance, riot only because it was the first time in

. the history .of the Organization that Member States would be considering the
question of disarmament at a special session but also because the session would
be prepared and held 6:~' 3. time when the whole world was endeavo~:Jring to institute
a new international economic order.

18. The United liJ'ations 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. l~egotiations on disarmament had gradually drifted away
from the United Nations and those that were still being conducted under its
auspices had, in actual f'act,lost their original content, Three decades had
elapsed since its fOl,lndation and the United i'iations was still not exercising
direct competence in the matter of nei,~otiations on military disengagement and
disarmament. Furthe~ore, Governments had not taken resolute action to reduce or
do away with armaments and make mankind safe :from another war. The international
conventions and t~eaties concluded thus far had certainly help~d to create a
climate of greatp.r understanding, but had not succeeded in curbing the armaments
race or ensuring the application of etf~ctive 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. ~bile billi0ns of dollars
were being spent on armaments, problems of under-development and economic
inequality were worsening. 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 chanses in disarmament negotiations and
in proposed approaches and measures, as well as in the machinery for the conduct
of neeotiations. The United Nations certainly had special responsibilities and
competence in t! e iilatter. The President of Romania, 1\1'r. Ceat:.sescu, 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 a disarmament
programme. It had also stated that it was in favour of holding a world disarmament
conference.

21. 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 appropriate
measures, as well as on the supervision of their implementation. The first General
Asselilbly 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 Jf negotiations, ~he era of real and concrete disarmament, under strict and
effective international control.

22. The special spssion would need careful preparation, and in that connexi ' toe
Committee -lOuld have o.n important part to play, since the guidelines, strateg? ',-,
and doc','~ents to 'be adopted and the future struc cure of negotiations would la.r' ly
emerge f~om its work. It might be said that the special session began with the
deliberations of the Committee and, consequently, the Coramittee hud the duty to
give the General Assembly the opportunity to adopt clear~cut~ 6pecific and
constructive documents and. to :::et the disarmament negotiation;~ on tb,e right path.
The Committee's activities should be conducted in such a way c-t -to ensure that all
interested States cot::.ld participate itl the proceedings and negotiations and that
closed groups were avoided.

23. The agenda for the 5pecial session should be clear and precise and be strictly
linked to the subject-ma~ter, so as to show the dangers of the armaments race and
the short-earnings .in the negotiations held so far on the subject, and an effort
should be ms:de to outline measures to be a(:~p""'cJ in the future. The agenda should
include the following items: consideration of the situation created in the field
of nl~lear and conventional armaments and the status and results of the
negotiations on disarmament; measures to be adopted by +~e United Nations to ensure
that ~isarmament negotiations could start moving, so that viable agreements could
be concluded leading to g'~neral and cGmplete disarmament, and especially nuclear
difarmament; and the function of' the United Nations in the disarmament field.
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24. The Declaration should set forth the prirciples governing disarmament
negotiations, their objectives and priorities, the strate~y and the tactics for all
acticn relating to disarmament.

25. The Programme of Action, COVer:l..lg various phases, should contain concrete
measures to promote confidence and co-ope~a~ion amon~ 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 authprity that were also flexible and operated in accordance with
democratic working rules and procedures, and allowed for the participation of all
states interested in disarmament negotiations.

27. 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 sesoion. However, it would also have to begin to prepare drafts for the
Declaration, 'the Programme of Action and documents on negotiating machinery, since
any delay in ~hose tasks could'jeopardize both quality and content. The Cmrnnittee
would also have to make the maximum use of the time at its disposal.

28.' Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) said that the Government of Poland had 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 armaments race and achieve effective disarmament agreements; secondly,
that the imperative need for-disarmament vas necessitated by considerations of'
strengthening world security and eliminating the threat of a ilew world war, and
that it represented the basic foundation for ensuring irreversibility of the
processes of political detent~; thirdly, that progress in limiting the armaments
race and in disarm~ent could truly and effectively serve the establishment of a
new international economic order. That position de~ived from the genuine conviction
that international relations in the present-day world could only be based on detente
and co-operation and thut 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 detente so tnat they extend~d to all nations, which implied the
elimination of sources o~ tension and conflict, 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 Government of Pole-nd 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 disarmame~t 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 con~iderations the a~enda for the special session
should include: (1) a general debate on disarmament; (2) preparations for the
hold~nG 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.

31. 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 obstructi~g

mankind's progress. In the Soviet memorandum of 28 Geptember ~976, a comprehensive
programme of action had been submitted whichook account of the world situation
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 consideration would be given to
a wide range of issues in the field of nuclear disarmauent, and to measures to put
an end to the armaments race and limit armed forces ~l~ conventional armaments.
The special s.ession should takf'! account at the same ti~;ie of the basic security
requirements of all States. In the view of the Polish Government, prdgress could
only be made if the approach to disarmament was based on realistic premises, n8JTlely
on the principles of undiminished security of every State, respect for
inadmissibility of unilateral ~ilitary advantages, universality of disarmament,
effective limitation and reduction of military potentials, strict adherence to and
full implementation of accepted oblivations, refraining from actions detrimental to
disarmament efforts and the adoption of global and regional measures to promote
further strengthening of detente and growth of international confidence.

33. Given those conditions, one could envisage the possibility of viable agreements
for prohibitine the use and production of nuclear weapons an~ other weapons of mass
destruction, reducing their number and finally eliminatine them. Those objectives
would be furthered by agreements on the general and complete prohibition of
nuclear-~capon 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-p~oliferation regime.

34. One prerequisite for meaningful progress in that regard was the universality
of disarmament processes. VTithout underestimating the role, capacities and
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obligations of the nuclear-weapon States, it must be borne in mind that disarmament
was .8n 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-making by
consensus and the equitable participation of all groups of States in the preparatory
process were therefore pre-conditionsfor success. He observed that, because of the
mechanical application of a formula which might have been valid in other bodies,
the socialist States were seripusly 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 profiting 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. l~mitted to the United Nations. The list should
present the substance of the propL .... al, the date and country of submission, and the
status 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 Assembly.
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. M1ERASINGHE (Sri Lanka), speaking on gehalf of the m~mbers of the
Preparatory Committee belonging to the Group of Non-Aligned Countries~ submitted a
draft ageQda for the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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. Tne 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 nee;otiations on dbarmament 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
appropri~te 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 aeenda proposed by the Group of Non-Aligned Countries
called for review and appraisal of the present international situation in the
li!~ht of the lack of proGress in the field of disarmament, since the non-aligned
countries believe~ that th~t situation was seriously 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 1{aS no secret that the inflation currently
afflictin~ the world was the result of the huge sums spent on armaments. Although
the non-ali 0ned countries did not believe that the resources released by a
reduction in arms expenditure should necessarily be used to promote economic
development thrqugh assistance to the developing countries, they felt that doing
so would benefit both the developed and the developing coyntries.

39. If 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-~ligned 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
cff~ctive. Experience showed that the United Nations as a whole did not play an
iU!lortant role in discussions of disarmament 9 and the non-aligned countries
llelieved that that situation should be broue;ht to an end.

40. In 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··Ali;r,ned Countries, held at Colombo, had referred to three main subjects which
sbould be dealt with at that session, namely, the problem of disarmament, the
drawinc; up of a set of priorities and recommendations, and the convening of a
"'orld 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
belonginr, to the Conunittee 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 tak~ up the limited time available to the Committee.

41. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) recalled that, in accordance with a ~~uggestion

made by the Chairman at the second meeting of the Preparatory Committee, held on
29 March 1977 (A/AC.187/SR.2), the Corr~ittee had decided to request the Secretariat
to begin the preliminary work vD such factual background papers on disarmament as
might be needed for the.Committee's work, including a presentation of all
disarlnament resolutionk adopted by the General Assembly, a paper on the existing
principles '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 IlOt, when they would be made available.

42. In accordance with the invitation issued by the General Assembly in operative
para~raph 3 of its resolution 31/189 B, some Mem~er States had communicated their
views on the a~enda and all other relevant questions relating to the special
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43. The CHAIRMAN observed that the rep~esentative 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.
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45. The Centre for Disarm~ent had made great efforts to complete the papers but
had encountered some difficulties. M~ny 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.

44. ~r. ALm~ (Secretary of the Committee) recalled that at the second meeting of
the current session of the Preparatory CG~mittee three documents had been m~ntioned:

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
hesotiations.

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 la 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 inter,esting 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 p~er listing the items regUlarly included in the agenda of General

se~sion 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 headin~s, 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

25 (A/AC.187/34) mentioned la subjects on which, in that Government's opinion,
working papers should be prepared. His delegation felt that such papers would be

~h very useful both to the Preparatory Committee and to ~he special session itself.
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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 CHAIRMAN ~aid the Secretariat had infor~ed 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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~sdBl. 11.Ma.y my. at 11,05 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.6
GErlERAL DEBATE (continued)

1. Mr. SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of GermNlY) recalled that his country had .
co-spl:lnlored the draft resolution whereby it had been decided to hold the special
seedon d.evoted to disarmament, because it considered that what had so far been
achieved in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament was only a beginning.
The multilateral negoti.ations concerning dillU"mBml:nt and arms control on a world-wide

. basis were concentrated in the Conference of the Committee on Dis armament. That
organ vu responsible for negotiating draft treaties on the subject t and it was
to be hoped th~t progress would be achi<!ved in Geneva in important areas before
the special sessioh of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The objectives
of the special session should be viewed against the background of those ongoine
effort~. His delegation believed that the special session devoted to disarmament
should be held in an atmosphere of co-operation and mlltual trust, in order to
demonst:rate the czoedibili ty of world-wide endeavours towards disarmament 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
effe~ctive .impetus for further discussion, partiCUlarly where development tended to
be st&BD8.nt. The Federal Republic of' Germany would therefore be pleased if a
consensus: could be :reached at the special seuion on the basic elements of the
disarmament question and if some guidelines could be given concerning future
priorities.

2. With regard to the issues to be discusaed i the Government of the Federal
Republic of Germany believed that the problems of nuclear and conventional
disarmament 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 disarmament and economic and social development in
the world.

3. It was important that the special session ~hould help to make international
disarmament negotiations more effective, particularly in order to achieve the
ultimate gQal of eeneral 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 balanced
meaE?ures of disarmament and arms control.

4. With regard to the immediate purpose of the Preparatory Committee's meetings,
efforts should be concentrated on reaching a consensus on the agenda for the special

. session devoted to disarmament. The proposal submitt"!ld at the preceding meeting
(AIAC.l87143) 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 declaration reflec~ing the consensus of the international community on
the future cO-Jrse of international disarmament efforts and negotiations. In its
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view, that committee of the whole would <:i.lso be the most a'TJpropriate body of the
special session to discuss possible improvements in the structure of disarmament
institutions and their mechanisms, takine into consideration the need to maintain
the negotiating capacity of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. If
n~cessary, the committee of the whole could establish ad hoc groups to consider
special problems.

5. In connexion with the suggestions made concernin~ the orgsnizacion of the
special session, it should be borne in mind that the problems of disarmament were
so closely interrelated, and even the consideration of structural problems was so
closely linked wi th the task of defining priorities, that. it was difficult to see how
co-ordinated work could be done in several committees whi ch 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
Committee. That would also assist the preparation of the report which the
Committee was to submit to the General Asseni>ly 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 disarmarrent and
arms control, and efforts currently being made in that regard. It mieht also be
useful to take 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.

7. Hr. 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 l?uitably prepared, the session could contribute SUbstantially to
the solution of disarmarnent problems. It was necessary to end the absurd
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 multilateral and bilateral
meetings. In a number of important areas, notable success had been achieved in the
renuction of the arms race and effective' agreements had been concluded. In
general, however, there was no slowing down in the arms ra~e, involving increasingly
sophisticated weapons, and the number of States participating in that process was
still growing. The special session of the General Assembly should I-ovide a useful
international forum, for consideration of the existine situation wi,th regard to
disarmament. 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 disarmament.
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9. In their replies, many States proposed that the special session Should
formulate bro~d basic principles to GU1Je di~armaD1ent ncr.otiations. His ueleeation
would not be opposed to seein~ the special session discuss and perha~s draft a
nw~ber of declarations of principles. In particular, it would be us~ful to reaffir.c
that the main purpose of all disarma lent efforts should be the tl.chi~·I.'~ll1ent of
;~ene!"{~l and cO:L:lplete distLrmu!1ent and to emphasize the.: n~ed for parti~ipation in
:le~otintions by a.ll States, particularly the nuclear Powers, and for the enunciation ,
of basic princi~les such as the principle that no one should seek to obtain
unilatcrul advantace or threaten the security of uny State.

10. At the thirty-first session o~ the General Assembly, the Soviet Union had
~ubmitted a memorandum on questions of endin6 the arms race and disarmament in which
it had maue specific proponals calling, inter alia, for nuclear uisaim~lent, the
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, conso1iuo.tion of the recime or ~on-proliferation

of nuclear weapons t the destruction of che.aical weapons t prohibitio~ of the
development of new types of weapons of mass destruction and the reduction of
:ilitary bUdcets. His dele6ation was pleased to note that most of the replies fr~
States drew attention to tne need for a prompt solution to all thoseproble&s.
However, it would be un~ealistic to expect complex, deep-seated problems like the
en~in~ of the arms race and the achievement of general and complete disarmament to
be solve~ overnicht. Experience hud shown that the road to ~isarmamcnt was
difficult and complicated and that i t callu~ for painstaking ne~otiations '::.nrouah
various c~~~nels and in various for~. The existing channels nad d~monst~ated

taeir effectiveness. Complex neGotiating machinery had been created in which
practicel l::easures tor brinGin~ about disarmament end curbinc the aft,s race were
discussed and adopted. However, those were complex, many-sided problems; in some
cnf:CS they called for a bilateral approach, while in others a regional t multilateral
a.pproach was required. '!he bl1a.teral i.Joviet-United f~tates negotiations should play
an important role in containing the ams race as in the case of the limitation of
~trategic ams. Regional negotiations aimed at the reduction of armed forces and
armamer.ts in Central Europe 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 Cammitteeof the General Assemblye All1those different
approaches complemented each other and contributed to the over-all wo.rk being done
in the field of disarmament.

11. ~rrectlve so1.utions to disarmament problems could be worked out only in a
universal forum with the necessary machinery for adopting practical ~iab1e decisions
that took the interests of all States into account. That could be ~ccomplished

within tt ~ frnrnework of a ....orld disarmnment conference. At every s~:~cion dnce 1911,
the General Assembly ha.d called for the conveninG of such a confcrdl':.'c, t.l.w.1 the idct.L
had won active support at various meetinr,s of the non-aliGned countrie~. In
Augu~t 1976, the Conference of Heads of State or Government of IJon-lllicncd Countric3
in Colo::lbo had proposed that the aGenda of the special scusion dcvotl:d to disarlllament
should include an item on the convenin8 of a world. llisarlDonll:nt conf'':~·l.mcc. Hia
~legation .... 'J~ J,h'u~H:<1 to note that the convenins of such a conl\:r~.:ncc WIL:J

:"cceiving ~upport in the replies submltted by States to the Secreto.n"-Gtmeral. AmOll/)

the cou.~tries '\o"'hich had taken that position were AIC0ria, Polanll, Venezuela ~ Spain,
the Ger=an Democratic Republic p Yugoslavia, Bulcaria, Cyprus, Syria, Finland and
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Mexico. The question of convening a world 4isarmament conferenc~ had thus becomeuniv~rsal in nature, and one of the main tasks of the special session was to decideon measures for preparing and holding the conference, which should' be the next,decisive stage in ttie solution of disarmament problems.

12. His'delegation wished to draw attention to the question of the composition ofthe Preparatory Committee which should reflect the specific tasks to be performeqby the Committee and the role played by various States in disarmament negotiations.Unfortunately, the socialist countries, whose efforts and experience in disarmamenttalks were well known, hac been discriminated against in setting up t.he PreparatoryCommittee. The system used in distributing seats was that.known as the "Economicand Social Council formula", which was not appropriate when it was a question ofdiscussing disarmament problems •. The effective efforts made by the\G~oup ofSocialist States in dealing with those problems was reflected in the structure ofother bodies concerned with disarmament questions. His'delegation had thereforereserved the right to propose that at its thirty-second session the General Assemblyshould assign additional seats to the Socialist group. 'l:'he Committee should includethat recommendation in its report to the thirty-second besslon 'of the Assembly.
13. His delegation was prepared to play a constructive part in the work of theCommittee.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

14. v~. ELLIOT (Belgium) expressed appreciation to the delegation of Sri Lanka forsubmitting at the previous meeting a draft agenda for the special session of theGeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament (A!AC.187/43).which would enable theCommittee to initiate a more concrete phase of its work. He was also grateful to thedelegation of Sri Lanka for hnving been willing to hold consultations with a numberof representatives of other regional groups.

15. His delegation supported the draft agenda, and that support should be viewed inthe light of the oral explanations provided at the previous meeting byAmbassador Amel'asinghe. It should be noted that the draft set out only the .maintopics. It should be regarded for the moment as merely a rough outline and mightwell "'be amended in the course .of the Committee's work. Formal proposals wouldprobably be made wit~ a view to improving the draft agenda so as to facilitate a.consensus, which seemed essential to the success of the special session devo~ed todisarmament.
.

160 His delegation felt that the draft agenda could also provide the basis f~r thepreparation of an annotated agenda whi~h would set out in detail the various aspectsof each item in the present draft. The draft could also serve as the basis forestablishing several working groups, which should be limited in nUmber so that alldelegations could participate in them. His delegation would be a~le to suppor~,when the matter arose,. the proposal by the Federal Republic of Germany that thePreparatory Committee shoul~ hold informal meetings.
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11. Mr. BJORNERSTEDT (Assistant Secretary-General, Centre for Disarmament),
replYing to a ~.- testmn by the representative of Mexico concerning documentation 7

said that it v:J\,;ld be' possible to proceed at oncca with the task of snalysing the
replies $ubmitted by Member States pursuant to General Assembly resolution 31/1.89 B
and arranging their cOntents 1J11der various headings; however, cOlD1llWlica1;ions were
still being received arid, if lJ or 12 Ms.y was set as the deadline, addenda to the
documen~ would have to be i,. _1J.6.d • ,The list of 8 or 10 main headings \l probably 'I:.l'i:th
subheadings" could be submittea. at the next meeting of the Committee, in which cue
the document'would be ready by the beginning of the following week and the necess~~

addenda woUld be issued later.

18. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that 'the preparat~on of the document should
bsgin that same day so that it could be c;ll.rculated the following Monday at the
latest. The iist· ofhsadings did not need to be exhaustive, but, if there was DO
time for a more detailed analysis, the replies from Governments should at least be
classified under the following subject headings:

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

2., The main documents whi~h the General Assembly should adopt at its special
session devoted to disarmament and their content:

(a) Declaration of Principles (l)n Disarmament;

(b) Programme of Action on Di;garmament;

, 1

, i

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

anka for
r the 4. The role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament.
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19. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee agreed to the suggestion made b.Y the representative of Mexico.

20. It was so decided.

21. Mr. BJORNERSTEDT (Assistant 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 ma-de by various delegations
at the present session regarding the topics referred to, Which would be classified
according to the same criteria as the replies from Member States, said that, although
that procedure had been followed on past occasions, 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 rise
and the Committee should continuf: its proceedings informally in order to facilitate
communications between delegations.

23. It was so decided.

jhe meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.
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7th meeting

ThursdWJ 12 May 1977. at_ll a.m.

2. The Austrian Government Tias a~Tare that genuine disarmament could be achieved
only through the political will of States, which in turn depended on the existent
of a climate of mut"al confidence and understanding between Stat~s and on the
active concern of ,'Jrld public opinion. It hoped that the special session 'Would
ma}te a real contribution to building up such confidence and would enSllTf'! that the
problems of disarmament were seen in the proper perspective of the ov~r-all

political, ~ocial and economic situation. The problems of development and
disarma~ent were closely related, and the two tasks must therefore succeed
together or fail together.

3. The difficulties impeding pro~ress in disarmament, which stemmed from the
intricate ~r'blems,involved,would not disappear by themselves. Accordingly, a
thorough cna. since:i..e eXBIllination of the causes underlying the current stagnation
of d~sarmam~nt negotiations was as necessary as was dis~ussicu of the possibility
o~ a new and comprehensive approa~h to disarmament negotiations leading to the
adoption of a balanced pI'ogramme 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 probl~ms. fuiother topic ef the
discussions should be the instit~tional and organizational measures which wo'ald
allow the United Nations to carry out more effectively its predominant role in the
field of disarmament.

1. Mr. JANKOWITSCH.(Austria) recalled that, in the introduction to his report on
the work of the Organization in 1975, the Secretary-General of the United Nations
had'deplored the fact that it had not prov~j possible to halt or limit the arms
race in a world increasingly preoccupied with the problems of social justice,
hunger, poverty, development and a..'1 -=quitable sharing' of resources. Today, that
a~sessment was even more valid. The policy of detente, 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 wi~h those considerations in
mind that the Austrian Minister for Foreign Affairs, at tha 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 disarmament.

4. The Austrian Government attached special importance to El. speedy solution of
the various problems posed by the arms race in both the nuclear and the
conver.tj.onal f-:,elds.· Nuclear disarmament continued to be the most urgent of those
prGolems, and the conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, besi1es
being of vital importance to mankind, would facilitate disarmament in other
fields. The credibility of measures to p:cevent the horiz;.:mtal prolifera.tion of
nuclear weapons hinged in particular upon the willingness of the two leading
[".:clear-weapon States to agree on effective meaSUI'es of nl-,clear disarmament. In
that context~ the fragile basis of the non-p~oliferation regime, as demonstrated
by tte Review Cc~ference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear. i'Te~pons, cou .l not bE"' overlooked. National and :i.:ite:r-national actions
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Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)Chairm@:!!,:

GENERAL DEBATE (continued)
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prior to the second Conference would be a determining factor for the future of
non···proliferation treaties. A related problem ..ras that posed by the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy, and especially by the peaceful use of nuclear explosive
devices. The special session should elaboratE' rc:cl: lnl,'cndations on the subject ~

and the resources of the International Atomic Energy Agency should also be
stren{;thened.

5. The increasing.build.-up of arsenals of so-called conventional weapons in many
parts of the world in ~ecent years was also a cause of great concern to the
international community, particularly because it &.ccounted for the greatest
proportion of world military 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 tbat States Parties to the Treaty would use the Hoon 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 concernin,n" !~n
agreement prohibiting weapons which could destroy the other side's observation
satellites and thereby prevent the ve:ification of compliance with arms limits.

7. All 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 vhich was diverted to military purposes. That
aspect should be a topic for the United Nations Conference on Science and
Technolorc~ for Development scheduled for 1979.

8.~s to ~~e further conduct of the preparatory work for the special session, his
delegation considered that the Committee should adopt an agenda which ou~ht to be
defined in broad terms in order to be generally acceptable. In that connexion, it
was prepared to support the draft agenda submitted by the dele~ation 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 ar,ree on the broad outlines of 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 th~ services ·of the United Nations
Centre ror Disarmament and should request the Secretari~t to provide it with the
bacl(f~rOund information it would need to carry out its task. The expertise of
non···r:overnmental orr:anizations and internationally recor:nized re~earch

organizations could also contribute to an understanding of the problems facing t~e

COT:1'littee.

9. His delegation also supported the establish~ent of an intersessional working
group to prepar~ 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 ?'eference of thegroup, which should be open-ended, and to agree on a generally acceptablestructure for i~s work~ including the period of time for which it would beconvened.

10. The Marques de VILLAFRANCA DE EBRO (Spain) said all countries were agreedthat th.e agenda should include a general debate, during which the progress made indisarmament would be assessed, the adoption of a declaration of principles ondisarmament, the adoption of a programme of action on the subject, and a study ofthe machinery that could be used in the context of the United Nations. in o~der toachieve progress in all aspects of disarmament. His delegation~ like many others,considered that the work of the special session must not be allowed to becomemerely a repetition of the work of the First Commi: ~ee:; attention should thp.reforebe concentrated on general andcom~lete disarmament under effective internationalcontrol. In that respect, it must be Ecknowledged that the progress made by theUnited Nations in the field of disarmament related almost exclusively to sideissues.

11. Obviously, the first point the Committee must settle was the content of theagenda of the special session. In that connexion, the document submitted by thedelegation of Sri Lanka on behalf of the group of non-aligned countriesconstituted an excellent basis for negotiation, since it reflected the views of alarge number of Member States. The list of items should not, however, beexhaustive, dnce Member States were probably interested in dealing with otheraspects of disarmament. As his delegation had indicated in document A!AC.187!9,it might be important to have an aBenda item providin~ an opportunity for carefulconsideration and possible recommendation of drafts prepared by United Nationsnegotiating bodies which were ready for adoption. '

12. His delegation felt that the adoption of,a gen~ral political declarationwould be very useful and that, among the principles which should be reflected insuch a document, stress should be placed on the relationship between disarmamentand international ,security at the ~lobal and 'regional levels. The declarationshould also take into account a just apportionment of obligations among countriesin matters of nuclear and conventional aisarmament, There '-~s no doubt thatgreater obligations devolved upon those States which possess~1 nuclear arms andwhose enormous arsenals const~tuted a major threat to world peace. Another basicprinciple which should be reflected was the effects of the jmmense costs of anunrestraified armaments race on the economic development of the entire
int~rnational community.

13. The principle of. equality of States and the right 0 all to participate inthe measures ~.,liich "muld be adopted for the eventual achievement of ~eneral andcomplete disarmament should also be taken into account. The agenda should alsogive priority to the horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear arms and toeffective measures to deal with the problem, ~.,ithout, however, affecting theaccess of non~nuclear-weapon cOIDltries to the technology and raw mat~rials neededfor peaceful nuclear activities under an effective system of in"~ernationalsafeeuards. The establishment of zones of peace and denuclearized zones should
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also be studied, aswell ~s the possibility of extendin~ such zones to other
geographical regions.

14. The special sessipn was an excellent opportunity to study the United Nations
nee;otiating machinery on disarmament and to consider po~sibilities for
restructuring it. The United Nations hed a guiding role to play in that field.
The linls should therefore be strengthened between the United Nations and certain
organs such as CCD, whose work was extremely useful but which was not in a
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 nCjding 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 right to vot~ in the work of the Committee, he would
give the floor to the representative of Finland.

, .
16. t1r. BLOMBERG (Finland) said that two 3imple principles should be kept

.constantly in mind. Firstly~ as' an essential element of detente, arms control and
disarmament were imperative for the security o-P '.lat.i.Ons. Secondly, disarmament
was imperative for the realization of the goa~ "f a new international economic

,order. The Members of the United Nations had ~~edged themselves to the creation
of that new international economic order. A'number of causes of underdevelopment
had been identified and agreement 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.

11. The question of convening a World Disarmament Conference had been raised in
most considerations related to the special session on disarm~ent. His
Government thought that there was ample 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 Nembers of the United
~atione"was committed to the idea of a world conference on disarmament.
Tl~erefore, it was loe;ical to expect that that lfOuld be reflected in 'the
prl')ceedings of the special session.

18. In 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 a
successful outcome of the session would be greatly enhanced if progress in the
negotiations could be achieved before the special session. On the other hand, the
agenda should be flexible enough that the work of the special session 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 ams control and rli~arma..'n~nt iosuen. 'I'hus, it flhould dE'al with the
~eriou3 nnlI m"r.ent probler.l por,('fl 1V nuclear "'cnpons '. inclulliu.... t.11~ ('I!f-r.:ltion of
~.ucl(:3r-wE:El.pon teots and t.he reduction l>f the exi:otinr: lIuc:1vHrawear't.ln ar:::pnals.
The ri sk of the proliferation of nucle"r ',rcaf\cns ~'T:1S l:,~r}lo.nf, the nlC'f't sc:"ious
facet of the prob1el!l~ the Cicsoion should concider action for the r.t.l'r~n~t!:·.:ninr; of
the' non-proli feration re!~i!l:e.. 'l'h<: eBtnblish!TlE'ut. of nuc!t''.1!"-'''canon-1'ree zonen wa::;
another vio.b1e approach to check the ~jpread of thos(..l '''ear'OIl';. 'rill ~ L',i tt1tioll :m,l
elimi nation of otht:'r ....eapon:; uf I!LaaS dt::.;truction" includi n," chemical "re.:ll'Onn Rnd
new types of Heapons, ~hou1u. ulso ~e included in the Iwrk of the :;t"t't;ion. It 1.f~:3
also ir.:portant that the sC£l:1ion should t:lckle otber MaJor iCf,l.les, £:t'ch as th~
trade' in' and transfer of convl.:ntiono.l UrlilG. lIis J('l(!f'~ltion \lc1col'flt'(l the ;,',h'di nil
r,nVr:rnt:l\:nt'::; rrupo;;sl for n ~L1Jdy of t.ll': illt.L'rr(!ltlti,m::lJil':: }.l't."'VI'1l Ili~::Lrl"I:'hl:t

c1'1'vrt~ anu economic and Docinl l'r"i~rL':';U, /loLl off\:1"l"j it;; full co-cl!t'rut.ioll in
that underta~inr..

20. Ti:e relatively slow pror:-ress in disarmament n~r:oti:ltions was ma.inly dtle to
the inherent complexity of the protJll'''' ra.tiwr thcm to thl! lack of u.c.:eqIJ:).t,.~

ma.chinery and :;.rocedurcf: either \orithin the fr~nll.:""()rJ~ of tlw l]nited :lnti()n~ or
outddc it. At the same tim~, improvt::rlt.'nts chould be Made in the eYi~tin,~

L:echanis!Tis and procedures so as to ntrcnl~then the role of the Uni t€t: :'ntiorL~ in
the field of dinarmamcnt.

21. ~~r. lI()LLi\1 (Ilunr:ary) said th:lt rhm,~ary's surport for thf' spcci1:Jl c~:~:~ion of
the Gt:'ncra] A~:;~r.:Lly ut.!votcd to disl1rlTl£1ment was not a P.1atter of ,r.uc.~cctiv<::'

c.lcci !:ii on , but follo....ed from its social system. In ever~f intcrnnticr:Ol fCJr1lr.l,
Hunl;ary had supr:orted attempts aimed at enhancinr: the Clluse of disarnament.

22. I!unr·ary \oJ/lS convinced that thl:! eliMinat.ion of the nrml:: race !"I:-aui rL'd tlte
COl:linon effort of all States, and connidered that the be:jt frumeworl-: for th:J.t "n~ a
\!orld Disarr.larnent Confer<:nce. Some m: intained thnt the holrling of that
Confl:"rencc would not be a realistic solution b~Ca1.H3(~ of thc o!lposition of c~r1.ain

Powers. ~ecent history had provided many examples of the achievement of goals v~ich

seemed unrealistic, a few years earlier. When a number of countries proposed holding a
buro~ean Conference on ;'~curity and Co-operation, for some the propceal had also ~e~mcd

to be unreaJistic; leiter, l.owew:r, it hfld been possible to hold the (;onf't:renc(J. It
should be pointed out that t.he p"litical cl1mr;.te in Europe had improved considE:'rably
in recent times and th3t any progress achieved in the field of disarmament would
sure~ accelerate the process of d~tente. ~e World Disarmament CGnference v(~ld

be a new Rpproach in internati (Jnsl d1 f>annament negotiations, and Hung/\ry ct.iOsidered
it vez-y important that the special ~ess1cn should devote due a.ttentil,n to it Wld
include it as a sepa,rate Iten1 in the ngpnda.

23. With rnspect to the llf.'end/\ of the r.pecia.l SeSSi(ln, it WliS evid.ent that fl

general debate on disHrrr;wnent.wtu: needeci, as well I!S a reA.1.iFtlc appraisal ,of the
present f.;it.uation, 50 ~s t.o dra.'" correct conclusions for the future. w1lile
revlcwiri€, the role 01' the United l'\n.tionfo a.nd that of the (~xir.ting macr.lntlry in the
f1 eld of dl Gannament, one stiOuld keep!n mi i'Id the proven uf;efulnee 5 and the so far
unused capnctt,ies of thtl t ma.ctd nery.

?4. In th~t connex1on. it. !';lIould be strecfied t.hat t!lE' !Ph,!1 task 01' the special
session shc.uld be not to replace the ex1r;tinp- mac!'. iner,y ';x' r,'~;."ums but to exert a
favourable influencE:' on than, sir.ce th,~ £:10'01 progrt,;ss b ~.te field of dlsa.nn9ment
.... as not due to "imperfect" mach1f1ery but rather to tbc li:<.ck of adequate polHical
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,-rill. His delegation hoped that the special session ',rould contribute to the
impro~~ment of the political climate) which would in turn be reflected in greater
pro~ress in the existing disarmament forums.

25. The need for achieving concrete results in the field of disarmament was
unquestionable, but they could be achieved only if the basic document respected
certain ~rinciple5, such as the need for States to take into account each other's
security interests~ the exclusion of unilateral military advantages for any Stat~

or Group of States, and ~he universality of disarmament both in the geographical
sense and in the sense of types of weapons.

26. The sequence of ite~s on the ag~nda should be formulated in a'lop,ical 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 'olQuld reneu the
mandate of the- Preparatory Committee. It trusted that at that time it would be
possible to enlr~ge the Committee in order to acco~Fodate th~se socialist
countries which played an important role in disarmament questions as members of
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. He reqUf~sted that the

·observations of his delegation and the delegations of ~ther 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. ~_~~ (Colombia) said, it must be remembered that the forthcoming special
session devoted to disarmament had been the solution found by the General Assembly
to try to remedy the resoundinr: failure of the Uni:.ed Natiuns in the field of
disarmament and the failure of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament"
which had not yet produced any positive results that wi~ht benefit mankind. His
dele~ation was concerned that too much emphasis miGht be placed on declarations or
appraisals ,of the world disarmament situation and that the participants in the
special session might become involved in philoso~hical discussi9ns that would use
up the short time available to them '.vithout ofi'erinp; the "Torld any panacea.

29. With rep,ard to the draft 'agenda submitted by the neler,ation of Sri Lanka on
behalf of the non-aligned group in the Preparatory Committee, ,,,hile it mip;ht be
useful to carry out a review and appraisal of the ~resent international
disarmament situation and to adopt a declaration 01' principles on disarmament 
something which the General Assembly had already don~ on countless occasions _. his
delesation felt that item 3 of the draft aroenda, naMely the aQo~tion of a
programme of action on disarmament, was most important and should be the core of
the work of the special session. Nothin~ could be ~ained from a rhetorical
declaration of principles if it "ras not accompanied by a TJrop;raP1Jlle of well
conceived measures. for arms limitation. Such measures should be aimed at ending
the proliferation of nuclear ''1eapons, limitinr: conventional .reapons, and
eliminatinr, incendiary and chemical weapons and weapons of mass destruction.
rlevertheless, a mere announcement of such measures would not be SUfficient; it
would he necessary '"I prepare bacl,>p:round docUJTlr>nts 011 each one s,nd to formulate
practical sugsestJ.'\s ")n them.
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30. In discussions of practical m~asures, the need to prevent the proliferation
of nuclear weapons and to eliminat~ nucle~~ stockpiles was constantly stressed.
But there were other more ur~ent matters, since the horrible consequences of such
weapons made it very ·unlikely that t.hey 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 larr,e masses of the population
were afflicted by the tra~edy of U4derdevelopment, $510 million had been spent on
arms in 1915.

31. No matter how hard the General Assembly 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 wi~l to
co-operate.

32. In its letter addressed to the Secretary-Gen~ralpursuant to General Assembly
resolution 31/189 B, the Government of Colombia stated that disarmament was in no
way dependent on the will of the Organization as such~ or even on that of the vast
laajority of it~ Members; it depended solely on the will of the countries that
manufactured weapons, that had be;;:-n st.ockpiling them, that traded in them and that
derived both military and political power and enormous financial profit from that
lethal industry. Se 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 O'in interests and hun~er for power, nothing would be gained, no matter
how many special sessions of the General Assembly or how m&~y world conferences on
disarmament were held.

33. The CHAI~~N reminded members that at the previous meeting (A/AC.181/SR.6)
the Mexican representative had sugsested that the Secretariat should prepare a
document comparing the replies sent to the Secretary-General by Member States
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 3l/189·B. He· had also suggested some
headings for the relevant subdivisions. 1n line with that suggestion, the
Secretariat had prepared a draft lis(. of ight' headings, namely: (1) General
remarks; (2) Objectives of the special session:. (3) Preparatory work for the
special session; (4) Agendaj (5) Or~anization of work of the special session:
(6-) Principal document or documents of the special session~ (1) Role of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament; and (8) Other matterso

34. Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) 9aid he had no objection to the h~Gdings 5uggested~ but
believeci--t;at one important. subject was missing: the World Conference on
Disarmament •. Many of the Governments 9 replies had placed special emphasis on that
matter. It haa also been mentioned durLlg the general debate· at the
organizational session of the Preparatory Committee and eVen in the statements at
the current meeting. Several delegations, including the Polish delegation, had
suegested that preparations for the World Disarmament Conference should be
included as a separate item. It would seem logical to include it amon~ 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 t~e working
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papers to be pre~ared 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 should be included in the Secretariat document. The question of the

World Disa:::-mam.ent Conference was obviously extremely important, as had been

acknowledged by most States Members of the United Nations.

36. it should be pointed out tha.t the list submitted by the Secretariat had been

very carefully worded in order to avoid mentionin~ 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 incladed in the

list of headings. The list was of a general nature and did not exclude ~ny

sUbject. A place could be found for the question of the \{orld 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 considered the World Disarmament Conference to be one of the main

objectives of the special 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.

d

t

t

,

g

38. Since the representative of Poland, in a spirit of co-operation, had said

that he would not press his point, if the Chairman's explanation was understood to

mean that the World Disarmament Conference would be somewhere 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. i>ir. MIRZA (PC:lJdstan) said that the Chairman had satisfactorily explained what

SUbjects WOl.l1d 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.l87/1~3), item '+ was entitled "Beview of the

role of the United Nations in d.isarmament and of the international machinery for

neeotiations on disarmament~ including the question of convening a world

disarmament conference". Since that item was on the agenda, he wondered whether

it was necessary to include heading I, "Role of the United Nations in the field

of disarmament", of the Secretariat list. It 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 di fficultJ.v in accepting the list of headings and would not press

his !,ositiOD, although he felt that his su[-!;,gestion would perJ11i t a more systematic

organization of work.

41. The CHAIRMAN explained that the draft agenda submitted by the delegation of

Sri Lanka was being discussed with other regional groups and did not represent a

final text. It was therefore too 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, headin~ 7 might be included.

42. ~1r. FERRETTI (Italy) surgested that headinr, 7 of the list proposed by the
Secretariat sliOUl'd be amended to read: "Role of the United Nations and other
internatlonal organj~ations in the field of disarmament ll

• Comments on the
i~portance of CCD in future work on disarMament would thus be taken into account.
The suegestion would also ensure that reference to activities parallel to those of
the United Rations in the field of disarmament was not omitted from the analytical
document.

43. t~~_HA~f~1 (Australia) considered that the proposed list of headings was
adenuate. If no consensus was reached on the a~enda, it might be useful to
s~arize the proposals under headin~ 4. Otherwise, that would be pointless. As
to 'lhere the views of Governments re~ardin~ a v~rld 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 headinr. 7.
That headinp; did not require amendment, as it was sufficiently broad to cover the
World Disarmament Conference, the special session and relations between the Unitad
Nations and other international bodies.

J.~4 • ~;Ir. GARCIA ROBLES (Hexico) thanked the Secretariat for its useful response to
his initiativ~'He believed that the proposed list should be approved, since the
~oal 'fas to classify the rerlies of Governments by the bep;innin~ of the following
"le;;;k. As the list was not inflexible? the Secretariat could? if necessary) modify
the headings later as more material became available.

45. Hr. SCHLJl.ICH (Federal Republic of Germany) suppor'ted the proposal made by the
representative of Iran the previous day to tne effect that the analysis should
include not only the replies of Governments but also the statements made at the
current session durinf, the general debate. As rer,ards headinr 7, he supported the
sup;r-estion of the representative of Italy tha~ reference should.be made to CC~.

He also agreed with the inter~retation Given by the Australian deleBation.

46. The CHAIRrffiN considered that the suggestion of the representative of Iran was
very helPfui" and tl:at the opinivns expressed durin~ the general debate should be
included. Hevertheless, tllere "'as a tecLnical difficulty·, the summary records of
the Committee's meetings required three days to prepare and, if tho~e were to be
included in the document under discussior., 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
feneral debate would be included in a subseouent document.

47. t1r. _N.'~~n_~SINGHE (Sri Lanka) said that he accepted'the list of eight headings
prepared by the Secretariat. He stressed the importance of producing the list as
quickly as possible 1 so that it coul~ be used durins the work of the Preparatory
Committee.

'.
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48. Mr. ALE}1 (Secretary of ~he Committee) recalled that at the fifth meeting of

the Committee (A/AC.187/SR.5) the representative of Canada had re~uested a list of

items which were usually included in the a~enda 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. comma and the following words added: lIin accordance with rule 30 of the

rules of procedure of the General Assembly a • Rule 30 stated: ;fAt the opening Of,

each session of the General Assembly, the chairman of that delegation from which

the President of the previous session was electea shall preside until the Assembly

has elected a 'President for the session.1!

49. Following the item on the adoption of the agenda, there would be a list of

the substantive items approved by the Committee, representine; a recommendation by

the Committee to the General Assembly at its thirty-second session. The closinr,

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 financial implications of any decisions taken at the special session.

~fuen it decided to convene a $pecial session, the General Assembly also took a

.decision regarding the officers for the special session, including the President,

Vice-President and Committee Chairm~n. When a decision had financial

implications, 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 ,-Tas 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 meeti~~ rose at 1 ~.m.
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ljth meeting

~ll 13 May 19TI I aUl.lO a.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.1WT/SR.8

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAI~Ulli drew attention to documents A/AC.187/29, A/AC.187/30 and
A/AC.187/3l prepared by the Secretariat at the Committee's request, which con-tained
a compilation of disarmement resolutions adopted by the General AsseDibly, a 1-d.per
on existing principles and proposals for the conduct of disarmament negotiations,
and a description of the existing structures and machinery for disa~ament
negotiations. The documents were in English; the other language vers-ior.s would be
circulated as soon as they were ready.

2. Hr. BJOR1:IERSTI:DT (Assi stant Secretary··General, Centre for Dis'armament) eaid.
that delegations had asked the Secretariat to consider preparing a number of
studies and back~roundpapers for use by the Preparatory Committee. The request

................. had beeL! consid.ered from the standpoint of existing resour~es and of the time
··E.~ilable for preparing such docUIl1ei1ts betvTeen meetinGS of the Committee•

...............
~..

3. \iith~!'egaru to the request mad.e by the representative of liexico, who had
asked for information on the 10 worl~ing papers mentioned in the Hexican reply
(A/AC.lo7/34), th~"S-ecretariat believed that it might be l-lOssible to prepare them,
on the una.erstanding that ·they would. be summaries or comparative lists providing
essential background information.Jor the use of delegations, but would not in any
way constitute in-depti! studies on'eaGI~ topic.

4. He wishe<l 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, concerni.ng
a[,ree1Jlents 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. l1ith
respect to the PoliSh request that the Secretariat should prepare R. compilation of
all- disarlJ.ament agreements and proposals officially submitted to the United Nations,
that information was already covered. in detail in hTO books on the question of
disarmament covering the period 1945-1975. However, the Secretariat understood
that ,"hat the representative of Poland had in mind vas a compilation of the
essential parts of all the agreerllents. In that as .Tell as in the other cases,
the Secretariat would. appreciate it if o.elegations vToul<i give it some guidance as
to the urgency ana. priorit~es of the various papers envisaged, so that it could
concentrate on thosEl whicil would be of inunediate use.

GillUi:RAL,:,g£:J\TE (continued.)

5. Hr. VAERNO (Norway) saici that the forthcoming special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarm~lent offered a valuable opportunity for focusing glob~~

attention on a complex of problemp which urgently required re-evaluation, fresh
thoughts anc~, above all, political action. Not only did the arms race repres,ent a
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threat to peace anu tp the security of all nations; it also involved an
unacceptable waste of resources in a world of poverty and distress. The special
session woul& contribute to a greater understanding· and awareness on the part of
the pUblic of issues wnich to an increasinG extent were becoming technica).
questions only fully understood by experts. In that connexion, the
non-governmental organizations had an irJlportant funr:tion to perform.

6. 'I11ere now seemed to exi st general agreeulent on the basi c elements of the
agenda for the special session, anu. he appealed to delegations to finalize that
l:l.greement so that the COlnnlittee coule,.. move on to ot~ler areas of activity.

,id
7. llorway felt that disarmament issues slloulo. be viewed in a broad political

$\ context, and it would be particularly important to consider them also from a
resource and development perslJective. In thut connexion, Norway would regard the
preparation of a United Hations study on the relat.ionship behreen disarmament and
economic and social development, in tbe context of a new international economic
oraer, as a valuable contribution •

.ha d. Resarclin;$ specific arms control ami. disarmament questions, his delegation,

.ns like many others, felt that the special session should prepare a realistic
aJl{ :programme of action. ':!.'here seemed to be general 813reement that the question of

nuclear proliferation, vertical as well as horizontal, shoul& be given priority .

.iGl 9. l~orway supported the iuea that the agenda of the specie.l sessi on should
'tUiJ incl ude the question of strengthening the role of t;le united Nations in the field

of disarmament. It woul(i seem natural, as a first step, to base its ,vork on the
lIlt, reconuuendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Revie\T of tIle "Role of the United
e, !~'ations . in the Field of Disarmament, adopted by the General Assembly at its

thirty-first session. He considered the followinc; measures to be of particulo.r
n: importance: iml?rovinG the methods of .rorlc of the First Committee of the General
.tj;r Assembly in disarmament i,latters; improvin[:, existing linited Nations facilities for

the collection) compilation and dissell1ination of information on disarmament issues;
d increased use of in-depth studies of the arms race, disarmament and related

matters, and strengthenine:; of the resources of the United 11 at i6ns Secretariat.

8$ 10. With regard to negotiations on general anu complete di sarmament, Norway h8,d
:l always emphasized the particular importance of the pc.rticipE:.tion of all nuclear

weapon States, whether in CCD, in the special session or in an eventual '¥lorld
Disarmament Conference. Such a conference would not be meaningful unle ss all
lllilitarily important States tooh part, especially all nuclear Powers. However)
that did not seem to be a reali stic prospect at present.

11. !"Ir. UPADIIYAY (iJepal) said the fact that the Genera.l Assembly ri,:sulution
convening a special session devoted to disarmam~nt had been adopted ay consensus was
nn indication of the r:rowinr, wi11inrn12ss of Statt'R to participate in disarmament
negotiations in a bro£l.(Ler forum. Tile existing bilateral and multilateral forums
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for negotiations had. been unable to acldeve an~r siGnificant results in the field
of disarmaraent, and as a consequence the worlq. was armed to the teeth with tlle
roost lethal array of weapons imaginable.

12. SensinG tne urr;e!lcy and seriousness of tILL probJ.ePl, the non-aligned countries
had t.aken a positive stet? at theil fiftH summit meeting in Colombo in 1976 and had
adoptea a resolution callin~ on the united Nations to convene a special session
CLevoted to disarmanent. 'l'he General Assembly at' the United Nations had subsequently
aaopteti., at its thirty-first session, a resolution to convene a speGial session
d.(~voted to ctisarlilament.

13. Problerl1s relating to disarm8illent coul<."\ not be solved in one or tiVO special
sessions of the General Assembly. :c.veryone 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 sira~ly because they were too numel'OUS ant:. complicated. The
special session would provil.le all unprecedented opportunity and a suitable framework
for all endeavours to that end. Success or failure "lould depend to a large extent
on the work done by tile Prcllaratory Committee nnC tIle progress achieved in its
deliberations. The first tas:L before the Committee .,as to agree on an agenda for
the special session. Once tuere was aGreeL:,ent on the agenda, it' would be much
easier to plan the future work of tue Committee. AlthouBh not exhaustive, the four
items enumerated in document A/AC.HJ7/43,submitted by Ambassador Amerasinghe on
bei-lalf of the non~aligned group J covered by and large the main areas that the
special session would have to conr.entrate on. As pointed out in the.t document, the
special session shoul~ proceed with the review and appraisal of the present
international situation anl:. the cau;ses ullli.erlyiuc; the lad:. of progress in the field
of disarmalt!ent, since such a stocL-taking i-lOuld Jllate it possible to correct
mistakes anU. chart, a future course of action 'vi tl! greater prospects of success.

14. Disarmament must be lin!;:ecl with economic llevelopment. However unpalatable it
lJli61lt be to a few ~ the trutu remained that Cli sarmaJ,lent could contribute tu real
develo1J1llent in a ~reat number of countries awl benefit the va.st majority of mankind
,·mile at the same tirl1e irupartinc; a sense of international lleace and security.

15. 'l'he special session SllOulu. take up other important. questions lil~e the, ,
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty anu the non-proliferation treaty, the concept
of tHe l1uclear-weapon-free zone and th'2creation of zones of peace. One of the
I"Ost alaI'lliinL features of the current situ~tion was tbe phenomenal BrovTth in
conveutionEll arms. 'l'he production and developLlent of conventional Heapons at
111"(:SL'ilt accouHte<l for 'four fifths of the entire (;;q,cmditurc on armaments. That
probleill therefore require~ study, as did the effect of international tr~de in arms
on tne t,jrOi"th of convent i anal arms.

lu. flavin£, reviewed arlU CLiscussecl the existinc situation. the special session
S[!l)ulu. CLl'aW llJ:l anG. adopt a declaration of princ:iples on cti sarmament, alonG wit11 a
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cOI"l)l'~.:lJ<::w,i V.: !-'r<Jc;roJ.1lilt; of rlcLiou i/l ti.ut.. ripJ (1. 'l'hl J: (' G'.'(.l·ICtl to bl: a brr't:.'l
uE::::;ree cd;' ul,reE:ment on thGt peint.

y

17. A l"ajOr area for cous:iteration sl,oultl be tile Hachiuerj' for disarrr:a:r.e:1l",. IIis
d.elegation considered tbat t1l(· United. lJIlt-ions "l!QuI.' l'loj' an incrcasi!1/).y (let;v,' '
role iu the field 01.' tli:38,rmarncnt. It- sUP1)Ortt·tl thl~ cc..nveninc; of a Hor'ld
Disarma1ll(mt Conference wi tlJ the p::'.rtil'ipt'.tion ef a]l lliajor PO\·;ers J incl udinr. tb,,'
nUC.leur Powers.

ll.. In conclusion, h~ ld S~lell to }Joint ouL t!::~t wany non-covernmental
0rL,;l.llJizations hatl beel! (Ictivdy as:.;ociated f(lr n!arJy years 'lith qucl:ltionl:l n·latirw
tt) disarmaneut" til\~ir kno,,_~ed['e anc experience sllould be utilized al1l:~ t,j't::r sllo1.11·.l
be encouraged to continue their USt'ful worh.

19. ,.r. FLORIH (Genna,l IJeialocratic I'lepubiic) said th:.1.t the GerTllan Der:locratir.
l,eiJublic was strivin[; 1'01' gelle:cal anl~ comvlcte (~.i !30rmru.lC!l1 and. ,.,cs ready to e;'.e:rt.
ti,~ L.rl:atest efforts tD th"f, t:l1u. l!OW t:ud:. tl1~ ill..:Cf:l'fdty of I!altinc tl!~ arns race
a.!lll waking a start on disarmru:lellt was apI'm'~nt, there was a more fc.vcura'.:'le clim:-.t('
for th,~ d.u<JJ.Jtion of concrete m..:asur<::s to that enc.. 'l'h~ united Lations I1Ft(~ :l

sj,JE:ci<11 resiJonsibili+.y for maintaiilinG illternational pe~ce and security b't
ir'l}JIE:J,H'ntiilG the tlecisi ons of its various orr:ndS.

<20. 'i'he resolution on tIlL' \lorltl Disarmament (;01ll'c1'cnce l:r:-.d bee:.1 ado!Jted in 1971
UhU l!t.d been confirllleCi at all SULl[;equent sl.:ssions of' the General Assen·,bljr. A
Horl14 JJisarmaf.1ent Conference, ,'lith the pe.rticipatioi1 of all States, woul(~. be a
prol)E'r representative forUlll in wlJich broad me~1.sures fer eli SarmailjCnt coul,-:1 be
l~iscuss~d. 'l'he Goverm.:ent of tIle Germai'l DelJocratic Republic belicvecl th::-.t SUC~1 a
conference woulu have tIlt; n(;ce~sary authority to achieve real progress or. the
question of disarmarJlent. A session of the General Asseli!bly, or a s;?ecial session,
coulu Hot replace a 'mrld conference. tn the viel'! of the lierman Dcmc1crat.ic
!'l..!,uLlic, the li11h. llet.ween a special session devoted. to disa.rmament aN~ the Uorlc.
ViSarlJlmJlcnt C:onference '\-1as that tile special session coulQ and should be made an
i1.1.l~ortCtUt step in the prc1ccot-; s of conve: ln~; a 1-101'1<.1 Dis arlJl6l:Je,lt Conference. ~.lhat

rod t:i on was in keel)inL vIi til th~ I~ jlombo Declaration, atlCl he regrettecl the atteLlpt3
widcil had been made to ignore t· " hnsic dOC\.IJlent et the Colombo Conference un so
lmport,ant a questioo.

21. With regard to the agenda for the special session, his delegativn considered
that it would be inappropriate at the current stage to adopt hard and fast
formulations wilich in fact c~.nstituted an a ssessment of the situ':itlon preVailing
in the disarmament :field. The decisions of the General Assembly should rot be
anticipated, since there waG always a danger of being mistaken. .

22. It vasa fact thRt the first partial ref'ults in the area of arms limitation
and disarmament already existed in the form of bilateral and multilateral agreements.
On the c;>ther hand, the arms race continued to an increasing extent and the danger
of a vorld va.r was not eliminated.
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23. The German Democratic Republic had alw~s linkei considera.tion of the problem
of arms limitation and disarmament with that of mall:'· other questions of world-wide
importance, since all-were closely bound up with the security of States, and their
solu~ion was therefore very complex.

24. 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 talte place at the special session of the General As@embly
d.evoted to disarmament would create an atmosphere conducive to achieving positive
agreements in the disarmament field.

25. Even 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 somethinB more than mere principles, since'proposals
al.ready existed with regard to curtailment of the nuclear arms race, prohibition of
nuclear tests, banning and destruction of' chetlical '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 Republics 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 pursuan~e of General
Assembly resolution 31/189 B. He regretted to note that fewer than half of all
J:.:Iemoer States had submitted repliee-.·

27. During the forthcoming weeks questions directly related to the special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament would be cons:i.dered in many forums.
Di~armament quest~ons would also be considered at the thirty-second session of the
General Assembly. The out.come of all those disqussions should be borne in mind
during preparations for. the special session. Consequently, only aftezo the thirty
second session would it be possible to mak~ concrete preparations for drawing up
a final document of the special session.

20. Like the other States of the socialist community, the German Democratic
Republic felt that th~ special session should contribute to the solution of
disarmament problems.

29. Ai.; the first meeting of the Preparatory Committee (A/AC.181/SR.l) s his
delegation had pointed out that, when the Committee was being 'set up, .the views of
the socialist 'States of Eastern Europe had not been taken into.account.
AccordinBly, it would be appropriate if the question of the composition of the
Preparatory Coramittee 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 a
recommendation to that effect.
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'o.. In the statement made bO' Poland on 10 May 1971 (A/AC.181/SR.5), the Secretariat
had been requested to provide the Committee with 8- document l:J.sting disarmament
proposals officially submitted to the United Nations. '.!hat docunent w6uld present
the substance ot the proposal, the date and country of submission, and the status
ot its follow-up. His delegation supported that suggestion, since it felt that
the document 'WtIuld ~1U~ich the working documents available to delegatioos.

. 31.. t!!::' ABBE (United Kingdom) said that his delegation warml.y welcanetl the
decision taken by the Ccmmittee at its fourth meeting (A/AC.181/SR.4) coocerning
the participation ot non-governmental organizations in the work of the Committee.
since the su~Jects under discussion affected the way of life, and even the lives
themselves, of peoples all over the worldo The non-governmental organizations. which
ren~ted public opinion on questions of disarmament, should have the opporti,mity
to ~ke known to deletrations their views on the matters under d:lscu$sion, 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.
Tber.et'ore" with regard to itt.:::l 1, which would consist of a general debate ~ his
delegation did not favour language which appeared to lnake a judgement in reBard to
the present disarmament situation or attempted to single out some aspects of the
special session's deliberations US being more significant than others. Similarly,
with regard to item 4, his delegation felt it inappropr.iate to single out specific
proposals concerning international disarmament machinery, since that could endan~er

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 a~d 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 COTlImittee 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
summarizing the views of Governments on different aspects of the special session
under appropriate headings. For the rest, it would be necessary to proceed with
some caution.. In the first place, there vas the question of finance. The
General Assembly ut its thirty-first session had allocated the sum of ~90,OOO

for the preparation of background documents for the ::;pecial 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 n:anpower.
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
higll regard for the impart;iality 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 judeements of the sort which international civil servants, who
must always remain impartial, should not be asked to make.
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34. As to the future "Tort of the Committee once the acenda for the special session
had been a~reed, his dl.:lecatiol1 a.~reed '-rith the vie'ls expressed by the
representative of Sl-Teden at 'the 5th meet.inc; (AIAC .137/SR. 5) to the effect that the
primary object of the present session of the Preparatory COL~ittee should be to
start action· -oriented preparations for the special session so as to lay a ct.;,sis
for otiler discussions on the substantive issues before the special session itself.
Tile representative of Sweden had also said that by the end of the current session
of the Co~ittee a decisioil should be taken concerninG the "ork to be accomplished
durinG the ir!tersessiona1 period. His de1eBation further u.(:rceCl. l-rith the
statement made by the representati vc of HOlilania on 11 tIay (AIAC .187ISH. 6) to the
effect that the Crn,muttee had the responsibility to complete the preparation of
the draft documents of the special session before the seasion opened. 1n this reglrd,
his delegation aGreed with the su~:cGtions made by the representative of Canada
and uas also vil1ine to Cive ~ositive consideration to other propos~ls concerninG
"Tays in uhich ,,'ork on the basic dOCUl11cnts of the special session could be
pursued betlTeen the present time and Scrtember.

35. His deleGation 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 Committee and at the special session and dre"T attention to the
fact that, in the reply sent to the Se\--:retary-General in compliance lTith
resolution 3111139 B) the United Kinr;dom Government had expressed the vie'" that D.

special session could enhance the prospects for disarmament, provided that it uas
thorpughly prepared and widely attended, particularly by n1l sicnificant oi1itary
Powers. Thoroudl pr.eparation meant that ~repe.rations should start as soon as
possible; ~ride and active attendance 1Tould be facilitated by a sensible
compromise on the question of the ae;enda. Such a compromise ,",ould ile an i·1portant
first step in the achievement of the co-operative ~ppro~ch \nlich was souGht.

'i'he meetinr\ rose at 12.10 p.l'l.
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A/AC.187/SR.9
GENERAL DEBATE (continued)

1. Mr. KAISER (Bangladesh) considered that the escalating global budget for the
maintenance a.nd expansion of the means of destruction, in a world where countless
millions of people barely ~a,aeed to subsist, '~as 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 disa.rmament, on the basis of equal participation by
all States. The most important objective of the special session must be to
marshall the political l-rill of all countries, big or small', to give new impetus and
stimulus to the disarmament process. A critical element 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 cliwate of mutual
confidence and Understanding, backed by objective facts and studies that could
provide a positive framework and time-phased programme for fut~e action.

2. There appeared to be an emerging consen.sus regarding the need to have a eeneral
declaration on disarmament, the main focus of which 'Tould be an evaluation ef past
endeavours, a set of practical guidelines and principles reflecting the common
denominator of international consciousness and the incorporation of the major
objectives desired •

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

4. The crucial role of the United mations in the process co\ud never be
over-estimated; nor could the need to channel resources freed by disarwament
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 tOl-lards disarmament was the responsibility of all
States, individually and collectively. flTevertheless, it was the special
responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States to participate in and implement
disarmament measures, and also to ~mrantee that they vould 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 reco~nition of national independence and on
international co-operation.
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7. The acid test of the Preparatory Committee, and indeed of the special session
itself, would be its ability to formulate a prograJIIM ot action-oriented
recommendations, incorporating specific and achieYsble objeethres and with machinery
for co-ordinating, reviewing and following up action - a prosramme that was flexible
and realistic enough to command the widest support.

8. ft..mong the basic ingredients ot such a programme, the hi~est priority must be
given tCl measm-es pertaining to nuclear disarmament, the cootainment ot vertical
proliferation, including cessation of nuclear-weapon test~, a:Jd the reduction anc1
complete elimination of nuclear argena.ls. Equally i.J:r~ant were efforts to contain
horizontal proliferation, 'by increasing the credibility of measures towards that
endc Closely related to those questions were problems posed by the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy, their accessibility to all nations under effective international
safeguards and the avoidance of dangers connected with nuclear explosive devices.
His Government was 'Idtally interested in measures 'to strengthen regional and
6ubregional co-operation, in order to encourage the relaxation of tension and the
settlement of disputes on the basis of friendship and recognition of equal
sovereignty. 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
S1.1Ut'S wasted on the arms race. He therefore fully supper'ted the proposal submitted
by Sweden for a Unit~d Nations study on the relationshil' between disarmament efforts
and economic and social 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 tbl"eat to in~ernationa1 securitY' continued to
emanate from conflicts located in States of the third world. The ramifications ot
those problems should also be the subject of discussion and recommendations during
~he special session ~evoted to disarmament.

10. So far as institutional and follow-up measures were concerned, he strongly
supported the strengthening of the central role ot the United Nations in the
disarmament process. He agreed that attention sbould be devoted to streamlining and
restructuring the working methods of existing bodies, streh as CCD, in order to make
tbem more reprasentative and. also to link then u.cre intill':a:te1y with the Gf.::neral
Assembly.

11. Mr. ALZMD.RA (Peru) said that, in view of the hieh hopes placed in disarmament
by the vast majority of the human race, the Preparatory Committee was under a.n
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 other 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 ~ndeavour would be a victory not for an~r

group or groups of countries but for the whole ,·rorld community.

12. His Government believed that, although :;,,11 States had a responsibility in. the'
task of disarmament, s~~e states had a breator responsibility than others, and that
the failure ot tbe cla.im that the arm& race contributed to increased security must
be borne in mind in all thinking on the subject. The special session must establish
tbe broad objectives and the most important guidelines for future action.
Substantive p1!ir~iples tor disarmament must be compiled and B.entified.
Requirements tor aetion must be stipulated. Finally, dechions must be adopted so
that the United Nations could'play its appropriate role in the field oi' disarmament.

i3. In the outline 01' action s"d the establishment of priorities, vital importance
mUst be attached to the cessation ot all nuclear-weapon tests, to respect for
n~lear-weapOn~treezones and zones of peace and other appropriate measures.

lit. The Preparatory Committee had before it a. draft agenda submitted by +'he
delesation ot 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 fi-rst agreement, vThich Hould enable progress to be
made on other important questions.

1;; It had been suggested that the Committee should proceed to prapare the
principal documents for the special session. His delegation agt"'~ed with that
proposal since it was clear ths.t 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. CORRI:A,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 ('~neral Assembly but a.lso in CCD and in other internationa.l 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 disarroame&!t were set forth in document AIAC < 187/49
dated 11 May 1977.

18. In that reply, addressed t~ the Secretary-General in accordance with resolution
31/189 J, the Government of Brazil had envisaged the adoption by the special session
01' 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
~ogramme of action for general and complete disarmament under effective
international control.
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20. Witil rf:gard to the second of the final documents of the special session, his
delega.t ion was of the opinion that the programme of action·should accord the
highest priority to negotiations on effective measures in the field of nuclear
disarma:m~nt,withparticular reference to a comprehensi-o;e nuclear-weapon-test ban,
to the destruction of stockpiles of such weapons, to the ending of' the proc~ss of
research and development of nelv types of nuclear we8!-'ons and to thE: freezing of
production of fissionable material for military put'pOses. The programme of action
should also refer to negotiations on chemical weapons, on new weapons of mess
destruction and on conventional weapons.

21. 1-1ith regard to prepa.rations for the special session, he welcomed the

19. The declaration of principles and P."l1idelines should, in the viE!\-T of his
de).egation, include the following essential elements: first., the international
community should give maximum priority to neg~tiating efrorts in the field of nuc]~ar

disa.rmaE1~nt; second, disarmament measures should be correlated with the preservation
and strengthening of internatio!'al security in order to avoid the creation of
military imbalances which might, during the negotiation process, jeopardize
international peace; third, the principle that resl)()nsibilities and obligations
should be balanced must prevail in the field of disal"JDarn.ent; furthermore,
Obligations should not be discriminatory in nature; fourth, new international
confidence-buildinp' 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 ShOlL'd be
implemented by the adontion of adequate methods~ both at the national and
international levels; sixth, all States, includinp; those :possessing nuclear
lfeapons, should participate on an equal footinp: in international ne~otiations on
disarmament; seventh, international efforts OD cbatical weapons should proceed at
an accelerated pace" along with efforts to deal with weapons of nmss destruction,
arms which caused unnecessary suffering and those wbich were particularly inhumane;
eighth, all countries must have free access to peaceful technologies both in the
nuclear and other fields, "nth standardized non-discriminatory and universal
safe~rd.s• The system of safeguards should be applied equally to all Statp.s and
should be extended, whenever necessary" to cover new advances in technolo~ic&1

research and development. None of those measures, however, should peI'J'lit
unw8.rranted interference in the soverei£Mty of States or "threaten scientific,
technological or economic development for essentially 'Peaceful purposes; ninth,
firm commitments should be made to appl:v' significant llOrtions of the savinf"s derived
from disarmament measures to the prOlllOtion of economic development in less
developed areas. Those coJllIllitments would facilita-te the establishment of a new
international economic order; tenth" the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States
should rest on concrete commitments on the part of the nuclear- weapon 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 ~e

nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States belonging to denuclearized zones,
and an agr.eed programme of measures for general and complete disamament,
elaborated on non-discriminatory bases and nth sllecial regard to the interests of
developing countries.
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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 doc'!lIllents. Thus, the decl~ation on disarmament would snell
out all the most relevant and significant prin~iples on the SUbject, such as the
tollowinR: all peoples of the world had a v$,tal interest in the success of
dis6.ril18Dlent negotiations; general and cQ!llplete disarnlatl'lent under ef:fective
international control should be the ultimate goal of' manldnd; gradual progress
towards that goal required the conclusion of partial agreement on genuine disarmament
measures; the gradual reduction of nuclear weapons leadinp: to their total
elimination should be given the highest priority among such measures; the reduction
end elimination of other weapons of mass destruction should also be given hipj}
priori'ty; the internationa.l transfer of conventional weal"ons should be restricted
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preparation by the Secretariat of the backp;round papers in docUJ'lents AIAC .187/29,
30 and 31, and looked torward to the promnt distribution of the comparative analysis
ot the comments received pursuant to resolution 31/189 B. However, the Pr(>paratory
Committee should not overburden the Secretariat with new requests until it was '
agreed, after careful study, that the preparation of a nel" document would clearly
serve an immediate purpose in its deliberations.

22. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said there seemed to be a consensus that the
Assembly should not allow the work of the special session to become a repetition
ot the debates in the First 'CoMmittee. that the special session was not an
appropriate forum tor negotiating specific a~reements or trying to d.1-aw un draft
treaties and that it was necessary to strengthen the Tole of the United Nations in
the field ot disarmament.

23. The working paper submitted by the non-alilmed countries had the advanta~e of
cleu'ly and conci.sely defining both the subject-matter and the fundamental purpose
ot the special 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 ot the United Nations and with the breadth, depth and high level of
representation that the SUbject deserved. The purpose of the debate vould be to
review ~d 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 and the close interrelationshin between disarmament, international peace
and security, and economic development, and the role of the United Nations in
disarmament and of the international machinery for negotiations on disarmament,
including the question of convenin~ a World Disarmament Conference, according to
the draft agenda submitted by the non-aligned countries (A/AC.187/43) and slif.!:htly
modified during informal talks. Furthel'J!lore, the debate must not be reduced to an
academic~~~rcise; that was why express reference was JI'lao.e to the adoption of tvo
instruments tbat would include all the conclusions of the preparatory studies and
the deliberations of the Assembly, avoiding unnecessary fragmentation. Those
instruments would be a declaration on disarmement and a programme of action on
disarmament.
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and' regulated; international verification was essent~al to.many disarrnamen~

measures and the use of a combination of various ver1ficat10n methods prov1ded the
best guarantees; the declaration of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace
was one of the most effective mea.ns 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 Sta.tes belonginp, 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 disarmaJnent
measure; although there was a close relationship between disarm~ent and
international peace and security, on the one hand, and disarmament ana 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 establishin~ a n~~

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 developin~

countries; in accorda.nce with the Charter and with countless General Assembly
resolutions, the United Nations had a vital role ann responsibility in the field

I • • •

of d1sarmament and it should therc~fore keep abreast of all measures taken 1n the
fi eld of disarmament, whether they be unilateral, bilateral, regional or
multilateral; the United Nations machinery for deliberations should be stren~thened

by the institutionalization of a World Disarmament Conference on terMs acceptable
to all Member States; the appropriate chanp,es should be ~ade in the organization
and procedures of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament in order to allow
China and 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 t~ achieve positive results;
non-governmental organizations recognized by the United Nations should hav~ all
the documentation they needed to carry out their co~plementarywork effectively.
A similar description, though much more extensive and detailed, could be made of the
possible contents of the programme of action.

25. Referrin~ 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
there would be ~o justification for summoning nearly 150 Members to a special
session that would merely rUbber-stamp the drafts prepared bV ~ body sU~h as the
Preparatory Committee which represented slightly more than one third ·of the
membership of the Organization. Naturally, if the Conference of the Cor.unittee oh
Disarmament completed a 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 durinp. the special session even though
that was not the purpose of the special session. ·The completion of the draft
treaty 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 and 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 suggestions, his delec;ation viewed ns
particularly encouragin{) the opinion expressed by the United States (A/AC.HJ7/ln,
whichhau always shown itself to bea staunch defender of the status quo in the
matter of international disarmament machinery, to the effect that' the special
session should be prepared to undertake the necessary improvements in existing
macqinery and practices anQ to launch any new -orGanizational steps required for

.achievement of the goals established at the session.

27. In his opinion the~e was no need to establish any subsidiarY intersessional
bollies of the ComN~ttee, since the intervening time would have to be spent
analysinr.: 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 vi'ew to the preparation of pr,-liminary drafts,
Which could be begun in connexion with the Committee's September session.

20., He thanked. the Un<1er-Secretary-General, Mr. Bjornerstec1t, for the willingness
of the United Nations Centre for Disarmament to'prepare the working papers suggested
by the Government of Mexico (A/AC.181/34). He 'agreed with him concerninr,
paper· No.' 9 (:Analytica'l list of the al3reements concluded in the bilateral talks
known 'by the ac'ronYB SAL'l'). His delegation regarded. the other workinG papers as
'purely descriptive anu. understood that they called for no value judr,ement by members
of the Secretariat. His delec;ation ha<1 110 preference in the matter of priorities
and,considere<1 that the worldng papers could be issued in the order which the
Centre deemed most appropriate for. their preparation.

29. The ClIAIRI"1AlIJ, 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,. c;ave the floor to the representative of Mongolia.

30. Mr•.....!:!lliTSAGNOROV (tilonr;olia) said that the views of the !.10nc;olian People IS

Republic on the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmar,lent were
containeg in document A/AC.187/l6. As could be seen from that document, the
MonGolian People's Republic attached Great importance to the special session t 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 r,eneraland complete
disarmament occupied a prominent place in his. country's forei~n policy. The
MonGolian People's Republic had sponsored many constructive initiatives and proposals
aimed at disarmament. As a Ir..i;mber of th~ Conference of the Committee on Disarmament,
it had played an active part in the preparation of various conventions in the field
of llisarmament. The arms race had led to the present disturbing situation in which
hUGe stockpiles of nuclear weapons were threatening the very existence of all
mankind 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 disarmament had thus asswaed international proportions, as could be seen
from the World Assembly of peace-loving forces which had been held in· Harsaw in. .
May 1911 ~d in which representatives of 125 countries and more' than 50 internat~onal
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or~anizations had taken part. Representatives of States !lembers of 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 eli}unate the
ccnf~r.of a new i.-arld war•. To that. end, I"axiI!i~ use must b~ r.:c.de o·f ~ll :positive
cond~t~ons for the preparat10n and 1illplementat10n of effect1ve measures a1med at the
reduction and prohibition of the arms race and at disarlilalilent ..

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-JUir-ned Countries, held in Aur;ust 1976 at Color.lbo, to the effect
that the agenda of the speciul session should include nn item on the conveninG of
a world disarmament conference. It was to be hoped that that recomme::1dation would
be duly reflected in the aGenda of the special session.

35. 'rhe special session shoulu, above all, make a thorOUGh analysis of activities
beine 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 these nuclear Powers that had
refrained from taking specific measures in the matter to join in the efforts of the
international cOIllLlunity to limit the arms race and brinG about disarmament. 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
interna~ional trust would improve and that would facilit~te the solution of the
problem of disarmament.

36. The Soviet Union 1 s memorandum of 27 September 1976 contained a full proGramme
of measures in the field of disarmament. The practical measures proposed in that
document OL the prohibition of nuclear tests 9 the prohibition of proliferation of
nuclear weapons and their e;ratlual elimination, the prohibition and destruction of
chemical weapons, the prohib~tion of the manufacture of new types of weapons af mass
destruction, et~. 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.

37. The disarmament proGraL~e was u co~plex und del~cate issue since the national
security of all Stat;es "Tas 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. ~le special session should strenr,then and enhance the efficacy of
existinG machinery for dealinc with diuarmament questions.
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38. Mr. JAIPAL (India) said that the United l~ations had been established to save
succeeding gf'nerations :from the scourge of war and that fulfilment of the other
purposes of the O:1arter depended on ability to guarantee world ,Peace. '!he purpose
of the first resolution of the General Assembly, adopted in January 1946, had been
the elimination of atomic weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction.
Despite that, military expenditure 'WflS current]y of the order of $350 billion,
involving a criminal w:aete of precious natural resources and brain power in a world
experiencing hunger and need. Politicians and generals were seriously discussing
whether a pre-emptive nuclear strike was not a blessing in disguise. In that game
of w.r, which had developed its own inexorable logic, the chief protagonists
displayed a terrifying indifference to the condition of the rest of humanity. Nev~r

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 anECtive role in disarmament
questions, fol'" its experience in the matter datt:\l back to the early days of the
United Natims. In 1949, India had submitted a draft resolution proposing a
Declaration on the duties of States and individuals in respect of the development of
atanic energy in such a manner as to ensure the elimination of atanic weapons from
national. arsenals. In 1950, India. had proposed a dra,ft resolution on the
establishment of a United Nations fund fo~ reconstructicn and development, to be
formed of resources released through disarmament measures. In 1960, India had
introduced a draft resolution outlining the principles for disarmament negotiations
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. '!he special session might not
be able to do more than stimulate action in certain positive directions. Depending
on its outcome, it might bec0me necessary to hold a series of such special sessions
culminating in a world disarmament conference.

40. His delegation hoped that the special session would address itself to the
main issue of nuclear disarmament with a sense of realism /911d urgency. 'Ibe survival
of mankind should never be placed in jeopardy by any weapon. Nuclear weapons a."li
other weapons of indiscriminate destructicn should be prohibited as a matter of
the highecit "priority. The doctrine of deterrence, which had led to the existing
intolerable situation, should be re-examined with a view to preventing escalatim
from conventional to nuclear weapons. No solution would be possible unless there
was agreement between the nuclear-weapon States. Since a nuclear w.r posed a threat
to the very survival of mankind, non-nuclear weapon States, particularly the non
el.igned, could play the role of a non-reacting catalytic agent in disarmament
negotiations between the super Powers. HoWever, as all States had a legitiJiiate
interest in the outcome of disarmament negotiations between nuclear weapon States,
the negotiating machinery should be equipped with conciliatory procedures by which
the non-~nvolved states could play a useful role, when necessary.

41.. ihe 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 ex:lftence of life on the planet, Yet, because of the doctrine of deterrence,
there was a cynical acceptance of the bi."lllS race as inevitable. One side should take
the r1 sk of unilaterally halting the arms race and the others should be morally
0l:>liged to do the same. A halt to the arms race was feasible w1 thout the slightest
Jeopardy to national or collective security. nxe concept of a surprise nuclear attack
should be outlawed. Among other confidence..building measures for "improving the climate
of international peace and secUrity 9 the two draft treaties on disarmament proposed

,>""

-59-
, .

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



by the United States of America and the Soviet Un~.on in 1962 should be revised and
updated by the authors for the special session.

42. Besides the moral imperative of peace, the other crying need of htaanit)' vas
developed for 811 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 lite on earth existed. It was to be hoped, therefore, that the
special session woulCl, as a .,"tter or priori"ty, take the first steps towards
nuclear disarmament.

43. 1he aIAIRWf drew attention to dOCUllent A/AC.1frr/51, of 14 Ma¥ 1977, which had
been circulated in ~g11sh. '!he dOCUlllent, which had been prepared by the
Secretariat, ca'lsist€d of classification ot the replies of Member States under tl1e
lteadings agreed upon by the COIIIMittee the previous week. He oonmended the

. Secretariat on its swift and painstaking work.

'!he meetiM rose at 12.40 p.m.
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Tuesday. 17 M!!L1m. at 11.05 a.m.
Chairman: Hr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argent ina)

A/AC.187/~R.10
ras

GENmAL DEBATJ (cont inued)

:m had

the

1. !t. HARRl (Au9tralia) said that the special sessiofl of the General Assembly on
disarmament ptovided & unique opportunity to secure prosress in arms control and'
disarmament.: It should not be regarded merely as a stepping-stone for tbe
establishmen~ of new disarmament machinery, but should be used as a vehicle for
appraising dftvelopments to date. It was important that delegations, when
identifying the factor!~1 which had obstructed disarmament, should be less concerned
about apport~qning blame to &ny' State (Jr group of State,. than about making a
concerted ettqrt to overcome those obstacles.

2. One of the principal goals of th'e special session t3hould be the elaboration of
&. framework ,,:ithin which arms control and disarmament ipsues could be examined and
negotiations qonducted. To that end, it was necessary io eet out fundamental
normative prillciples. However, those principles should be founded on political

,reality. For. example, States would not be prepared to ,negotiate disarJ:1ament
measures unlE!qs they felt militarily secure. Another major goal would be the

·identificatiQq of a.co~sensus on the priority measures of arms control and
disarmament ~~d the issues of contention within those p~iority areas.

3. Hig Gove~nment did not believe that the special se,sion would be an appropriate
forum for the negotiation of any totally new arms control or arms limitation
convention. However completion, by the time the specia4. session convened, of
agreements c~rently under discussion would demonstrate international determination
to generate a new momentum in disarmament. More particularly, the Australian
Government, whose position on the desirability of an immediate suspension of nuclear
testing and th~ early negotiation of a comprehensive te~t-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 tjme the special sessio~ ~ommenced, a comprehensive test-ban treaty
would either b~ negotiated, or at least, that agreement would have been reached on
the basic elem~nta for such a treaty., ,

4. Arm~ control &nd disarmament proposals touched directly the first
responsibility of all Governments to provide for national security. All States
sacrificed respurcen for military pm-poses which might otherwise be utilized to
enhance the we~fare of their citizens. Without ceasing to respect the sincerity of
their positiop, it was essential to stop the endless international spending on more
sophisticated ¥eapons in a process which did not result in enhanced security.

5. Neverthe,"~ss, it ~as not enough for the super-Powers to take the step of
achie~i~g a mpfe peaceful world. As they took steps to reverse the vertical
proliferation·~fnuclear weapons (and the other nuclear-weapons States had a
similar respon,ibility, even if different quantitatively), other States should
demonstrate tb~ir own preparedness to take complementary measures to guarantee that
nu~lear weapon, did not become part of their own armouries. If the super-Powers
were prepared to show t~e way b.Y negoti~ting a comprehensive test-ban treaty, those
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1
states which had still not ratified the non-proliferation treaty should be
encouraged to do so.

6. ~~e task of the current ses~ion of the Preparatory Committee was to establish
the framework within which the General Assembly could approaeh its tasks at the
special session anq to take initial steps which would facilitate the efficient and
timely completion qf the necessary preparatory work. His delegation 'Was ready to
co-ope:!'ate fully ill the discussions and in the drafting ot the eSiiJential documents.

1. Mr. CONSALVI <Venezuela) said that the arms race endangered not only the
competing Powers 'but the whole of mankind. Suffice it to sSf. as Dr. Alva Myrdal

'warned, that the plutonium deposits in the hands of the Powers had become a source
of insecurity to ~he very countries which possessed them. The arms race affected
the entire interns,.~ional community, not only because more than $300 billion were
spent on it annua+lY, while most people were denied the opportunity to enjoy the
advances of scienCf and techno10eY. but also because of the crisis in ideals and
constrUCtive prop9,a1s which it revealed.

8. Venezuela had participated actively in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
World Disarmament ponference and supported the Conference so long as all the nuclear
Powers took part ip it. However, while believing that the subject of its convening
could be discussed' at the special session, his delegation felt that the session
should not be a mere milestone on the road to the World Dis~rmament Conference.
Instead, it hoped that at the special session the General Assembly would duly stuQy
the various aspects of the arms race and its economic and social consequences and
achieve positive results, such as the adoption of a set of principles and a
programme of act~Qn which would constitute progress towards the goal of general and
~omplete disarma~~t under international control. It should also reaffirm the
right of all StatEts and, in particular, non-nuclear-weaPon Sta.tes, to access to
nuclee~ technology for peaceful purposes because, in view of the energy problems
contronting the VQrld, the possibility of using atomic energy could not easily be
discounted.

9. His delegati9n was pleased that a consensus had been reached on inviting
no~-governmental organizations and institutions involved in the field of disarmament
to participate in the Committee's deliberations, in view of both the impo~~ance ot
their contributi9ns and the appreciation which that measure jmplied.

10. He reaffirmed the need for the United Nations, through the Centre for
Disarmament, to l~unch a wide-ranging public information campa~gn concerning the
grave dangers of the arms race and its economic and social consequences. Furthermore,
his country fe~t ;hat'the proposal by certain delegations that the First Committee of
the General Assembly should deal solely with questions relating to disarmament and
international security was a positive one.

11. Mr. VINeI (Italy) said that disa.rmament 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
always done its 'Ut121Ost to improve its rela.tions with the rest ot the world and,
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12. At th~ special session the Assembly should first of all undertake a
comprehensive review of the numerous problems which the United Nations was prepared
to face in ~he field of disarmament. It would be necessary in that regard to r~nch

a decision qn the nature of the role to be played by the United Nations and on the
instrwilentf$ required to strengthen that role. Secondly, the Assembly should
concentrat~ on the priority issues selected b,y the Committee. In that connexion,
the speci~ session should not indulge in generalized rhetoric or detailed technical
negotiatio~,. Above all, it should'avoid duplicating the activities of existing
fora, such'_s the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, which his Government
still view~d as a highly useful negotia-ting forum, although it was prepared to
consider cQDstructive proposals designed to improve its structure, procedures and
organizatiQn.. .

·13. Consiaering the diversity of the proposals on the objectives of the special
session, l~ was essential to identify those proposals on which agreement was possible
and cOficen~rate on the search for a common basic position on those issues. At the
same time, 'Vhile identifying priority objectives for immediate action, the GeneT!ll
Assembly should not ignore the ultimate objective of general and complete disarmament
or the general principles already established b.Y the United Nations ,in the sphere o~

disarmamen~, Bearing that in mind, the Italian Government had repeatedly stress~d

the need f~r a coherent and comprehensive programme of complete disarmament, and
considered lhat the special session should endeavour to elaborate a far-reaching
plan for gffdually achieving the total elimination of arms in order to create a
world base~ on detente, understanding, co-operation and on an international secu~ity

system.

intended to continue that policy and, if possible, to expand it in the field of
disarmament. In that spirit, it had from the outset $upported the initiative to
convene a ~pecial session ot the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and bad
co-sponsoreq the resolution on the subject.
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14. To begin with, nuclear disarmament measures shotUd be pursued with the greatest
urgency, going ahead with the negotiations for a comprehensive nuclear test ban
(CTB) and with the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT). Arms reduction must
follow a b~lanced pattern in both the nuclear and conventional weapons sectors.
In the case of conventional weapons, the geo~raphical factor should not be
overlooked. In 'that connexion he recalled t~~t Italy had proposed that the
Security Council, under Article 29 of the Charter of the United Nations, should ~et

up a comudttee, divided into regional SUb-committees with the participation of
major arms suppliers and purchasing Powers from each region, with the task of
maintainin~ conventional weaponry at the lowest possible level. Furthermore, in
order to l~y the groundwork for the establishment of those subsidiary bodies, on~

could envisage the possibility of setting up parallel but separate regional
committees or groups comprising the recipient countries. An agreement on the
eliminatioQ of chemical weapons should also be actively pursued as a matter of the
greatest u~gency. A successful conclusion to the current negotiations in Geneva,
in time fq~ the special session, would be a major contribution to progress in the
field of disarmament.
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15.. !)ne should not l!)se sight of the final goal, namely i tl>:e establishment of a
nev collective international security system witbi~ t~ framevorlL of the United
lations, which was a prerequisite for a moJOS just aDd equitable political and
economic order. 'fllat the world community needed tor its development vas economic
and sociel reform, as well as a better distribution of those buman and material
rcsources which cu~rently were absorbed to a disproportionate extent b.r the arms
race ..

16.. The CHAIRMAN, acting in accordance with the Committee'. decision to allow
Member States whicll were not members ot the Committee to participate in its work,
without a vote, g8;".e the nool" to the representatiY" ot Denmark ..

17.. Mr .. SVANE (~r..mlU'k) said that the speci81 session represented 8. v~uable means
ot directing inte~r.ational attention to the arms rac~ and making publi~ opinion
aware ot the oppozit,ullities which existed tor disaJ'm8ment as vell as the ditficulties
involved.. Moreovf:~ 1the session should serve a. a catal.y.t t"r U'lDI control and
disarmament negot11j,tJtons and encourage turther negotiations ...t the slobal, regional
or bilateral level.

t8.. At the same t~.mel the special session would inevitably focus public attention on
the adverse effec~~ vhich massive arms expenditure had on the economic and social
development I')f nattons. Subst&:Qticl proeress in the field ot disarmament could lead
to the release, tqr more const1"u~tive uses, ot vast material and human resources
which were curren~ly being devoured for military purposes. The Danish Government
included a minist~1' vithout portfolio, who would devote much ot her attention to
disarmament while $t the same time having the responsibility for development aid.

19. As regards the organization ot the work ot the special session, his Government
had emphasized, iq. i.ts reply to the Secretary-Generl!l.l under General Assembly
resolut.j.on A/RES/~~./lB9 Bp that the general debate should leave sufficient time tor
thorough consider$tion ot specific proposals .. In an,ycase such main committees as
were established ~hould be able to begin their work without waiting for the
conclusion of the general debate.

20. Besides formufating a declaration on disarmament, it should be the main
purpose of the session to identify the fields in Which action should be taken and
to establish prior~ties. He wished to draw particular attention to the problem ot
preventin" the pro~iferation of nuclear weapons and also to the conclusion of a
treaty for a comprehensive nuclear test ban. It was clear that progress in the
SALT negotiations'vould create a climate which would facilite,te. the finding ot
solutions for the nuclear issues he had mentioned.. Those problems should not,
however ~ be given exclusive attention to the detriment ot efforts tor curbing the
conventional arms race. Recipient countries vithin a given region might help to
further conventional arms control.

21. It was diffi~ult to achieve disarmament without a climate of trust in the
world; in that re~pect the progress registered in disarmament vas a barometer
indicating the level of mutual international confi~ce, which would be enhanced
if States permitt~d international control and effective verification when
undertaking cOllJJJli~mlents for disarJJl4ment.. The world h84 to become & place where the
force of argument replaced the argument ot force.
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22. Mr. 'l'i.iR~ (Turkey) said that his delegation fully shared the views of those
Governments Vil ,ch considered that the goal of the special s:#lulion deVloted' ,to
disarmament v~_ not tq negotiate arms cont~ol agreements or to resolve'outstanding
questions i_4iately, but rather to produce guidelines tor tuture bilateral,
RUltilateral ~d regional negotiations. His delegation believed that the special
session would'dive signifioant impetus to those negotiations and would prQMote and
accelerate etfqrts towards the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament,
under eftect!,.. international control. It could also generate greater support t~r

di.armament eftorts thro~ a better understanding of the questions relating to
disermament. 3i8 Government had therefore welcomed the decisions taken by the
Preparatory Co!IIDittee relating to the participation of non-governmental
orSftIlizations :tli its work•

23. The Preparstory Committee had an urgent responsibility for the preparations
req,uire4 fO'lf ihe special session, but he would like to stress the important role
that the Un,it,4,. Ifations Centre tor Disarmament could plar in doing everything
pos.iblfi to ptoqcluce the necessary backgrQuod material in time.

2". lie mesllu"s relating to disarmament must en30J' 'the support of the great
ma30rity ot S,.tes,'the ~gend& for the special session, as well as the final
~ocument, sbo,.q.4 reflect the broadest possible agreement. His delegation hoped
that the ongoiag consultations regarding the draft agenda submitted b.Y the
non-aligned ~ber. would Jhortly result in & compromise text.

25. The next ,tep in the preparatory work would undoubtecly be the elaboration of
principles t~t would constitute the basis for a final political declaration. As
the success c~ the preparatory work would depend on working out, in advance, a text
reflecting a ~onsensus on the basic content of such a final document, the Turkish
del~gation SUpPOrted the suggestion that a committee of the whole should be
established apd entrusted vith the drafting of that final document. He also
supported the' idea that the appropriate arrangements should be m~e for the
intersessional work of ~he Preparatory Committee.

26. As to the content of the final document" a set of guiding p1"incipleg should l,{~

agi"~ed upon t~Jting into account the concepts so far developed in the course of past.
negotiations on disarmament. In that context, stress s1)ould be laid on the
principle I!tf balance in disarmament measures end on the absolute need to prevent
situations ~~ich would enable any State or group of States to gain military
ad'1ante,ge.

21. As to the establishment of priorities in the field of disarmament, his
delesation considered that, although prime importance should be attached to nuclear
disarmament, the fact that measures relating to conventional weapons were Just as
important an4 urgent should not be overlooked.

,28. Another item of high priority was the strengthenin8 of the non-proliferation
rpgime. It ~as to be hoped that while further measures to prevent th~ horizontal
and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons were being consid~red the developmen'
of the peaceeul uses of nucluar enerf3 without restrictions would be assured. The
importance ot security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States should also be

I
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stressed. His Government shared the concern expressed with respect to the current
state of trade in, and the tra.neter of, conventional weapons and hoped that the
question would ~e considered s:t the special eession.

29. Another fiCtd th4t merited special attention was the connexion between
eJ.sarmment and. economic and social development. In that respect, his del#~gatLon

supported the pr9Posal by the Swedish delegation calling tor a new United N~~:on~

otudy on the re+stionship between disarmament efforts and economic ~nd s~cial

progress.

30. It was gen~~a11y recognized that a prerequisite tor the succees of ~iS~~r.~Mt

efforts was a global perspective and the universality ot agreements. T"uat r"!Q.ulrfln
the direct participation of all nuclear ..States, as vell ea other mili~ari1y

important Powers, in all negotia.ting forums. In the opinion of his Gove:tllm~nt v t::Je
chances for success would be greater if the negotiat":ons were underta.ken in. !Jodies
set up for specific purposes, such as the Conference ot the Comittee on Disarmament.
The special ses;3ion would, however, provide an opportuni,ty to review existing
international disarmament machinery and to make the necessary improvements.

31. Mr. AKHUND· (Pakistan) said that it was 0 .... ~ruciel impo~ance that the special
session should Ilchieve its objectives. Those bJectives must be defined with els,ri- J
and realism. Tile success of the session would, ot course, depend on the will and
resolve of all States in general, and the great Powers and other militarily
signifi~ant States in particular, to overcome their differenct:d so the.t meaning:f'ul
results could b~ achieved.

32. Consideration of the record of the past 30 years led to the inescapable
conclusion that~ although a number.of n~t~woTthy measures had been taken in the
field of disarmament, they had failed to bring the w()rld anywh~re near the geal of
an inter. ·3otional order based on collective security as envisaged in the Charter of
the United Nations. Indeed, 17 years after the General Assembly had formally
declared general and complete disarmament as the goal of the United Nations, military
expenditures co~tinued to grow, both qualitatively aDd quantitatively.

33. Weapons of extreme precision had been added to weapons of mass destruction 8

Technological d~ve1opments had given the arms race, particularly between the super
Povers, a se1f-perpetua.ting Chal"'&cter. The spi.ral could only be broken by
simulta.neous ena~avours aimed at bringing about a relaxation of tension and
disarmament. Tpe real danger facing mankind stemmed from thf.: existence of huge
nuclear arsenal~ and the possibility of their use. The ~omplete prohibition of the
use of nuclear w~apons and the eventual destruction of stockpiles should be the
primary goal of~ fl,ction in the field of disarmament. In the o:tJinion 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 nu~lear arsenals and
strategic deliy~rY systems~ second, agreement to refrain from further sophistication
of nuclear weaP9ps and their delivery systems; and, third, an undertaking bY' the
nuclear-weapon Powers to refrain from the use or threat ot use et nuclear weapons
against non-nuc~ear 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 conve~tional weapons, particularly those at the disposal of the two
J~wcr allianceo. In the opinion of his delegation, such reductio~s would not
endanger, but woulq :t"ather enhance, their security and would, furthermore, release
va9t resources whicn oould be used for the betteTment of the peoples of the
countries concerneq. In that context, he favoured the Swedish proposal tha.t a new
study should be made on the connexion between disarmament and economic development
in all its aspects.

35. The special s~ssion 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 ultim~te 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 Unit.ed Nations. Pakietan considered that the special session could
make progress on that issue on the basis of paragraph 1 of Gp.neral Assembly
resolution 31/189 C. Moreover, the non-nuclear-weapon States, which constituted

.the vast· maJority 9f the Members of the United Nations, should take the opportunity
provided by the sp~ei~l session to show that they were prepared to take regional
security measures.a.gainst the nuclear c\anger. In that c'intext, Pakistan supported
the establishment ~f nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace and reiterated
its su~port tor th~ Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.

36. Referring to tpe question of the proliferation of nuclea~ weapons, he said
that the Treaty on ~he Non-Proliferation of Nu~lear Weapons and the lAEA system of
safeguards proved ~pat States were willing to accept certain restrictions on their
treedomof action i~ the interest of eliminating nuclear weapons from the world.
A viable system couJ,.d not be based on the assumption that there could be a. monopoly
in the field of knpwledge a.nd technology or by making arbitra.ry distinctions. The
most effective measpre to restrain both vertical and horizontal.proliferation would
be a comprehensiv~ ban on nuclear tests. His delegation con$idered that a
compreh~nsive ban on nuclear tests should not be made conditionsl on its acceptance
by all nuclear-weappn States.

37. P~istan accepted the broad list of items contained in the draft agenda
subndtt~d by the group of non-aligned countries, but suggested that consideration
should be given to another item or subitem entitled "Adoption of agreements on
disarmament" since, by the time of the special session, a comprehensive test ban
treaty and a treaty banning ~hemical weapons might be ready.

38. As the speci~l session was unlikely to complete its "Work in less tha.n four to
five weeks!l and 3.~ very thorough preparations must be made in regard to the proposed
declaration of pri~ciples and programme of action, it would pe useful to arrange
·for the Preparatopy Committee or 8. working group of the whol~ to meet between
sessions. It woul4 also be appropriate for the Centre for Disarmament, with the
a&sist~ce of out~~de experts, to prepare background papers on important issues, a
list ot,which cou14 be drawn up after consultations.
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39 Mr ELLIOT (Belgium) said that the special session should provide ~hhe 11• . . d' t progr8lllIlle under wh~c aopportunity to implement a comprehens1ve 1sarmamen . t t' fStates withollt distinction, would agree to participate in theb'11~Plte~en and~onitos, ." . h't . k f desta 1 lza lon arecol!ll1lended measures. The arms race, W1 t 1 S r~sso. . .impact on the economic development of States, was curreptly affect1ng all reglonsof the world: Disarmament was becoming an increasingly important matter of conce~lto all stateaalthough some States, because of the weapons they possessed, had tassume speciui responsibilities.

40. The past 20 years had witnessed the growth of the role of the non-alig~ed ~world in int~rnational affairs. It was satisfactory to note in that :onnexlo~ th8~the non-alig~~d countries had originated the idea Of qonvening a spe:lal seSS10n c:the General AfsemblY devoted to disarmament. The General Assembly, ln tb: ~r~p08~ddeclaration,' ~hould emphasize the universality and par~llelism of. the actlvltles tobe undertaken, without necessarily selecting one f~eld of action for absolute .priority in relation to the others. In disarmament matters, the method of ~electlngpriority fields and questions had often resulted in thQ long neglect of entlresectors in which useful efforts and activities could have been undertaken. Thescope was broad enough to permit the preparation of a comprehensive programme inWhich activities would be carried out side by side, 'Without prejudice to the specialresponsibilities of certain States, particularly the nuclear States.

41. Belgium had always believed that one of the main reasons why internationalefforts had Qome to a standstill was the lack of communication among nuclear States,whose respon~ibility to the international community should motivate them to seekways of est~olishing a dialogue among themselves. It was to be hoped that thespecial ses~ton would help to bring about the cQnditiops - particularly the
institutiona.~ conditions - which would enable such a dialogue to begin. ThePreparatory Committee should bear that objective in mind and prepare documentation'Which would enable all States to attend and participate in the special session.
42. For it~ part, the General Assembly should endeavour to broaden the scope of them~asures which could contribute to disarmament. In that connexion, the question ofthe transfer of conventional weapons should receive closer attention from allStates. Similarly, the United States suggestions concerning measures designed toimprove the ~limate of international confidence and to reduce tension should bererle?te~ in the agenda. The Assembly might also con~ider new working and
negoha~~ng methods which had scarcely been tried thus far. In that connexion thisdelep,at10n had already drawn attention at the thirty-first session of the GeneralAD9r~mbly~ to th7 possibilit;.es afforded by a regional apP,roach to disarmament. Ttwas not a q.\.l.e~t~on of a reg~ona1. approach as opposed to a. r,lobal approach. All ~\lwhapprosc:hes! ll.ke any potenhal b~lateral measures t were complementary. It shoul d beborne 1n ml~d that the ~rospects for agreement on certain aspects of disarmamenLcO~ld vary from one reg10n to another. His delegation intended to propose at thethlrty-s~ccm~ session of the General Assembly that a global stUdy of the regior.alaspects of Q1Sarmament should be undertaken.

43. Heanwhile, the Committee should develop the topic of the regional aspects ofdisarmament in the documents which it was to prepare for the special session.
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44. As far as th~ org~nization of work was concerned, his dele~ation could agree to
nn extension of t~e thlrd session of the Committee which should soon address
itoelf J in a prac~~calJnanner, to the substantive ~uestions to be included in the
agenda 0: the speqial session. With re~ard to the studies to be undertaken by the
Sccretarlat, as r,ferred to in particular in Mexico's reply to the Secretary
General, the Comm~ttee should, in the light of the large volume of documentation
already existine; C?1l disarmament questions, draW' up precise terms of reference which
would meet practiq~l considerations and not place an undue burden on the Secretariat.
If the Committee Cfo\rried out its preparatory work adequately, the obj ectives ot the
apecial Bession m~ijht be achieved in a shorter time than that indicated by the
representative of ·~Iexico.

45. The CHAIR~1AN tnvited the representative of Bulgaria to speak, in accord~nce
with the provision permitting States Members of the United Nations which were not
members of the C6~ittee to participate in the work of the Committee without the
ri~ht to vote.

46. Mr • KOSSEV (1;3l,l1garia) said that the People's Republic of Bulgaria attached
great importance t~ efforts to curb the arms race with the ultimate aim of aChieving
general and complc~e disarmament under strict international control. In conjunction
with other social~,t countries, Bulgaria was doing everything in its power to
overcome the obst~~les to disarmament in order to achieve decisive results in that
area. and to bring "bout. the same relaxation of tension in the military field as had
been achieved in the political field. Bul~aria would always speak,out decisively
in ~nvour of the ~ontrol of the arms race and dlaarmament.

47. In recent ye!lfs, as a result of a process of relaxation of international
tension and as a rtsult of international and bilateral agreements, a number of
measures had been faken to bring the arms race within established limits.
Important nesotia~~ons were currently in prosress on the adoption of new measures
to limit armaments'and bring about disarmament. However, although progress had
been made towards reducing the danger of a new world conflict, there had been no
slowing down of trr arms races which continued to be an obstacle to world peace an~

security, consume~ enormous material resources and adversely affected world economlC
progress. For thp,e reasons, the limitation of the arms race was a legitimate cause
for concern for alJ, nations and peoples and one of the most urgent tasks of the
contemporary world. !n that connexion, he referred to the proposal of the
representative of' ~he USSR conc~rning the convening of a world d~sarrnament
con~erence. That proposal had received the support of the majorlty of States
t~embers of the United Nations and also of the Fifth Conference of Non-Aligned
Countries. In a fprum of that size, Governm:nts could, with. some ~ope of succes~,

undertake an examipation of all aspects of dlsarmament questlons and take e~fectlve

meas"ures. Unfortupately, in spite of the num:l:ous General Assemb~y resolutlons
supportins the world disarmament conference, lt had not been posslble to hold the
conference thus fa~, for reasons which were well known.

48. .J1:t the thirty...first session of the General Assembly, mos~ delegations ~

including his own, had supported the resolution on the conven1ng of a spe:lal
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, on the understandlng that
that session was not to take ~he place of the world disarmament conference but was
to be an important stage in the preparation of such a conference.
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49. His deleg~tion's views on the special session we~e Qlea~ly stated in the
reply of the People's Republic of BulBsria to the Secretary-General of the United
Mations contained in document A/AC.187/36. As far as the agenda of the special
session was concerned, it ~as very important that it sho~ld 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 dis~:~ent

should be gen~ral and complete disarmament; should indicate the need for all
militari1y important States, in particular the nuclear-weapons States, to
participate in the negotiations; and should emphasize the importance of the
principle of ~ot seeking unilateral advantages or endangering the security of
States during:the negotiations at the special session an~ in the taki~g of decisions.
With regard tq the priority measures which must be taken.in the dis~ru~ent field,
his delegation ~onsidered that the memorandum submitted by the Soviet Union at the
thirty-first ~~ssion of the General Assembly deserved special attention. That
docUment set qqt a realistic and pragmatic programme for joint action by all States
on the main di~armament issues. The special session should not take the place of
the existing ~~chinery for negotiations on the question of disarmament, but should
provide it with new vigour and improve its efficiency.

50. In conclu~ion, his delegation wished to point out that, in setting up the
Preparatory C~~ittee, the socialist countries of Eastern Europe, whose active work
in the area 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 affa!rs and would enable the remaining socialist countries of Eastern
Europe to tak~ part in the deliberations of that important body as full members.
Bulgaria had p~rticipated in the work of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva
since its inception and was a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World
Disarmament C9nference. He expressed the hope that the Preparatory Committee would
include a rec9~endation on that question in its report to the General Assembly at
its thirty-se99nd session.

51. The CHAI~MAN appealed to members of the Committee to reach agreement on the
agenda for th~'special session, so that the Committee could adopt it b,y consensus
and proceed to subseq~ent phases of its work.

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m.
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, nth meeti!'.'l&

WednesdaY, 18 May 1977. at n a.m.

£h&1rmaJl: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.l87/SR.ll

GE1~ERAL DEBATE ~continued).
1. Mr. t/n:.~TIR:t (Tunisia) said that i since the end of the Second World War and
the establishm~ t of the United Nations, disarmament had been one if not the main'
concern of the' nternaticnal community. Every year for the past 30 years the
General Assemb~f had reiterated its con-v.iction that the arms race constituted a
danger the con~,quences of 'which would be catastrophic for all peoples without
exception. FOf'many years that concern - it might almost be called obsession - had
found expressi~~ in many statements, a~d many solutions to the complex problem of
the arms race l1F been proposed" unfortunately to no great avail. In certain
sectors, the n~~tiations conducted in recent decades had yielded some partial and
limited resulttf which fell far short of the objectives the United Nations had set
itself.

2. It had l,?n~ been said tha.t it was for the nuclear Powers alone to solve the
disarmament que~tion and that the achievement of agreement on objectives and on
methods of lim~~ing or completely eliminating the danger threatening everyone
depended on thp~e 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 international cOIllJllunity in the sear.:h for
an effective solution to the a~ race, since all had to suffer its consequences.

3. In the op~pion 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 rec~~t years 0 One of the main tasks of the special session was to secure
and define a c~~n political will, which alone would ma.lte it possible to establish
eo new internat~onal stra.tegy with universal participation. That was why Tunisia
supported the idea of the adoption of a declaration on disarmament. That document
should not only'embody the political undertaking of all Member St'ates to take
effective acti9n for disarmament but should also establish the objectives to be
achieved and the- guiding principles to be followed. The endeavour would succeed
only if accoun~ was taken of the interests of all, particularly those who had not
had an opportunity to express their opinion on that serious matter.

4. It would ~so be useful to draw up a comprehensive list of the various aspects
of the arms rap~ including, for example, those directly affecting the countries of
the third world.. In that connexion, Tunisia endorsed the Swedish delegation's
proposal that :tile United Nations Centre for Disarmament should make a comprehensive
study of the effects of the arms race on economic and sooial development,
particularly ifl the developing countries.

5. The danger that the special session would ~rely turn into a repetition of the
debates of the First Committee of the General Assembly must be avoided. A new
political cons;:lnsus must be formulated Which would make it possible to adopt
concrete and r~~listic measures. In view of the difficulty of the task, the
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possibility of a ~econd special sessio:Q must not be ruled out; in any case, there
remained the Wor14 Dis8:rmament Conferene3, the convening of which had been supported
by mo~t Member S1}Q.tes, including Tunisia.

6. His dele~ation endorsed the decision to invite non-sovernmental organizations
directly concern~d to participate in the work on disarmament, since they would not
only submit usefu~ suggestions and proposals but would also help to create a new
awareness in world public opinion, which would constitute the best stimulus in the
disarmament proc~~s.

7. 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 l"tiopidity of the geographical spread of the problem to all continente.
That meant that t~e arms race was a problem for which a solution was urgently
required. '

8. As to the organization of work, the establishment of an intersessional working
gro'u.p with the t~6k of examining Governments' proposals and formUlating
recommendations for their consideration by the Preparatory Committee would represent
a considerable contribution to the success of the work.

9. The CHAIRMAN said that, in pursuance of the decision that Member States which
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 ~Iethcrlands, New Zealand and Czechoslovakia to make
statements.

lO.f·Jr. KAUFHANN (Netherlands) said that his Government's reply to the Secretary
General pursuant~o resolution 31/189 B on the special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament showed that the Netherlands attached great
importance to tQe problem of disarmament in both the nuclear and the conventional
fields. In the 't)nited Nations, the Netherlands participated, in CCD and other
bodies, in negotiations to bring about a limitation of the arms race, the ultimate
goal being gene~~l 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 tha.t an agenda for the .
specia.l session 'would be drawn up al'ld that it would reflect the pOlitical will ot
Governments to give new importance to united Nations efforts cmd other international
efforts in the field' of disarmament and arms control.,

11. Referring to the excessive increase in conventional armaments, he said that
there was no justification for the fact that both in the industrialized countrie.
and in the deveioping countries scarce resources were being used to obtain arms
in quantities b~yond those required for national security. The special session
should atta.ch p~!'ticular importance to the problem of the considerable expansion in
the conventiona~ arms trade, which absorbed means that could have contributed t()
the ecoi'lomic an9- social well-being of mankind.
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12. Problems f.lated to arms control and dis~rmament were connected with problems
in other fie1d$, such as economics and sociology. There was a relationship between
deve~opment anti disarmament: a1though they constituted separate aims, substantial
progress in di~~rmament would f~vourably affect the econo~ic development of
the developing ,~ountries ~nd enhance prospects for a new international economic
order. In thap,' connexion, the NetherlEm<1s supported the Swedish proposal that the
United Ifations' ,hOuld undertake a stud;r on the subject of the interrelationship
between disarm,.ent and eccmomic and social progress. S'I4ch a study would not only
be a follow-up :to the eJtce11ent work previously done on that subject but would also
take into accoUJlt the results of the sixth and seventh special sessions. In
particular, it could deal with the following issues: the effects of arms control
and disarmament measures on the release of financial resources, including
determination pf the extent to which a,. sy,stem could be devised whereby resources
released would be used not only for national development but also for purposes ot
international qeve10pment; the release of human resources, including discussion ot
whether persons employed in the armaments industry could be easily transferred to
~ther industries and whether there should be national or international efforts to
assist companies and workers in the conversion from arms manufacture to peaceful
applicBtions; the release of technolo~ica1 resources, including how technological
know-how in tqe manufacture of arms could be switched to peaceful uses; the release
of material r~sources, including examination of the fact that, whereas the release
of such resourqes had immediate beneficial effect, it could produce negative effect::;
for certain d$ve10ping countries as a result of the drop in demand for certain
materials for'Vhich there would be no immediate use in peaceful apr1ications. It
would 'also be l)ecessary to study the effects of the arms race in terms of
macroeconomic phenomena, including economic growth, inflation and employment.
Another very illlportant aspect was that of security. It was obvious that any
country's development reached an optimum level to the extent that it felt secure
from external 'threats • 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 secUT~t.y and cieve10pment could be studied.

13. Mr. TEi1PL~TON (New Zealand) said that his country's support for the convening of
a special ::w:Jdon \010.:3 a. direct reflrction of itA cOllcprn at the lack of !lubntnntivl'
progress on disarmament. '!'he 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
maintaining a balance of terror among the leading military Powers. The economic
burden of armaments at their present level could not be supported by eith~r the
developed or the developing countries.

14. In l~ew Zealand's view, the overwhelming priority of the special session must
be nuclear d~sarmament. A further major step towards nuclear disarmament fol10wi l~
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the Partial T£:SJt~Ban Treaty and the 1'1on-Proli feration Treaty was overdue. The
next logical step was a comprehsnsive test-ban treaty, for which the General
Assembly he,d been calling with increasing urgency for a number of years. If a
draft compreh~nsive test-ban treaty were to be prepared and ready for signature at
the'np~cjal ~~~3ion, that woulu in itoelf ~unrnntee the se~oion's succ~os. The
acceptance of a small number of general principles would facilitate the negotiation
of such a treaty. Those general considerations included the following: (i) while
it was obviouo~y desirable for all nuclear-weapon States to participate from the
beginning in the drafting of a treaty, the fact that one or more nuclear-'leapon
States might not be ready to do so did not constitute a reason for delaying the
drafting of a 1ireaty; (ii) there should be provision for verification which
permitted a r~~sonable degree of certainty regarding all nuclear explosions of
significant si~e. The verification issue was important, but should not provide
a pretext for'putting off the political task of negotiating a treaty; (iii) a
comprehensive test-b&"'l 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. 'j'ht.·rc wun no Juntification for d('lnyin~ the ncgotin.tion of a ~omprchcnsive

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 t~~ treaty for signature at that time would generate maximum pressure for
early ratification. The conclusion of that treaty would be an important step
tOl-Tards lifDiting vertical proli feration, but it was, to be hoped that in the interval
before the special session bilateral agreements would ,be concluded bet'!!i'een the
Governments possessing the most advanced nuclear,-weapon systems. Such agreements
shQuld encom~ass actual reductions in the numbers of weapons in existing arsenals
as veIl as prohibition of the uevelopment of new types of weapons.

16. 110 less important than the limitation of vertical !,roliferation were steps 1 )

halt horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons. Further ratifications of the
rlon-Prolifera.tion Treaty, especially by potential nuclear-l-Teapon States, and more
effective controls on the supply of nuclear materials and nuclear technology which
could be used to produce nuclear weapons, were urgently required. New Zealand would
actively supPort proposals designed to secure those objectives 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 weapons. New Zealand welcomed indications that agreement on a. treaty
to prohibit chemical weapons was within reach and that such a treaty would be open·
tor signa.ture by the time the special session was held.
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18. New Zealand ~hared the widespread concern at the political and economic ill
effects of a spreading arms race in conventional wea~ons. In its view, the
principal arms prpducers should exercise restraint in respondin~ to ~xcezsive

demands Rnd deny arms to States whose Governments enGa~ed in the systematic
violation of hum~fl rights. A United ~Jations study should be undertaken as r,oon
as possible.of all aspects of the problem of arms sales and his Government Jould
continue to support initiatives to that end. Of fundamental importance in thllt
regard was the n~ed "to release resources for social and economic developAent.
particularly in ~he third world countries.

19. It was apparent that one special session of the General Assembly would not
be able to formulate a wide ranp.;e of nevT disarmament measures; however., if one or
more major disarmament agreements were opened for signature at the time of the
special session,'the possibility of ratification would be increased. In addition,
the special session should adopt a general declaration on disarmament and a
programme of action. Likewise, a review of the United Nations disarmament
machinery was an essential part of the task of the session. New Zealand recognized
the need for a ~elatively small nep,otiatinF, body, such as the Conference of the
Cor.lmittce on D~.o!J.rmamcnt, but at the same time i.t shared the dissatisfaction that

• had been express~d with that body's record. Nevertheless, during the current year
CCD had shown sigps that it was concentrating on issues of greater i~portance than
in the past and ~as keeping United Nations Members better informed of the progress
of its deliberations. New Zealand's approach to any proposed alteration of the
existing machiile:ry was a pragmatic one: it was disposed to jud~e by results. The
special session '\oTould provide the opportunity to do so and if, before the convenin~

of the special se$sion, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament was unable
to reach agreement on those important issues, New ZealE.nd would not rule out the
possibility of s~~king new methods of negotiation including, if necessary, the
establishment of' ~ new negotiating forum.

20. While unders~anding the reasoning behind the adoption of a conservative
formulation conc~Tning the participation of non-governmental organizations in the
work ·tf the Prep!'Lratory Committee, the Nel{ Zealand delep;ation reiterated its belief
that such or~aniz~tions had made and could make a distinctive contribution to the
work of the United Nations in the field of disarmamente It WIlS confident that tbe,y
would be able to'~ake a positive contribution to the work of the special session.

21. Mr. SMID (Cz~choslovakia) said that his Government had been very much
interested in be~9ming a member of an organ as important as the Preparatory
Committee. He tp~refore 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 Crnmnittee. His Government
felt that the inaClequate representation of the socialist countries failed to refle(;:t
the important rOlF which those countries played in disarmar..ent talks. He would
therefore like to take the opportunity to stress his Government's continuin~

interest in beco~ing a full-fledged member of the Preparatory Committee. He hoped
that that intere;at 'Would be taken into consideration during the debate on "the
s~ecial session ~~ich would take place at the thirty-second session of the General
Assembly.
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22. The conv~ning of the spec:ial session was fully in keeping with the preparations
for the world disarmament conference and would represent an important sta~e on the
road towards ~ts realization. That position did not conflict with 'the views
expressed re~~Tdin~ the possibility ot ho1din~ repeated special sessions on
disarmament or with the emphusis placed on the need to prepnTp. tor the world
disarmament cpnferencp., which his Government regarded as the only universal p1attoJ
having the nec~ssary authority to adopt concrete, effective disarmament measures.

, .

23. His delegation was of the op~nion that a number cl positive and realistic
proposal8 had already been submitted in conne:don wi1ib the preparations for the
special session. He wished, for example, to draw attention to the Soviet memorandum
ot 28 September 1976 on questions of ending the arms race and disarmament. The
special session should give proper attention to that doeument, which was in ha1'lDO!1,Y
with the goals that the international community hoped to attain throueh the
convening of the special session.

2JJ. His Government felt that the agenda for the spseial session should include
items on the preparations for the world disarmament conterence, on the role of the
United Natioqs in the field of disarmament and on the adoption of a declaration on
dfolirlnllnu"'nt. The declaration should aet ("rth blUlfc f1,u1.JeUnp,g on distlrmAflll?nt. thr.
principle of the universality of negotiations, and prioJ'ities and guidelines t01"

disarmament rlegotiations 0. ,

25. It was eqsential that the snecial session devoted to disarmament should not
weaken or und(ll'Dline the existing' machinery for disamament ta.lks but, on the
contrary, m~e them more effectiveo His delegation vas in full accord with the
view expresse4 by the representative of the German Democratic Republic
(A/AC.187/SR;$) that those org8o'6 should not be held responsible for the inadequate
progress of t~,e disarmament talks, since they had proved their vi£.bility. The
blame lay, r4ther, with a lack of will on the part of States, and that could n~
be dealt with ·by organizational measures. The special 15ession should stimulate that
vill.

26, As to the question of the decisions to be adopted b.Y the special session, his
Government b~~ieved 'that the individual responsibility of all States IfeJllbers of the
United Nation~ - and, in particular, that of the nuclear Powers - would be expressed
in the form ot decisions. He therefore presumed that the principle of consensus
vou1d prevail at the special'session, thus eliminating the possibil!ty that only
certain countzoies or groups of countries would accept its decisions.

27. His delegation was convinced that the special session would demonstrate the
readiness of I?tates to· put an end to the arms race and would, thus represent a
ccncrete step toWards genera.l and complete disarmament, which was the goal of all
realistic, se,psible nations of the world.

28. Mr. KUBBA (Iraq) said that Iraq attached the greatest i",portance to the
question of disarmament, believing that it should be one of the fundamental goals
ot the United Nations since it was linked vitb the problem of maintainin~

international peace and security and could create a suitable atmosphere tor

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



I

~ara:tions

on 'the

p~attOJ

urea.

le
tbe
morandum
The
harmony

ude
ot 'the
ion on
nt, th...
to~

not

the

dequate
he
not

ate that

n, his
of the

"pressed
nsus
e>nly

the
9.

fall

~oals

promoting international co-oj)eration aJ'id acceleratinq; the process of social and
economic develol"J!lent, particularly in the developin~ countries. It was deplorable
thgl..t, "tbile millions of people were sufferirlp: from mo.lnutrit ion, hup;e sums of money
and tremendous e,:1'torts were bein!'t wasted on the manufo.cture of nuclear and other
types ot destructive weaPons. Those resourcea could and should be used for world
economic and social c.tevelopm'!nt, especially in the developt-ng countries where they
were most needed.

29. His delegation believed that the United Nations should be at the heart of that
~roceBs and had therefore joined with other non-aligned countries in sponsorinr
the resolution o~ling tor the ccnvenin~ of a special sess~on of the General
Assembly de'lvoted to disarmament. An appeal for the conven~ng of a special session
had been macle at the Colombo Summit Conference t and he felt that the proposals made
at that time by' the non-aligned countries could serve as a fruitful basis for a
succe.stul sessiqn. He also wished t,o emphasize that the convening of a special
session devoted to diearmament should in no sense represent an alternative to a
wor14disarmament conference.

30. He observed that the aspirations ot the international community tor peace aDd
security could nqt be attained in a vacuum. The granting ot indepandence to peo~les

.under foreisn d~ination, the eliminatior.. of racism and colonialism, respect for the
sovereignty of f:$1;ates and non-i.nter,~~4en.-;~ in their intern~ affairs would eliminate
some ot the fa~,rs which had led to the resort to ams. GenuiDf" peace and security
could not be ac~~eved unless the strategies aimed at aequirin~ spheres of influence
and world heg~ were eradicated.

31.. The CHA1Rf1M sai.d that, since the negotiations for the adoption of the agenda
by' consensus wei4t proceeding in a very positi.ve manner, the request had been made
that the Commit-tete's work should be su£l'ended tor half an hour in order to permit
an exchange ot ~~ews on the subject.

32. The meetin~ was suspended at 11.55 a.m. and resj!Iled at 12.40 p.m.

OlfGMfI7.ATIOlY OF ~10RK

33. The CfiAIP.HMJ observed that the final phase of the ne~otiations had probably
been reached an4- that, once the agenda for the s:pecial session of' the General
Assembly devote~ to disarmament was approved, the Preparatory Committee should make
the best possib~e use of its time in considering other matters. Among the latter
were the procedu~es to be employed' in completinp; the preparatory 'Work entrust~

to the Commit',e~l incltlding the preparation of the draft Declaration on Disarmame.nt
and dratt PlaD Of Action on Disarmament which were to be submitted to the special
8e••ion. The Caimittee would also have to set the dates of its next session.

34. In view ot 'he limited time and staff resour~es avail~ble to the Secr~tariat,
the ~ittee 8btuld also draw up a list of priorities for the required
documentation. .

The meetine; rose at 12.50 p.rn.
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Chainnan: Hr. ORTIZ de ROZAS (Ar~entina)

A/Ae .187/SR.12

01lGlun:tJ\'1'101~ Of \'IOl<i{

1. i'Jir. J\j'.1I::W\H.uWIi!:. (Sri Lanka.) in:rormed members that the i~f"ormal consultations
on thu dr~tft a:~cnua proposed by the non-alicned members or the Committee
(A/AC.l87/43) had been successful and that a. consensus had been reached on a final
version. On b~)1a.l:r of the non-alif9led countries ~ he wished to thank members f'or
their co-operation and spirit of' 1Ulderstanaine.

2. 'I'ha foll~l'1in~ amendments had been made in the draft a~enda proposed by the
non-al.i~ed me!J1l>ers: in paracraph 1, the words "lack of a.clequate ,roe;ress" should
be replaced by the words "pressinc; need for substan~ial progress"; in paraP,l"a.ph 2.
the words nof' principles" should be deleted; in paraerapl) 4, the word "inc)uclingU

sho~lld be repla.ced by the words "including, in particular,".

3. lIu also announced that he had just submitted a backr;round paper (A/AC.187/55)
un the sIlcciol. session which mirJlt be helpf"ul to mcmbera in prcparin(~ their cOJlUlkmtr;
purSW1Ilt to General Assembly resolution 31/169 B. It was intended to be u:3ed as a
worltinc, pa'!'lp.r, and he would welcome any comments that members mic;ht wish to ma.lte on
it.

4. The CIIAIlilvW~ said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
COImttee approved the text of the draft agenda as read out by the representa.tive
of' Sri Lanka.

5. It wa.::> se,; decided.

6. 'file ClIAIRNJU~ thanked members fOT their spirit ot co-operation, which had
enabled the CQIimuttee to reach a consensus on the draft acenda... lie partieularly
thanked the rti:presentative of Sri Lanka for the leadership ll'hi~h he had provided
in the conduc'f of' neeot:ia"tions.

7. He succ:e9~ed that the Committee should adjou.m its formal meetin~ and continu'
its delibera:t~.ons in an informal meetine. If he heard no objection, he would tak:::
it that membe:"-fl so aer~ed.

G. It was so decided.

The meetin~ ~ose at 4.30 p~m.
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13th meet1.n8

Thursday, 19 MayJ.977, at 11 a.,m.

Chairman: Hr. HARRY (Australia)

A/AC,l87/SR,13

GENEI{J\L DEBATE; (continued)

1. Mr. SCALAERE (France) said that ilis Go"ernment is criticisms of disarmament
efforts, as cUrrently conceived and conducted~ were well known. However, criticism
W6S not sufficient.• ' Tha:t was why his Government - which. as the French Minister
tor Foreign Affairs had stated in the General Assembly, was prepared to support
any proposal aimed at genuine disarmament, Le. the effective destruction of all
types of weapolls, both nuclear and conventional, at a rea.sonable rate of speed and
under effective international control - welcomed the convening of' a special
session devoteq to disarmament.

2. His GoveIlllJllent had mace known its views on the 'WOrk of the special session and
the Preparatory Committee in the communication it had ad(lressed to the Secretary
General purouallt to resolption 31/189 B~ i~ which it had emphasized in particular
that participa~ion in the special session should be universal, with no privileges
for any 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
cODlllunicat.ion that no aspect of disarmament should be excluded from the competer~e

of the special session, which should freely discuss all problems relating to that
complicated Ull4ertaking without, however, interfering in ongoing negotiations or
departing fro!Jj. a subject which must be constantly borne in mind.

3. The text Qf the draft provisional agenda submitted py the ~on-aligned countries
(A!AC.181/54). which had been adopted with minor changes at the previous meeting,
reflected the Qoncern of its sponsors to establish a 'troad framework, open to all
opinions and ill, no sense prejudging those views which, in the course of the
special sessiqll, would form the consensuses hoped for by all.

4. At its S~ptember session, the Preparatory CO!!lJIlittee 'trould examine the
question of IJ. cJcclnro.tion of principleo nnd 11 programme' of nction. His dl"!lC'p:ntion
would particiJl~te actively in that work, and it wished to emphasize now that one
(t' the main o1.>~ectiv"!s of the spb~ial session should be a thorough s<tudy of
disarmament prQcedures and structures leading to the establishment of an effective
negotiating bo(Jy 't-J'hich would work in close co-operation with the United Nations.
Secondly, although there was obviously a need for nuclear disarmament - and it
should be empl~sized that that was a problem separate from the cessation of nuclear
test9 ~ the f~ct that· nuclear disarmament could not be achieved without parallel
progres~ in conventiona.l disarmament should not be overlooked. Only if there 't-Tas
para.llelism b~~ween the two spheres would it be. possible to avoid the disruption
of the strate~~c balance and the insecurity which might arise during the gradual
development o~ the stages which should characterize such a delicate undertaking •

• j
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5. Mr. OaleO (Japan) oaid tpat if the s~ecial session was to achieve its
objective - e'eneral and complete disarmo.ment - all pllrtici~ating States must ial
remember thrJ.t, pol iticul confrontations "'ere counterpro~uctlv~ and t~at the opec
session represented a constructive opportunity for dellberatlons VhlCh vould
lead to concr~te disarmament measures.

6. His del~gation commended the non-aligned members of the Committee for their
efforts to achieve a balanced formulation of the agenda which had been adopted
at the previdl,~s meeting (A/AC .187./54) and believed that in all deliberatio~s due
consideration should be given to the interests of nuclear-weapon states WhlCh were
not members C?;~ the Preparatory Committee.' It hoped that that policy would
continue to P1~ followed at all stages of the Committee's wrk so that all
nuclear-weapo~States would participate in the speciai session.

1. His del~eation felt that in future the Preparatory Committee should
concentrate its attention on the formulation of the final documents, namely a
declaration pr principles and guidelines and a progra~e of action •. The
declaration ~llould ba adopted by consensus, with the support of all nuclear-we&pc",:
States. The programme of action should be comprehensive and inter,rated und sheul1
provide a bro/3-d 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 fu~ure and in the medium and long term, according to priorities. The
programme s~quld aim at giving world public opinion a broad, organic picture of
concrete tag~s in the field of disarmament t to be executed in successive stages
but withoutEjI rigid time-ta1:?le.

8. Although a number of significant agreements on arms control and disarmament
had been conQluded in the past two decades, mainly as a result or the efforts of
the Conferenqe of the Committee on Disarmament, the measures adopted thus far did
not seem to· have produced sUffic ient progress. That was due to the fact that, in
the past, d~oarmament negotiations had tended to give priorfty to preventive and
peripheral measures. Accordingly, his Government earnestly hoped that the special
session wou+d devote itself to deliberations on crucial and central issues which
would lead ~p the final goal of general and complete disarmament. Hence, in its
reply to the Secretary-General pursuant to resolution 31/189 B, his Government
had stated that at the special session high priority l:lhould be given to such
issues as cessation of the nuclear arms race and the reduction of nuclear
armaments, ~ comprehensive nuclear test ban, the prohibition of chemical weapons,
regulation of the international transfer of conventional yeapons and the reduction
of military. bUdgets.

9. Nucle~~ disarmament was unquestionably the crux of the disarmament probl~.

As a F~rty to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Japan was
convinced that if the Treaty was to be effectively iml'lemented universal acceu.i<::t.
to it was eesential; 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 nu.clear.:-w~a.pon Otates to uclmowlccl/,,,c their r;ra.ve rcsponaibility for
nuclear disarmament and to adopt measureo aimed at h~ltinc the nuclear arms race
and reducing nuc~ear stockpiles; otherwise, the regime 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 tr~aty which would pave
the way ,for prQ~ibition of the development and improvement of nuclear weapons.

10. The special importance of nuclear disarmament should not divert attention
from the stru8ele for conventional disarmament, for the recent acceleration in
international ~ransfers of conventional lveapona would not only intensify existing
conflicts but ~lso increase the danger that new disputes ,rould arise in many parts
of the world •. Pt great many countries had expressed the view that that matter
should be caref:~+y examined at the special session, and his delegation felt
that a common ~tand in favour of giving., more attention to the question of
conventional d~~armament had developed. The special session should therefore
place the utmo~t emphasis on mea.sures to move forward in stages towards the
elimination of 'quclear and other weapons of mass destruction and tcwards the
reduction ofcQ~ventionalweapons and armed forces.

11. Mr.RIOS (Panama) recalled that on many occasions in the course of the history
of m,nkind atte~pts had been made to abandon the possession and use of arms. With
the increasing'~ophisticationof weapons, the situation had become more alarming

,and, since the I1liddle of the previous century, efforts to limit and control
weapons had muttiplied. In that connexion, mention should be made of the three:
Hague Conferenqes, the references to the question contained in Wilson Vs 14 Points
and in the Tre~ty of Versailles, and the initiatives takep by the League of
Nations. Both'the League's Conference for the Reduction and Limitation of
Armaments and 9ther subsequent attempts had failed dismal~y.

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 gen~rations from the scourge of war had found expression in the preamble
to the Charter; Al thouC;h since then much had been oo.id and written about the .
SUbject in the~Organization, the results were frankly diso.ppoir.ting. It was
unquestionably 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 ~he arms trade was excellent business, and despite ~he 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 W~13 not far distant when third world Governments, aware of the global
threat of the ~rms race and of the fact that the astronomical amounts being
spent on the production of, trade in and purchase of weapons could otherwise be
used to meet tAe most basic needs of their peoples, would rebel against that
state of affair~ and impose an international boycott on arms suppliers.
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14. lIis dcler,lltion reiterated its support for the proposal of the Colombo
Confcrcnc(~ of J1t~lUla of ~}t.ClLc or Govcrnmt'Ul.. of Non-AI igned Countricll cnllinp: for the
conveninG of a vorld disarmament conference or a special session of the General
Assembly devot(~d to disarmament ; it supported) in general s all measures favouring
the holding of the special session, which should make an important contribution to
the achievement of ~eneral and complete disarmament under effective international
control. At th~ 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 tbeir nuclear arsenals under safe and responsible
international 90ntrol.

15. The arms +ace was repugnant to the conscience of the world because, in addition
to threatening'the very existence of mankind, it enabled' certain powerfully armed
States 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 racint rep,imes maintained themselves by
force lind thf: ,we of arms a~ainst 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 ",Tad often prcmo"t.::J. by those who
manufactured and traded in arms for profit or by Governments'desirous of expanding
their sphere 0t 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 sugges~ed 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 deyoted 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, to the
Mexican dcleea~ioil for its untiring efforts and concrete contributions to that cause.

18. Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) said that the great majority of mankind had always yearned
eagerly for gelleral 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 peoples, was arou~ing 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 th~ 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 f~nds thus wasted in four da ~

could have fed, for a whole year, 200 million children who were the victims of
poverty in var~ous parts of the world. Nevertheless, the arms race continu~d whil·~

hundreds of millions of human beings lacked the bare essentials of life. That
appurent paradox was inexplicable if one foreot 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 enemies of world peace; they had introduced gross distortions into
the economies of a number of capitalist countries, which could apparently find no
outlet but in Pfomoting international 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 7 that,
excluded all man~festations of a policy of aggression, domination and interference,
and that enabled all States, large and small, to develvp peacefully, independently
and safely. .

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

21. The members of the Preparatory Committee could make an important contributions
to the cause of disarmament~y ensuring that the forthcomin~ special session of the
General Aoocmbly did not become just another exercise in rhetoric but rather a
framework for promoting practical results. To that end, it was essential to observe
the~principle o~ consensus in the adoption of decisions and to ensure the equitable
participation ot all ideologies and groups of States in the prepar'atory 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 take 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 disarmament 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 ageuda in
proper perspective, giving due attention to all tLe 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. Fjwever, the special session should not be
regarded as a SUbstitute for the world conference but should rather be a gateway
leading to its early convocation.

23. The international community could thus advance towards 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 detente, making it irreversible and 'World-wide.

24. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) recalled that there was a close relationship between
disarmament and international security. However, for many years the disarmament
effort had been kept isolated, ~th no parallel effort for international security.
That isolation hap. deprived negotiations of the necessary background of
international security and of the resulting climate of confidence. The United
Nations Charter, }'articularly Articles 11,26 and 47, showed the close relationship
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between disarmwnent and security. Furthermore, the first resolution adopted by the
United Nations .in 1946 had been devoted to disarmament and linked to the question ot
nocurity. In rLi'lpthcr l'nrly rooolut.ion (hI (1», t.he O~n('ral Asocmhly had ",asorted
that the proble~ of security was closely connected with that of disarmnmcnt.
However, subsequent General Assembly resolutions on disarmament in the 1950s had mad~

no mention of ipterna~ional security. The many rounds of negotiations that had
followed had yielded no results. High hopes had been raised in 1961 by the
McCloy-Zorin joint statement of agreed p~inciples on general and complete
disarmament. In the long disarmament negotiations over many years, attentic~, ~,~-l

been focused on the mechanics of disarmament proposals without any parallel etI~~\

towards international security. Yet, the joint statement of agreed principles, in
article 7, hadolearly provided that progress in disarmament should be accompanied
by necessary me&sures to maintain international peace and security, including the
obligation of s.tates to place at the disposal of the United Nations agreed manpower
necessary for ~ international peace force to be equipped with agreed tyPes ot
armaments.

25. At the current stage of disarmament discussions,'it must be accepted the
progress on di&armament could not be achieved outside the political context of the
world. Effect~ve progress on the problem of the arms race and disarmament would
continue to be hampered so lon,g as there was no means ot ensuring the security ot
nations other "l;han dependence on armaments. The functions ot the Uni'ted Nations, and
more particularly of the Security Council, for the maintenance ot international peace
and security would have to come into play.

26. Co-operative 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 tne outworn concept of balance of power, which was but the extreme of
mistrust - short of war. Regrettably, during all those years of disarmament etforts)
there had been no diminution of the arms race. The stockpiling ot 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 ot
radio-activity alone would be enough to destroy all human life on the American
continent and beyo~d. Thus, the existing stockpiles ot hundreda of thousands ot
megatons could destroy not only all life on the planet but the atm~spherie

environment that made life possible.

27. As repor~ed in 1961, world military spending had stood at $120 billion annuall~.

By 1970 it ha4 risen to $200 billion - an increase of $80 billion in 10 years. In
1975-1976, it 'Qad risen to $300 billion. Expenditure at th~ present time was
estimated at *400 billion, ~epresenting a sudden increase of. almost $100 billion in
one year. SuC;h a tr~mendous waste of valuable resources, which were needed for the
preservation ~nd development of human life but which instead were diverted towards
its destructien, in itself represented an economic problem of vast dimensions and
linked develop~ent directly with disarmament. The arms race and military spending
were formidabl~ obstacles to solving development problems. 'Disarmament, developmenT
and internati~llal s~curity must be examined together in a highly interdependen~

world. His deJ,.egation therefore proposed forma.lly that the Secretary-General, with
the help of copsultant experts, should undertake a study on the interrelationship
bet v'c~n thoue' -.:.hree factors.

32.
of

-84- Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



the
not
ed

madt:

in
ed
.e
,wer

he

It
" and
peace

.D

.c
of
'arts)

lall;:. .
In

I in
the
'ds
Id
~ng

llDent.

ritb
lp

28. So that g(lneral1y aCC(!I.tublc uoluticlW could lll~ rcuchcd, nIl StU.tl-:S must'
JlarticiI)Bt~ in aonaultations which would take into account their views and
Duggcotionu. It wau ttll:rl~fol'e emll'nti6l tha.t 1'or/mu} 6111! .inforrnl.l,l connultntion5 l.'n
the content an~ drafting of the documents to be adopt~d by the special session
should be conducted on the basis of studies and papers concerning a new approach.

29. What wes needed above all was a return to a modicum of legal order, Which
ironically had never before fallen to such a low point as at present, in the
Unit~d Nations era" The rosd to world legal orc:al" lay through international
security, which would become a reality only when decision/:> of the Security Council
were effective+y 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 statemen~ in the general debate, in 1960, when Cyprus had become a Member
01' the United tlations as a newly independent country, his delegation had stressed
the need for iaternational security, as' stipulated in the Charter, through the
establishment Qf a United Nations force to maintain world peace and security.
'It was a tragic irony of fate that subsequently Cyprus had become a living example
of the lack of'international security, even when S~curity Council decisions had been
unanimous. In 1968, Cyprus had submitted a draft resolution proposing a study of
the -link between disarmament, development and international security. He W'~s

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-General on the subject of the special session•

30. Mr. BENS~\IL (Algeria) expressed the satisfaction of his delegation at the
success 01' the'Preparatory Committee in drawing up a draft agenda for the
special sessioJ;1 of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, with the approval of
all members of ~he CoJ!lllli.ttee. He was particularly gratified that the draft
reflected the v~ews of the Algerian Government, as transmitted to the Secretary
General in its'reply (A/AC.187/28),on the lack of adequate progress in disarmament,
on the continu~~ion of the arms race and on the need to create conditions favourable
to disarmament~ In ths.t connexiun, his Government attached ~reat importance to
the need to es~ablish a climate of confidence between States, through the final
resolution of local eonflicto, tht: elimination of the lust remnants l If c'o] uninJiam
and racism, an~ the ending of policies of spheres of influence, of interf~r~nce in
the internal affairs of States, and of denial of the right to self-determination
of peoples unde~ foreign domination.

31. His delegation noted with satisfaction that the Committee had decided to
incl~de in the ~genda a review of the role of the United Nations in disarmament
and bf the international machinery for negotiations on disarmament. It considered
that the United Nations should assume its natural I'ole of providing leadership
and guidance in the field of disarmament and should participate more actively
in the disarmament process. It continued to support the convening of a World
Disarmament Con:..~ernece in which all nuclear-weapon ~3tate~ would participate.

32. The second phase of the Committee's preparatory wor1\: involved the preparation
of a deelar~tioD ot principles on disarmament and of a programme of action. The
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'UJM-tll iv-1I /.,1 m,,,,I,,.rll or t.lI" C:flffllni I.t.,·", hit,. I'rr'l',trr'cl 1\ w(lrlt illp; T,n!'c·r whit'h. h" hC)J'f.'d.
wau] d furm tht: basi:'.: 1\ ,r inf'oI'mul talks as a prl.·lude to n~gotiations. His
delegation agreed that the talks should be informal during the period between the
end or the current ~ession 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
Committe~ 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 Committee cn Disarmament; most delegations would also
be bUsy with the ad hoc Committee on the World Disamament Conference, which was
scheduled to meet between 12 and 15 September next. Furthermore, he could not
accept the idea of the Preparatory Committee becoming a kind of SUbsidiary organ
of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and having to mOdity its
programme of work accor,dingiy. Iti should also be remembered that the docUJr.entation
approvt;!d by the General AssE:mb1y on the basis of the work done by the Ad Hoc
COIJJmitt~e on the Rt:!view of the Role of the United Nations in the Field of
Disarmament included a recommendation that the Conference of the'Committee on
Disarmament should submit an annu~ report to the General Assembly in sufficient
time to enable Member States to eJl:amine it. He therefore considered that the
dates originally set for the thir4 session of the Preparatory Committee should be
mainta.ined.

33. He also considered that, dur~ng that session, the Preparatory Committee should
con~entrate on preparing its provisional report for submission to the General
Assembly at its next session.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

34. The CHAIRr<1AN reminded the COJllll1ittee that decisions had still to be taken
regarding informal intersessional consultations and talks, as well as on whether
i"forJnuJ. mN!tin{~c tlhould be hp-Id l,efore the Committee fS IlQxt official meeting.
'rh~ Committee would also have to I'each a decision regarding the documentation to
be requested from the Secretariat.

The meet1ing rose at 12.45 p.m.

-86- Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



llAth .,t1ng

Friday. 20 Mal Im; at 11.05 a e••

Chaingan: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

1. Mr. MACAULAY (Nigeria) said that as a result of the endeavours of the founding
members of the non-aligned movement to make known the objectives and perspectives
of the group, Africa had remained relatively safe from atomic blasts. Paradoxicall.y;
nationalism had recently been increasing at a time when the most serious issues
facing mankind could only be resolved through recognition of interdependence. As
t1rs. Bandaranaike, the ?rime Minister of Sri Lanka, had said at the thirty-first
session of the General Assembly, the polarization of the world around two po·..er
centres, which was the case until recently, "ras neither conducive to world
security and peace nor even beneficial to the national or regional 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 tha~ the principles to which he had
referred had. gained support even outside the ambit of the group and it hoped that
the non-aligned movellient would become a melting-pot of nationalities. He expressed
his appreciation to the delegations of Austria, Sweden, Pakistan, Romania,
Czeehoslovalda~ and many other countries, which had indicated their willingness to
support the movement, and to the many non-governmental organizations wln'~h had
pledged their unflinching support to the common endeavour to safeguard mankind.
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3. In welcoming any assistance offered to the non-aligned group, he wished to
make 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, lrhi ch did
not pretend to be an immutable blue print, but rather guidelines leading to
acreement by consensus.

4. In the opinion of his delegation, at the special session devoted to
disarmament the General Assembly should examine the followine questions: the
structure and functions of existing negotiation machinery on disa~ament matters;
the link between disarman~nt and economic and social progress, particularly in the
third 'World; the link between' sales and/or transfers of arms and local confiicts 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 pep ce and nuclear-weapon-free zones and the creation of others where necessary;
the need to make available to smaller countries, particularly the non-nuclear
weapoll States, the benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear technology, bearing
in mind, inter alia, that, apart from Australia, Africa produced all 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-Proli feration of Nuclear Weapons than to rati f'y it, and that whole cargoes of
uranium ~ould disappear for clandestine uses.
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5. In conc+usion, be zaid that the world ~hould not vait for & cBtn~trophe

before decidira~ thti.t the time had come tu rcuch B viBble eJ,obal 36reement on
nuclea.r wcapolls. I t "'a~ intolerable thl\t, accordinG to reports, 8une
500,,000 ccieutists in the United Stawo and #lane 900,000 in the Soviet Unicn "ere
enenf:cd in r~ocarcb eeared to war, When Gome of their' knc.wledp could more
protitably be used in studying the peacefUl uses ot nuclelll' eneJ"eY, particularly
in tbe developing world.

6~ Jiii.... LEONARD (United States of A1llerica) said that the intormal discussions anu
,!:xcbaiit~e5 of-,,!e\, - which, in the opinion of bis delecatoi"n, provided the best M..!
JlJOst e1'fective means of carryinc out the work assiened to the Committee - had led
to a consens~ on the particular task ot the cJU'rent session 'J namely, the
preparation ot a draft agenda tor the. special sessiem ot the General Assembly
Gevoted to dharmament. It was encouragine; to note the evidence ot willingness 01.
all sides to ~derstand cl: ~ferent points ot view anet make the necessary
concessions.

1. Al'thou3h the acenda approved would probably serve as a usetul framework tor
the work ot tile special session and the future oreaniz&tion and direction ot
preparatory wQrk, it must be l'ecosnize4 that it represented only. small traction
ot the iDunens,,* task facin6 not only members ot the Committee but also those
countries willing to contribute to the success of the sr.ecial session. In the
cor,ling month~ it would be necessarl' to clarity and cOl".,lidate objectives,
determine the main areas to be examined Md reach acreement on the best J!'.eans ot
seizing the ~l1Portunity provided by the special session to give a strong iJl'lpetus
to disamament negotiations. That would require intenslve preparations at the
national level and a broad and sustained pattem ot consultations. For its part,
the United Ste,tes would continue its encieaV01.lrS to identify ways in which the
special sessi<4n could lead to an accleration fi.'l1d broadenin, ot the disarmament
process in the lir,ht of the presr.Jine need tor substantio.l progress in the field ot
disarmament.

8. His delegation hoped that the momentum generated at the current session ~uld not
be lost and that bilateral. regional and multilateral talks wool,., continue. In that
connex1on. it 8upportad the Chairman's proposal that work should be cont1 nuf"d on an
informal basis between sessions. l-1hUe it would be neceesary tor Govemment~ to heSI"
responsibility tor decisions in the field ot disarmament, the f1elegation of the United
States ot America believed that support and ideas should be sought from all aw!il$lble
sources. In particular, it believed that private and non-governmental organit-atione
and national and international re~earch inetitutee coult' JMke significant contrihutiona,
It hoped such bodies would use their talents and energie8~ to develop icfeas for the
special session.

9. N1". TROY.MWVSI~Y (Union 'of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed
sa.tisfa.ction l.,~th the constructive nature of the debates and considered that the
exeh~rtge of ideas would cuarantee the succes~ of the preparation~ for the sp~cial
&dssion. The adopt~on of an acceptable draft a6enda marked an important ach~evement
ot the cur:ent sess~o~ ~nd would lead to positive results. ~Je next step would
be to c~n~~der the 0p1n~ons expressed by the various Governments and the nature of
the decls~ons the General Assembly would have to fMlopt at the sp~cial session. In
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 war'l' and the dangers inherent in the
arms race" lJh~ch 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
acknowledeed that some of +'-- ~onditionE necessary for halting the arms race eyisted.
In that context, the. relaxati!:.;.• of tension and peaceful coexistence of recent years
were condu~ive to the holding of fruitful discussions. Referring to statel!'.ents
made b,y the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party,
Ur. Brezbnev, he said that the negotiations would have a favourable outC02lk-; to
the extent that the participants demonstrated a genui~~ desire to consolidate peace
and were prepared to reach decisions that "rould 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
~eat importance for progress towards disarmament. Their importance wa.s such that
they should be re:t'1acted in the final documents of the sp~\::ial session. They
included agreements between i ,le Soviet Union 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.
Nesotiations on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons were also vitally
important, as were the conv~ntions on the prohibition of bacteriological
(biological) weapons and other agreements on the reduction of arlnaments. On 18 May,
at Geneva, a large number of States had signed the Convention on the Prohibition of
Mi1ito..ry or any other Hostile Use of Environmental I,rodification Techniques. That
represented an important step towards strengthening the peace and security of
peop~s and safeguarding the environment.

12. It should be emphasized in the final documents prepared by the special se3sion
that inter-State discussions were taking place on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests 9 the prohibition of chemical w~apons) and the
prohibition of new types and systems of '''eapons of mass destruction. Ner,otiations
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 \U1dertaken not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. In the United
IJations, consideration WB.S being given to the question of e. universal treaty 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 disarmament ef~orts, namely, general
and complete disarmament \U1der strict international contrOl, since that was the only
way in which mankind could be gua~anteed universal peace and security on u laetin~

and firm basis.
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14. From that sta!ldpoint, all States had an obligation to progress to-wards the
achievement of concrete goals, taking every possible opportunity to prohibi.t and
eliminate existing types of 't-Teapons, to prevent the manufacture of new' systems of
weapcns of' ma:;s 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 ~he principle of allowing the greatest possible number of' States" particularly
nuclear State!:. a.nd those with the most powerful weapons and forces, to participate
in the talks and in the adoption of measures. As for nuclear disarmament, the
participa.tion of' ell the nuclear Powers was absolutely essential.

16. Measures to solve the problems of the ar'JIlS race and disarmament should not
i:l any "flay jeopardize the security of states. If' that principle was violated or
J.f any attempt iV8,S made to obtain undue unilateral advantages, the effectiveness
of ne~otiations for th~ adoption of viable agreements 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 released as a result
of disarmament measures for the improvement and veIl-being of mankind., the
accomplishment )1' the main tasks facing mankind, such as the war against hunger?
disease and iliiteracy~ and the solution of social, energy and ecological
problems J a.s well as for the econcmic progress of the ieveloping .::ountries.

18. The special session should establish guidelines for States in their
disarmament ef'forts 0 'In that connexion, the USSR had submitted to the General
Assembly at its thirty-~irst session a memora~ setting fo~th several measures
that could be taken to solve the problems faced by mankind in the field of
disarmament. Above all? it WED essential to achieve the cessation of the nuclear
arms rnc;. Nuclear disarm~ment measures should include the prohibition of the
JIl.an:li'...cture of nuclee,r weapons and the supply of such weapons to the armed forces
u1' States, as well as the reduction of existi~ stc~kpil~8 and, as a final goal,
tlleir 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 disarmam~nt.

20. One of the prio?ity measures to be taken in the prohibition of the nuclear
arms race was the e;eneral and complete ban on nuclear-weapon tests. Another
impo:rtant task was the strengthening of the system for the rl(.n--proliferation of
~ucl~ar weapons. It l-TaS imPortant to enhance the effectiveness of the Trea,ty on
·t-.~le Non-Pr.:>lif'eration of Nuclear Weapons by :making it genuinely universal and by
reinforcing t·he !AEA system of safeguards. It was essential to ensure that
international co-ope:n.tion in the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes d~,d'

not become 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
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27 • It was so dec ided •
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28. The CHAIRNAN noted, with regard to the procedures to be follo"'ed bet,veen
sessions, that at the unofficial meetings it had been suggested, and the various
delegation3 had agreed, that contact groups should be createdj it should be made
clear, however, that that would not be an institutional or organic arrangement',
It might be advisable to use some other expr'ession, such as "liaison
represe'.1' I'Ltives!J. He suggested that each group should designate its own
representatives so that at any given moment it TrTOuld be clear who should be

25. The CHAIRMAN said that, once the general debate was over, the Commit-tee 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.

24. The USSR was prepared to take into account the op~n~ons of other States on
those and other matters and to take an active part in the formULlation 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 Disarmam~nt Conference in the agenda of the special
session.

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

advances from being used for destructive purposes. Similarly, practical m~asures

~hould 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 detente and disarmament, such
as the establishment of zones of peace in various regions, in· particular in the
Indian OCean, would make a s'lbstantial contribution to the limitation of the arms
race and to disarmamen~ by eliminating foreign military bases and by prohibiting
the Shipping of nuclear weapons in the Mediterranean.

26. Wich regard to the questio~ of the dates for the next session, during
informal meetings it had apparently been agreed that members of the Preparatory
Committee would begin unofficial meetings on 22 August 1917 and that the offici?~

meetings would be held from 31 August to 9 September. In response to a remark by
the representative of Canada, he said that if the Committee felt it advisable to
continue unofficial meetings b·eyond 31 August it could do so, but in any event
official meetings would have to be held in order to piace the Committee's work on
::ecord. If he heard no objection, he would take it that the schedule he had
suggested reflected the consensus of the Committee.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



contacted to ascertain the views or reactions of the various groups of States
within the Preparatory Committee. If he heard no objection, he wquld take it
that the Committee agreed to that procedure.

29. It was so decided.

30. The CHAIR~~N said that the third question,concerned the working papers that
had been or would be requested from the Secretariat. T~e 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. 1-11:'. CARCIA 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 disarmament' appeared in do~ument

A/AC;187/34. In that text, his Government had suggested tpat 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 a suggestion by the Chairman, his delegation had held talks
on the matter with all delegations which had shown interest in the sub.ject 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 agreem~nts concluded in the bilateral talks
known by the acronym SALT, regarding which the Director of the United Nations
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
Organizat ion informed", part had been omitted, and the rest had been added to
working paper (1). Of the remaining titles, (2), (3) and (4) remained exactl~

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 ind~cation, when appropriate, of the
procedures followed in each case to keep the Organization informed;

(2) A comparative study of the scope originally proposed or aimed at in
draft multilateral disarmament 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 official proposals or declarations m~de and
decisions taken by the General Assembly on the procedure of unilateral or ne~otiated

moratoria as a provisional measure for the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, as
well 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 Assemblyf s agenda (Africa, South Asia, the Middle East and the South
Pacific) and for and against the proposal for the establishment of a zone of peace
in the Indian Ocean, including a 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 weapons;

(6) An analytical summary of studies made by the United Nations describing
the effects of the use of nuclear weapons, bacteriological (biological) 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 Hations Secretariat for its work on disarmament and on the organization
of that work.

34. i'lith respect to title No. (7), he pointed out that reference was made to
:'global;J military expenditures because it was impossible to break down military
expenditures on a country··by-country basis. Unfortunately, Governments still had
~ot 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 Leaeue of
Nations such information had been made available. ~"loreover) the phrase :;the
possible significance of such expenditures in the economic and social field';, which
had appeared in title No. (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. lJr. JAROSZEK (Poland) said that his proposal was very simple and had already
been ~ulated at the meetinG of 10 May 1977. He then read out ,the relevant part
of summary record A/AC.187/SR.5: li ... his delegation proposed that, for the next
session of the Preparatory Cornmittee) the Secretariat should compile a document
listing disarmament proposals officially submitted to the United Nations. The list
should present the substance of the proposal, the date and country of submission,
and the status of its follow..up. I;
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37. That list would en~erate chronologically the proposals on disarmament which
had been submitted in the United Nations and in the Conference of the Committee on
Disar~ament. His delegation had consulted with a nmaber of delegations and felt
that such a compilation would constitute a very useful document for the Preparatory
Committee. Furthermore, he believed that it could be prepared quite easily and
without consid~rable atiditional cost.

38. The CHAI~ilUT asked if the representative of Poland was referring only to
proposals which had been adopted~ or to all proposals, includins those which had nct.

39. lar. 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 s~atus of the
particular proposal was discussed. It was possible that sorneof the proposals
submitted might be reconsidered at the special session.

40. ~~. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) said that the study proposed by his, delegation referred
to the close interrelationship between disarmament, international peace and
sec1"lrity and economic development, that it was part of the study required, under
item .1 of the draft agenda, and that it should be submitted to the forthcoming
session of the General Ass~mbly~ to which the Preparatory Committee must also
submit a report in accordance with its mandate. The study should therefore be
completed in time for sUbmission to the General Assembly.

41. The CHAIRi·lAH said that the proposal of Cyprus was addressed to the Secretary
General. Since it involved financial implications on which the Committee could not
yet take a decision, it might be useful if Cyprus would submit it to the thirty
second session of the General Assembly~ at which the relevant decision would b~

adopted. If his view was accepted, perhaps the study ~ight be ready before the
special session.

42. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) inquired whether the Secretary~GeneraJ.did not have the
funds to 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 General Assembly.

43. The CHAIRMAl~ said that the Under-Secretary..General' for Political and Security
Council Affairs had replied negatively to the question of the representative of
Cyprus. If he henrd no objection, he would t~te it that the Committee adopted the
proposals submitted by Mexico and Poland.

4h. Jt._ }Tas so dec~ded.

4~. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mex;co) thanked the Conilllittee for having adopted the
propoS-al submitted by~~exico and. in connexion with the working paper submittetl by
his delegation (P.jAC.187/56). said that the title deflnc1. it clearly: liSome
fundamental principles and norms for inclusion in the ID0~laraticn on Disarmrouent l

envisaged in the draft agenda of the special session ot1~r:e General Assembly devoted
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to disarmament, approved by the Preparatory COmLlittee on ID Ilay 19771i
• He :"fointed

out that in the English translation an essential adjective had been omitted, It
should read lifor possible conclusion;; rather than only :lfor inclusion;', because it
was not the intention of his delegation to dictate the terms of the Declaration on '
Disarmawent. He hoped that docun~nt would stimulate thought and an exchange of
idees.

46. The CHAIRMAI~ thanl-:ed the Bureau and the Secretariat for their valuable
co-operation and ~velcomed the atmosphere of consensus a.nd the mutual understanding
which had permitted the auoption of various important decisions, including the
authorization for non~Governmental orcanizations to participate in the Committee's
deoates. 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 follOl-Ted to expedite consultations be'tween delegations and adoption of the
list of document~ the Secretariat would be asked to prepare. He then declared the
second session ,of the Preparatory Committee for the Special Session of the General
Assembly Devoted to Disarmament closed.

The meet ing rose ..!t 12. 40.-£.:!!!..
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15th ..t1pg

Wednesdv· '1 AUIM@t 1977. at J,35 p••,

Chairmm= Mr. ORTIZ m R07.AS (ArgefttiM)

A/AC ..187/SR,15

P.DOPTIOH OF THE AGENDA

ORGjUU ZATIon OF HORK

2.. The CHAlffi'UU~ s~id that he wished to 20y a tribute to the spirit of
co-operation and the flexibility sh01-Tn by all delegations durine: the informal
meetings ~ 1-Thich had :'It.de it possfble to a(\ree on a series of measu.res that could
be formally adopted at the present meetinr..

3. The SECRE'l'ARY recalled that ~ at its 14th meetinr; on 20 F1ay 1977 ~. the
Preparatory C9mmittee had decided to ask the Secretariat to prepare a number of
back~round pEpers on the aisarmament topics listed in the summary record of that
meeting. The Secretariat had atte.f!l;?'Le(l to proo.uce as many' as possible of those
documents for the present session. 'l'11.e documents available in English were
A/AC.187/67 1 A/AC.187/S9) A/AC.187/71,A/AC.18~/72and A/AC.187/76. Some of those
docunents were also available i:,:: languages other tha.'1 Fnglish. The Secretariat
had also pre~3red document A/AC.187/51/Add.l: which contained additional replies
from I'teLlber States pursuant to operative paraeraph 3 of General Assembly resolution
31/189 B (Xx..XI). The full set of documents "lould be availa.ble in all lancuae;es
used by the Committee as soon as possible. Docum~nts in the final stage of
preparation~ which l!ould be issued very shortly, ,lere A/AC.187/68) A!AC.187/70,
fJ AC .187 /'r3~. AIAC .187/74 and AIAC .187175. In a.ccordance with the Committee i S

d.ecision; the Secretariat was also publishing documents submitted by non.·go~".ernmental

organizations in ~/~C.187/I~F.4.

4. The CHAIm'IAi~ sUGf~ested that ~ in accordance frith the whill€s of many deleGations,
only one formal meeting ea"ch aftelrnoon should be scheduled :luring the session,
lea.ving the mornings free for consultations. Additional meetings could be held
in the morning if' they became necessary, and a formal meeting could at any time
be rcFluced by an informal meeting if CI-"legates so wished.

5. It was so decided.

PROVISIONAL AGENDA OF THE SPECIAL SESSIm-r OF' THE GEI~ERAL ASSENBLY DEVOTI:D TO
DISP-..!;'1!."vlAHENT

6. fhe CHAIPJOOr said tha.t Conference Room Papp.r }To. 2IReV' •t ~ containinp the
draft prcvisional asenda of ,the special session, was being distributed to deleeates.
It was the same as t~e previous version except for the reversal of the order of
items 6 and 7~'which had been decid~d ~pon 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 CletaiL If adopted, it would beco!r·s a docUJ.!l.ent or'
the Committee.

7. Ur. GJI...'qCIll. RO:CL~S (~lexico) observed that the c.ebates had been conductec in
an exemplary manner during the informal ml'etinr.;s and that the Committee he.d probably
co~pleted 80 per cent of its work by the beGinninG of the present for~al session.

-96-

1

I

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



'/SR.15

;ion

lons ~

~tes •

l..

Concerning the drait agenda for the special s~ssion he wis~e~ to bring to the
attention of members the matter of the reports to be considered by the special
session. Under iteIt' b ~ .:m1y the report of t.hE' Pre'P~'ratory C'oI!1Illittee tC' the s:oeda1
session· ,.,as. mentionen. ITe tl1ou("ht :it. ac1virpbJ. ... to J'1['J~e llrovision for' El. snecia1
report of the Conference of the COI,T'ittep. on Disflr!!1Bm( n~, '\>rhicr.. submitted- an annual
report to the regular sessions of the General Assewb1y. Since that was the ~ractice

~t the regu1a~ sessions, it would be difficult to e~lpin why at the special session
on d:i.sarmam-'''.1t there was no report from the only l11ultilateral bodJT fOT negotiations
on dieanuan:~nt, lfhich was also the only ~tending bod.y concerned. with the auestion.

8. Mr. FERRETTI (Italy) supported the proposal maGe by the representative of
r!exico.

9. Mr. JAROSZF.K (Poland) said that he had no objection to the proposal but thought
it would beIiiO'ree,ppropriate if the initiative came from the Conf'er~nce of the
Committee on Disarmament itself, since the Preparatory Committee could not make
the decisi~n on the latter's behalf. It would ~lso be lor-ical, if the Preparatory
.Cornmittee were to go beyond the scope of its mm vrork that it should not r~strict

itself to a report of CCD but should ask for a report from the Ad Hoc Committee on
the Horld Disarmament Conference. Item 12 of the draft ae-enda ma.de specific mention
of a world disarmament con.ference, anJ it woulo. be logical and pertineilt for the
Ad Hoc COIIlIilittee, as a competent General Assembly ore:an, to submit a report
containing proposals on all relevant aspects of the convening of such a conference.
tn reply to El, question by the Chairmsr..: he added tha.t he was not proposing a.
separate item on the SUbject for the special sessJ.on but we.s sue:r;esting that a
report of the Ac.~ Committee shoul(l. be included in the review.. If the Preraratory
Committee took a decision to approach the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament, it should trea~ the Ac~Ho~ Corrmittee in a similar menner.

10. Mr. HOVEYDA (Iran) supported the proposal of the representative of Mexico.
It was i~portent for the special session to have a report from the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament. The question was whether such a report should be
included as a. separate agenda item. He had no ob';E'ction to requestinr; a report
from th~ Ad Hoc Committee, but it was not necessary for that report to appear as
a separat;-item; it could be includeCl. among the documentation for the special
session. TbI': delegates to the specisl session could not fail to be at-rere of the
work done by CCD and the Ad Hoc COnlIiLittee. It Yrould. therefore be "riser to maintain
the present wording of item 6 and. ask for reports to be submitted by CCD and the
Ad Hoc Cornmittee B,S :part of' the C!.ocmnentation for the srecie1 session. Hith
~rence to the observations me.de by the representative of Poland, he wished to
point out that most.of the members of the Conference of the Corr~ittee on
Disarma~ent were present as members of the Preparatory ComraittE'e and that a &ecision
could therefore be taken on its behalf by the Preperatory Committee.

11. Ur .. HARRY (Australia) said that the T'iUr-pose of item 6 of the nrovisiona.1
agenda see~ed-to be to provide a. place for the report of the PreTJ8:-'atory Cor:lm~ttee,
which was the princire~ UnitE'd ~ations document for the special session. Howevpr~

the inclusion of that item did not r.ean that €verythinf, in the report of the
Prenaratory Committee vroulCl' be debated at thgt ['oint. Re had assuIned that the
debate on the report "roula. take pIpee undpr iteJrs R, 9, 10, 11 and 12. The
question raised by the represente.tives of ~1exico and Po1anc., 8S well as by his own
delegation, was whether en acditional ite.!l should be incluc.ed in order to provide
complete documentation.
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12. ;.fr. GARCIA RODLES (~.lexico) said that he could not r;ive an iwmeciate opinionas to-:;hether-aspec1fic item should be included for a special report b~r theConference of the CommittF:e on Disarmament or should be dis·.;>ensed with on theunderstanding that, if a report was submitted, its contents would be discussedwhen the substantive point~ were considered in relation to items eJ 9~ 10~ lJ. and12 of the ('.genda. The l"Jatter req.uirec. further consultation, and no i!Jlllle::1.iatedecidon need be re'ached. Hith reference to the point raised by the representative'of Poland, his v~ew was that the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament wasanswerable rlO':; to the Preparatory Committee but to the General Assembly. TheAssembly sometimes asked that Committee to sen~ special reports on specific tODics.such ~s the total cessation <;!f' .~uclear-weam>n·. te3t~... Arr.v. rep:r~8J~n.1iat1V$could propose to the Assembly that CCD should be asked to submit a re~ort to thes}lecia1 session.

13. The CHAIm!~N said that a decision on the matter need not be reached at thepresent meeting. The Preparatory Committee could, after further consultation~include the proposal of the representatives of Hexico and Poland among therecommendations it would adont~
, -

ORGANIZATIor~ OF :·rOP.I\: OF THTI: SPECIAL SESSIOH

14. The CHAIRMAN noted that at the informal meetings a consensus ha.d, been red.checlthat the date for the opening of the ,special session should be 23 May 1978. If heheard no objection, he would take it that the Committee wished to ratify t,hatinformal ~reement.

15. It was so decided.

16. The CHAIRM~l said that in accordance with General Assembly resolution 31/109 B~the special session was to be held in l'Tew York. In the light of information fromthe Secretariat concerning the remodelling and expansion of the plenary hall ofthe General Assembly as decided by General Assembly resolution 31/195, thePreparatory Committee had u.nanimously agreed at its informal meetings that itshould recrnnmend to the thirty-second session of the General Assembly that adecision be taken to reverse the phases of construction work at Headquarters, sothat the work in the General Assembly hall scheduled for 1970 would be done du~ing1979. A decision a10n3 those lines would make it possible 'for the special sessionto malte use of the plenaI"J h~l. Admfnistrative measures to reschedule the'progrmmne were. however, required at c..n early date~ and a decision must thereforebe ma.d~ by the General Assembly at its next re~ular sessj.on by 15 October. Hetherefore took it that the.Preparatory Committee agreed by consensus to includein its report to the General Assembly a recomraendation to reverse the order ofwork on expanding and remodelling the General Assembly hall.

17. It was so decided.

18. The ~HAIRi~T said that~ with regard to the duration of the special session.three-views had been expressed during the informal consultations~ favouringalternatively a session of four we~ks, a session of four weeks which could beextended to five weeks~ and a ses3ion of six weeks. The representative of ~1exico
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had asked for a report on the nUPlber of' :'leeti::l("s held on disarr:!ament tOTJics in the
First Committee at the t,,,enty··ninth ~ thirtiath and thirty·first sessior.s of the
General Assembly. In reply to tI',at re<:mcst, he could report tlll3.t, at the twenty·
ninth session, hO illeetin~s had been scheduled and 32 held, lasting approxiBately
2G vTo:i.4 kine; days. At the thirtieth sessi·-m) no specific number of meetinGS h~

been allocated to the subject, anc 37 meetin~s ~ad been held. lastin~ ep,roximately'
~6 working days. At the thirty-first session~ 50 meetings had been alloc~ted, and
33 meetings had been held, lastine approxi~ately Z2 workinB days. Consultetions
were now in progress concerning the duration of the special session, and it was
hoped that the matter could be settled by consensus.

19. ~~. HOVBYDA (Iran) said that the number of meetings to be held by the s~ecial

session should be ke~t to a @inimum, out of consideration for economic factors and
for the experts working with the Committee; whose services were also needed
elsewhere. At the same time) he reminded .ne~nbers of the Preparatory Committee
that the work of the t~o last special sessions at the General Assembly had had to
be completed Ullder pressure because of insufficient time, resulting in the
production of some documents which were less polished and consistent than might
h~ve been desired. He hoped that the Preparatory Committee could strike an
appropriate balance in that regard during informal consultations.

20. The CHAIm-YU~ 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 vTould have
consultations with delegations~ it should be possible to settle the matter.

21. In their informal discussions, the members of the Committee had reache~ a
consensus that the number of Vice·-Presidents of the special session shou1ti be 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 CHAIRrt.tMLsaid it had been suegested that the special session should
establish a Commi~tee o~ the vfuole~ which could establish working groups as end
when necessary. All such workin~ groups would be open-ended. If he heard no
objection~ he would take it that the Preparato~J Committee ratified its agreement
that a recommendation tc '.;.hat effect should be included in its report.

23. It was so decided.

24. T~-f!lAlm.1AH said it had been acreed that the composition of the Credentials
Committee of the special session should be the same as at the thirty-second session
of the General Assembly. If he heard no objection, he would make a recommendation
to that effect in the report.

25. It was so decidedc

26. The CHAIR}mN said he had Teceived suggestions that the General Committee of
the special session shou1a. consist of: the President of the thirty'4second session
of the General Assembly ~ the 17 Vi ce···Presidents ~ the Chairmen of the seven !lw.in
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29. It was so decided.

27, !i was s'l.~ideq,.

35. It ,1'1aS so decided.

36, clfr. l'I!ULYE (India) asked whether a complete list of the J.an~ualY,es into whichtilZ brochure would be translated. could be provided,

32. The CHAIR11AJ.'IJ said that, if he heard no objection, he ~Tould tal~e it that thePre!?aratory Coiiiiiiftt~e agreed to the request of the representative of Sri Lanka.He con:fessed that the Secretariat did not know where Duri was spoken, but hepromised to ma.ke the information ave.ile.ble as soon as possible.

33, ~r. V.ALDEl!!h'li~;A· (Philippines) requested that the word ';Tagalogll
'} appea.ring initem. A.I (b), should be replaced by the word ·'Filipino,l.

34. ThP' CHAIRJ·.1J\J.J said that, if he heard no objection'} he would take it that thePrepara~"'ry Committee approved the request of the r~presentative of thePhilippines.

31. !Ir. FOl~SEC.A (Sri Lanka) requested tha.t the 111')rd "officia111
, appearine; in itemA.l Cb)of the--::Pre-Session Information Activities~1 section and in item (a) of the"Post··Session Information Activities': section of: Conference 1:oom Paper No, 3/Add,1,should be replaced by the word ;;woj;·king'~. He also asked where the Duri languagewas spoken, since his O1-m inquiries on the tratter had proved fruitless.

30. r:rs. 3HJf.LLE, (Office of Public Information) ~ replying to points raised ininformal discussions by the representatives of Poland and Sri Lanka, said that'VThile the production of the brochUTe mentioned in item t\,l Cb) of Conferenceltoom Paper .t10. 3/Add.1 would be 1.nthin the work programme of OPI and wouldtherefore ent?,-il no additional expenditure, additional funds would be needed forthe tr:mslation and publication of the brochure in the variollls langua:~es listedunder that item.

2;'. The CHAIRr·!PJI! said it had been 8."..reed in inforTl1al consultations that the rulesof procedure- o-{ the General Assembly lrou1d also IJ.!'lPly in, the special s~ssion) onthe understanding that every effort would be ~f'.ade to ensure that all decisions onmatters of substance at. the special seszion were p..dopte8. by consensus. It heheard no objection!l the Prepara.tory Committee' s report would contain arecommendation to that effect,

Committees, 'che Chairman of the Cormnittee 01 the Wao1e ~t the s:?ecia1 session, anc1the t'n1airman of. t!le Preparatory COrt'~ittee, It had also been sur:eested that theChe.irmen ot toe ;ia.in COlDmittee,c;~ 1il,~ the 17 Vice--Presidents" could be replacedby other members ot'the deleGation or re~ior.a1 ercup to which the;f be10nf,ed.. Ithe. heard no objection:, !.le "Tou1d take i~ tjla.t the Preparatm;oy Committee ratL?iedits agreement to include a recommendation to that effect in its report,
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37. Mr. H~~R~ (A~t.rEl.lia) commented that, while there was clearly broad <\treement
that the material on the special session should receive wide international
distribution. the Preparatory Cowmittee should not impose the use of particular
lane;uages on OPI. He sue:gested that Conference - hoc,n Paper i'To. 3/Add.l shoulcl. use
a more general formula. Hin all lan~uae;es possible" E1ie;ht be thou~ht a.ppropriate.

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

OPI publication.

39. Mr. HARRY (Australia) and ~~. JAROSZEK (Poland) expressed support for the
~--- _........-

views put, forward by the representative of Iran and said that stress should be
laid on the role of individual ~jvernments in publicizin~ the work of the special
session.

-PRINCIPAL DOCtf if::NTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSIOl'T

40. The CHAIRHAN said that the Committee had before it docll.'IIlents A/ACcl'~-7/55_

A!AC.l87/56 and A/AC.187/60, submitted by the non··aligned .countries) by J':fexico
and by Mauritius, respectively. Other documents had been received from Romania and
from Denmark, Finland) Norway and Sweden. They would be placen before the Committee
as soon as possible. Those documents 1.ould deal with substantive matters which.
would be taken up in due course. In the meantime, he uraed all delegations to take
part in consultations with a view to reachin~ a consensus on the various issues.

ORGANIZATION OF FUTURE HORK OF THE COMMITTEE

41. The CHAIREAN said that, during the informal discussions, a consensus had. been
reachedlon t~tes 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
rat1fied by the Preparatory Committee.

42. It was so decided.

CONSIDERATION OF THE DRAFT REPORT OF TaE PREPARATORY CO~®1ITTEE TO THE THIRTY-SECOlfD
SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSIDfBLY

.43. The CHAIRMAN said that there would be ample time, as the ,"ork of the
Preparatory Committee progressed, to provide a provisio~lal text of the draft
report to delegations for their inspection and COlmnent.

The meetin~ rose at 5.10 p.ll.
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Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)Chainnan:

16th meeting

Thursday. 1 September 1977.. at 3,ltO p,m.

1,. • The \lorking 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 "To~d recommend such a study. The terms of
reference for the study had to be: further elaborated, and that could be CI.one in

1. ~~_CHp.IrnWj dre~'T attention to Conference Room Paper No. 8, which contained
the.record of reco!~endations of the Committee to the General Assembly and had
been prepared 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
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 he.d. 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-scC01!d regular session, he believed
that the specicl session Hould follon the precedent that had been set and elect
that person as its President.

2. ~~. HN1ILTON (Sweden)~ introducin~ document A/AC.187/80 J said tnat one of the
issues-which had been given a promirrent place in the replies of most Governments to
the Secretary·-General regarding the special session was that of the enormous
resources devoted to arm~aents and the relationship between disarmament efforts and
measures to achieve economic and social progress. Those resources were uI~~ntly

needed to meet the demands of economic and social development, particularlJ in
developin~ countries. At the second session of the CoIllIllittee) 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 Nat.ions stUdies and other reports confirmed
the distressinr, situation regarding world poverty. Furthermore, problems
resulting from under ·development and Horld 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 decid.ed to submit ,wrldng paper AIAC .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. Earlier stUdies had convincingly proved that a redeployment of military
resources Hould brinG about considerable advantages with respect to economic and
social development. ln1at 'vas needed lTas a clarification of the matters relating
to such a redeployment the conditions for political decisions, the consequences
'Tith regar~ to employment and production, and the prerequisitp.s for utilizing in
the most effi~ient manner the reallocated resources.
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the continuing preparatory "I'10rJc "Tith a vie..r'to having the special session take a
final decision on ~he matter. The proposa~ was based on the view that the study
should be clearly orientecl. to"l'Tards providinB the groundwork for pe1itica1
decisions. It was an absolute prerequis~te to know exactly what were the present
conditions with respect to the utilization of manpower and material resources for
military purposes and the extent to "I·rhich those particular resources "I-rou.'.J. be
needed for purposes of civilian development. It "IfOulc1. furthermore be necessary to
consider the consequences of a continuing utilization of resources along current
lines, the reallocation of the resources of the ..101'10. economy and a restructuring
of production.

5• Questions arose as to "I-That would be the effects of continuing arms proc.uction
"Tith re6ard to economic development and the utilization of labour and ~o!hat "rould be
the effects on toe utilization of natural resources. Those questions could be, and
inc1eed largely had been ~ answered in a general ..Tay'. HO"Tever, in order to develop
a realistic strateBY' for disarmament, tc.e implications of alternative options had
to be knOVl11. For example, th~ 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 01'
di"Sarmament "I-rou1d increase possibilities for employment, ,rhi1e, on the other hand~

the immediate repercussions of disarmament measures seemed to be more uncertain in
that regar{l. Such questions had to be studied very carefully.

6. The proposed study sho~d lead up to a detailed analysis of the conditions for
a redeployment of resources that would be released from military use. An analysis
of the demanc.'l.s of the civilian sector "\fould be fundamental when considering
alternative production. Once that "\oTas 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.

7. It should be in the interest of all countries to find a way of redeployinr,
national resources; nO"\or disproportionately devoted to military purposes, to more
constructive endo. The goal of the proposed United Nations study was to provide
the world with the necessary "llechanisms tO,meet the political requirements of such
a, redeployment, includ5-g mechanisms for transferring resour'ces to development
efforts in the develc ~ug countries. That would dramatically alter the prospects
for economic and soc~al'developmentand promote the ultimate realization of the
goals of a new international economic order.

8. Mr: VPIERNO (Nozo\-Tay) said that his Government attached particular importance
to the 'disarmament/development issue and had actively enga~ed in co-operation with
the other Nordic countries in an attempt to further clarify that relationship.
Norway believed that the study proposed in document A/AC.187/80 would be a val~able

contri'bution to the search for a ne"\oT international economic orC1.er. It hoped that
that proposal would receive the necessary support.

9. The fact that an increasing volume of resources was beinr, used each year for
miJi.tary purposes in a world in which many people 'fere unable to satisfy their
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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 deve1opmen~ aid, that would ha.ve represented a quintupling of the
official aid from rich countries. In addition to the financial outlays, the world's
military sector as a whole claimed a 1a~g~ number of the best-qualified scientists
and engineers. Some of that manpower shuuld' instead be mobilized with a view to
solv~ng some of the present, ·day. world' s most pres sing pl'oblems.

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
disa~ament 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 ra~e was not compatible with efforts
aimed at establishing a new international economic order. It had also J in
resolution 3470 (XXX) ~ called upon Hember States and the ~ecretary,-Generalto
intensity their efforts in support of the link between disarmament and development
so as to promote disa:rmament negotiations and to ensure that the human and material
resources freed by disarmament were used to promote economic and social development~

particularly ~n 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 Nations. The sponsors, however, felt
that there was a need for an examination of the' basic conditions for a successful
redeployment of r~sources released as a result of disarmament measures. Such a
study vlould help to achieve the goals of a new international economic order, The
close relationship between the main problems facinB the world - poverty and the
arms race 'should be' clarified in a manner suffic~.p.nt1y elaborate to stimulate
public debate and to serve as a basis for decisions on concrete action.

le

12. The fact. that expenditures on armaments vTerf> still rising gave cause for
serious anxiety~ An uncontrolled militar,y build'~p constituted an obvious danger
to international" security and stability and to the svxvival of mankind itself.
lIil.lions 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 loThich the military arms race represented sho~d be viewed. Th~

purpose of the Nordic proposal was to clarity the basic c~nditions for releasing
resources nOl-T allocated to armaments in order to promote the realization of a new
international economic order ~hat would help to eliminate the present inequalities
in the l'Torld communitY' .. inequalities which in themselves vlere an important source
of tension and conflict.

13. The CHAIRHAN recalled that, at the 15th meeting, the Office of Public
Informat-ioii-'had been req:uested to provide clarifications of certain points in
Conference Room Paper TIo. 3. OPI lTas nmT prepared to provide those clarifications.

;, ~{

11
I i, ,, .
! ~

11
11
11

(1
!

14. IIr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information), dravTing attention to Conference
Room paper No. 3/Add.l/Corr.1 J said that OPI had~ as requested~ replaced the·term
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:'official languages;; by ;;"Torldng languages 11 • The phrase IIseveral other languages;;
in item A.I (b) referred to lanr,uages such as Portuguese, Japanese, Hindi, Swahili,
S"Tedish and others. It was assumen that the brochure 'Would be produced in those
vE'~sions only if' the Committee approved the allocations requested. The spelling of
the wOi'd :i.Dari:; had been corrected, and the word :lTagalog:: would be replaced by

. ::pilipino;; as requested by the representative of the Philippines. OPT also assl.UIled
that tunds would be available to produce the brochure in the German language.

15. Mr. l~~LER (United States of America) asked for an explanation regarding the
last sentence' of the second paragraph in Conference Room Paper no. 3, which stated
that a special ef"fort was planned to present· the 19'(7 Yearbook on Disarmament in
time for the special session~ although possibly not in printed form and in all
1aneuaaes. He "lOndered "That the present schedule w'as regarding pUblication of the
Yearbook.

16. Mr. BJORNERSTEDT (Assistant Secretary ,General, Centre for Disarmament) replied
that the' sente;-ce had been inc1udec'!. as a matter of caution. The Yearbook i'TaS beine
prepared for the first time J and ''1hi1e it lTas hopecl that it ",ould be published in

, time for the special session~ it 'VTas still too early for the Secretariat 'to make a
commitment that it lTOu1d be available 'by 23 Hay 1978.

17. The CHJl..IPJ:IAN said that ~ at a later star;e ~ the Committee would again take up
the question-of the role to be played by OPI in information activities for the
spe'ciaJ. session •

18. Hith rer;ard to the role of non···governmental organizations, he o.rew the
Committee IS attention to Conference ~oom Paper Ho. 7, 1',hich woulo. be discussed as
soon as delegations had had sufficient time to study it.

19. The representative ef the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization had reqUested an opportunity to address the Committee in order to
bring to its attention UFESC01s continuing role in the field of disarmament. If
he heard no objection, he .Tould take it that the Committee asreed to give a hearing
to the representative of UNESCO.

2i. r.1r. HARKS (United nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Orsanization)
said that-the--links between development and disarmAment had been recognized by
m~ESCO since the late 1940s and would no doubt be amon~ its primary concerns as the
special session gave impetus to efforts to achieve disarmament. From the time the
General Assembly had be~un considering the matter of r,eneral and complete
Cl.isarmament J UNESCO 1S executive oreans had begun stres sinr; the importance of that
matter in UNESCO i S pro~ramme. Hhei the Secretary· General of the United Nations·
had implemented resolution "1516 (J.'V) and hUG. entrusted to a ~roup 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 t.ransmittinr; the stuuy 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·-Ger.eral of his readiness
to supply him with any information and studies within the competence of tmillSCO.

22. Beginning with the seventeenth session of th~ 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 out··of·-school education for y"uns people
and adults, the mobilization of public opinion in favour of disarmamant through the
use of the mass media J 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 develop~d, and the Director-General
had been invited to make extensive use of UNESCO's communication and publication
activities. Furthermore) at its eiGhteenth 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. mQESCO'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 r:fforts 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 af 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 resolution on the role of u~ESCO in Generating a climate of public
opinion conducive to the halting of the arms race and the transition to
disarmament.

21f. In a special resolution on disarmament, the General Conference had noted that
a series of obstacles to the strengthening of peace were presented by the
continuinr.; arms race and had concluded that UNESCO, by virtue of its experience
and iforlc1 i'Tlde authority ~ could anCl. should make an effective contribution to
solving that vital problem. In addition, UlillSCO had ongoing activities in its
Division of Ht~an 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 rela~ing to disarmament education.
(c) publications. The. seminar on obstacles to disarmament was scheduled for
early 1978 ir- tine for the results to be made available to the special session.
Hith regard to disarmament education J a iforld survey was being conducted with the
assistance of non-·e;overnmental orc;anizations in order to determine where and how
disarmament was beins taught in universities in the various m~~ber States. 'urillSCO
planned to issue various publications in time fo? the special session. They
included: a volume on the role of international organizations in reducing the arms
race and promoting disarmament) 'Thich would be part of a series of teaching
materials being prepared for university courses on international organization~ a
reader containinc; a selection ~f 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 an6 economic aspects of
disarmament~ 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; ~msco was of course guided by the
relevant ·resolutions of the General Assembly. It had the responsibility of
advancin~ thought on the major problems of the day, developing school and out··of··
school programmes aimed at furthering peace and international '~derstandingJ

promoting the advancement of scientific knowledge and encouraging research designed
to elucidate the conditions and principles governing international action to build
peace. UNESCO remained reacly to contribute in any way the Committee might find
appropriate to the special session and in any YTay the General Aseembly mir.;ht wish
to recommend 'dth regaro. to -:. ~1e implementation of a. pro~ramme of action in the
field of'disarmament.

26. Hr. COROI.~m (Romania), introducinr; the lTorldng papers (AIAC .187/77 ,
A/AC.i8-7/78-~nd--A/AC.187/79) prepared by his dele~ation, 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 Hay for the special session: under
those items it had been intended to adopt a declaration on disarmamcnt~ 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,
lThich he hoped would help to stimulate the '\-Tork of the Preparatory COIiunittee and
assist in the process of draftinc the documents needed for the special session.
IIe yrished to express his appreciation of the speedy ltTa,y in YThich the Secretariat had
produced the documents required for the Preparato~! Committee.

27. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that he wished to inform members 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 special session. Althou@1 it could not be expected that that
task "Tould begin before January ~ members miGht 'Iell ccnsic1er the matter at the
present stage. lie \1ould 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 o.escribe the situation in general terms J statinp;
1lh::'l.t haC!. been achieved in disarmaaent efforts and reviet-ring the facts 'Iith resard to
the destructive capacity of nuclear stockpiles and the astronomical sums spent
yearly on armaments. It miGht be supplementec1 by some comparative data regarding
<usarmament and development. It should also explain the contents of the following
two'sections~ wbich would contain, respectively, a declaration of intent and
principles and a progranlme of action. The declaration should seek to define the
principles and purposes of disarmament. It should be c~mprehensive in nature,
containing the principles which should govern ~ll negoti~tions and all disarmament
activities ~ and the immediate and lone;..term purposes of such activities. The
progre.r:.lle of action lTould not ha.ve to be exhaustive. It should be based on a
strict process of selection" not seeking to cover the rest of the century but
merely a period a little longer than the remainder of the disarmament 6ecade. 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 disarmament, a 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 devo~ed to studying the
degree of compliance witb the programme of action and to adopting measures 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 compliance with the decisions of the special session of 1978. In that
way. the peoples of the world would be fully aware that, -while th~ programme of
action was not in itself too ambitious, all possible measures had been adopted to
keep the degree of compliance with. the programme under const.ant review and to
complete it within three years.

28. A~other item required in the programme to co-ordinate disarmament activities was
a recommendation that an ad hoc body, established by the General 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 t.o 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 a
single unit, in view of the close links among its constituent parts. It was,
however, willing to consider with an open mind ~ny views that might be expressed by
other members of the Committee.
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30. The CHAIR~Ulli. replying to a question by the representative of Iran, said that
items-I to 8 of the provisional agenda (Conference Room Paper No. 2/Rcv.l) had been
dealt with. There had been 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 m~mbers. 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 hop~d

that by the next day, or the next for~al 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 i-~ems. The Committee needed to give further attention to item 5, the
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32. ' It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.m.

31. He sugtested that the meeting Oll the following day should be g,n inforD1EU meeting
during 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.

matter of the principal documents for the special session. At the present session,
the Co~ttee would not deal with the question of drafting the principal documents,
but a major step :fo!""ti'ard would 'have been te-ken if agreement could be reached on wha.t
those principal documents should be and how they should be arranged. It would also
be advisable for- the Committee to reach an understandinS:t whether at a formal or an
informal meeting, as to hR. work would proceed during the intersessionel period.

£&-li;:JM;*HL.a; -

33. In reply to a question by the representative of Sri Lanka., the.CHAIRMAN said
that during the informal meeting on the following day it should be possible to decide
on thE! duration of the special session as well as the matter of reports from CCD and
th~ !od Hoc. Committee. If members wished, they could also deal with the role of
npn-governmental organizations and the activities of OPl. Th~ only pending item
would then be that of the principal documents for the special session, and a.greement
would be required on their format. '
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PROVISIONAL AGENDA OF THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSE~~~Y DEVOTED TO
'DISARMAMENT

17th meeting

Tuesday, 6 September 1977. at 3,35 Ptm8

A/AC.18?/SR.17

-~

I
JI

I

I
I

.~
i

!

Mr. ORTI? DI ROZAS (Argentina)Chairman:

1. ·The CHAIRMAN announced that, in informal discussions since the previous
meeting, nlembers of the Preparatory Committee had reached a consensus on the draft
provisional agenda of the special session as contained in Conference Room Pa.per
No. 2/Rev.l. If he heard no objecti~n, he would take it that the Committee
adopted the following draft provisional agenda:

Ifl. 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 special 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.

7. Adoption of the agenda.

8. General debate.

9. Review and appraisal of the present international situation in the ~ight

of the pressing need to aChieve substantial proeress in the field of
disarmament, the continuation of the arms race and the close
interrelationship between disarmament, international peace and security
and economic development.

E
h
'\oJ

!

10. Adopt ion of.a declaration on disarmament.

11. Adoption of a programme of action on disarmament.

12. Review of the role of the United Nations in disarmament and of the
international machinery for negotiations on disarmament~ including, in'
particular, the question of convening a world disarmament conference."

2. It ~~s so decided.
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3. The CHAlffi~ 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.

lt

r

"The Preparatory Committee also recommends that the Ad Hoc Committee on
the World Disarmament Conference submit a s~ecial 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. II

4. ~~. SKINNER (Canada), referring to the recommendation that the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament should be ask~ 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 CHAIRt\1AN said that the ilspecial" report would be special only in that it
YTould be drawn up before the Conference in Geneva was over and would therefore
cover the state of the various questions 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.

7. Mr. MORm~O (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 CHAIRHAN' observed that the Preparatory Committee could not dictate 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:

..11. 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. Or~anization of work of the special session

(a) Dura.tion

The special session will be held between 23 l~y and 28 June 1918.

(b) l,evel of representation

It would be desirable that States Members be represented at the
spec ial session at the highest possible level. n

9. It was so decided.

ORGANIZATION OF ~10RK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

ORGANIZATION OF FUTURE HOme OF THE COMMITTEE (continued)

10. The CHAIRMAI~ said that, during informal consultations, members of the Committee
had reached a consensus that the special session would last from 23 May to
28 June 1978. If 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 th~ Committee 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 decision 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 set up to deal with the dra.fting of documents and other
substantive matters'at the beginning ~f the fourth session of the Committee in
January 1918. 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 t~ have two 'Horking 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.
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16. ~!. TIiORSSON (Sweden) :.:a.id that her delega.tion associated itself with the
informr..l proposal mr~(le by t'le representative of Iran. The Corr,mittee should decide
to establish El. sin~le workin~ Gruup to draft UOCUlJl': 11tO at the fourth sessien so
that worlt on J!latters of substance could titort at the very be~inning of the
session

17. Mr. SUCHAL1IPA (Austria)~ lire VAERUO (l[orway) nndI-1r. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka),
the latter spealdnQ, for the non-ali.gned ~ountri2s, expre;Sedae;:reement 'rith the
views of the representa.tives of Iran> thle<1en and Belgium.

18. Nr. BRO'\hi (Australia) said he recognized that the nel3otiation of texts of a
declaration on disarmament and a programme of action would have to take place
during the fourth session of the Preparatory Comraittee. He felt~ however, that
it was important to reach some a[.reement now on the nature of' the documents to
be negotiated and to establish that IlIly mCI,lher of the Preparatory Committee would
b~ entitled to participa.te in the worl.ing ~roup or groups set up for that session.

19. While not wishing to impose any riGid Guidelines, his delegation felt that
the Committee c~uld profitably conduct infonnal discussions on the drafting of a
comprehen~ive repprt to be adopted at the specia.l session. An introductory part
would contain information about the antecedents of the special session, the
r~asons why it had been convened and the work of the Preparatory Committee. It
miGht also include a review of the general debate at the special session. The
documents adopted by the special session. includinc a 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 hltroduction antI 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 CClllllOn

attitude toward. a tramework of a declaration on dis&!'II8JIlent.. It a lMlasure of 8~
ment could be reached now, the later work of the Condttee in reconciling texte 8uhBit
t.d to it would be great17 facilitated. Whi"l.e it did not propose to eubldt the text of
a eUl8eeted outline tOrMll7, the follOlfinf; ""re the _in ele.nt. which, in its view,
should be included:

21. ill) intruductory section should provide a review of the present disarmament
situation and its implications for worJ1 peace.

22. A second section should deal with general objectives. ~hese would fall
broadly into three categories: the strengthenin~ of international peace J

security and stability~ and the elimination of the possibility of war; a call
for an intensification of efforts 1)y all States to conclude multilateral
disarmament measures, and a call for the reallocation of reso'Jrces currently
devoted to military purposes.

23. A third section would deal with the major principles Govendne; relations
among States. It would uree the renewal of States I commitment to the principles
of the Charter of the United Nations and would exhort them to commit themselves
to the adoption of defensive postures antI to confidence-build.ing measures
designed to relax international tensions,

- 113- Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



:m
t
Lt-
of

",

24. There should be a section on the principles /3overnin3 diGarmament negotiations.
It would emphasize the need for the widest possible consensus on all illatters
relating to disarlil8.ment, the principle of balanced agreements providing
undiminished security for all States, l'md the need for effecti'/e measures of
verification.

25. A fifth section should deal llit~1 ceneral mea.sures of clisarmament and the
priorities to be adopted. It would cover: multil~teral disarmament measures
(perhaps with subca.tel3ories for the different types of wea.pons), regional measures
of arms control and disarmament) the reduction of military budaets~ other measures
of arms control and disarmoment, and th~ adoption of international confidence
buildinl3 measures.

26. There should be a section on the neecl to st.rengthen the international
r.lachinery for disarmament neGotiations.

':27. Finally, a concluding section should reaffirm the ultimate goal, appealin13 to
all States to do everything possible to promote general and complete disarmament.
It should also 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 re.sd by as many people I1S poflt;ihle. It should
therefore be drafted in clear, simple language, making minimal use of technical VOCI1

bulary and containing as little "UN-ese" as possible.

29. rir. JAROSZEK (Poland) said his delef,ation felt that the substance of the
docwaents 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 statine the principle~ on which 'all nep;otiat:l.ons and a~e
J1lents concerning disarmament should be founded, '",nd a programmf! of action, which
woula st.ate what should be done and how.

30. His delegatiun 'Would not oppose the submission of just one document or the
creat;ion of just one working group, but it f€~lt that such decisions could better
be taken in January 1978, when the Committee could work in the light of ·the
decisions taken at the thirty-seconu. s·ession of the General Assembly ..

31. r·1r. GAVIHIA (Colombia) said that his l1elegation was in favour of the Iranian
proposal tha~the present session should decicle whether the Committee would) at the
next session, work as an open-ended working gruup to study the documents to be
submitted to tQe special session. In that connexion, he believed that initially
the Committee should work as an open··ended working group and that, if the need
arOSl!, it could then cGtablish vo.rious subgroups.

32. r·tr. ULUCEVIIC (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 uf the Committee was a useful one. Huch
proGress could be made if the Committee worked, at the next session) as an op~n

ended working group.
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33. Mr. GJL~CIA ROBLES (Mexico) noted that he had previously set forth the
tentative conclusions of his delegation recardin3 the possible structure of the
main document to be submitted to the special session. His delegation was 0p.en to
other views and did not exclude the idea that there could be several doc1zuents if
that was the wish of the majority. From the stRtements made, it appeared that
most were in ~avour of the idea of a sinple document, and his dele~ation 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 ei::hth SpeCHll.
session could "not a~ree on a programme of action, then another special session on
disarmam~nt should be held in 1981. As everyone knew. he had said no such thing.
He hoped that the press release on the present meetin~ would illore accurately
reflect his statement.

35. l~ith re~ard to the statement just made by the representative of Australia~

his delegation believed that apparent differences could be overcome if d~lezations

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 d.ocument
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 back~round of the work leading u~ 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 disarmament. It would then be
stated that 1 as a result of that work, the special session had adopted 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 surriIllary of the backr,round of
the work leading up to the special session. The operwive part of that resolution
could then say that in the light of that work the General Assembly had adopted 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 next 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 a result of disarmament measures.

37. MX'. BROHN (Austral.ia) said that the representative of' Hexico mi{3ht have r;ained
the 'Trong impression of the statement he had made. He did not believe that the
dc~lnration on disarmament should be weiehed down with the entire b~ck~round of the
work leading up to the s ~ial session. ~fuat he had said was that if there was to
be a single document sub~tted to the special session, tbren the first part could be
a sort of introduction sUIUI:'\arizinF' the work the.t had led up to the spociel session,
His delegation certainly had not envisa~ed that the preamble of the declaration
would be a lengthy or complex one.
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38. r,~r. RODRIGO (Sri Lanlul.) said that hi13 del£.',~atioll wished to reiterate uhat it
had previousiy :3::.1.: L: on behalf of the non-aUn;ned. ~ountries. The final document
adopted ut the special session should include a brief introduction, a declaration
statin?: the p:.:"oblem and principles applicable in the field of dls&1"DI&Dlent,
a proBrau~e uf action on measures to accelerate the disarmament process and,
finally, a section on ~achinery for iml)lementin(~ the pro~ramm~. It would bp.
pl'emature a.t the present star;e to decide how those four components, 't{hich should
be complementary~ would be presented or whether there should be one or more
documents.
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39. Mr. KPJAL (Nigeria) said that his deleCRtion wished to thank the Nordic
countries-ror their proposal submitted in document A/AC.l87/80. It was a worthy
contribution,which reflected the concern of those countries for development
throu~hout the world. Such a study on the effects of armament/disarmament on
develvplllcnt would be a timely one, since the current trend was for assistance to
developinc countries to take the form of military hardware.· It now appeared that
tlle relationship between the developed and develo~in~ worlds lay primarily in the
field of armaments.

1
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40. Studies had shown that if the developecJ count.ries were to reduce their
expenditures on arms by 10 per cent and use those funds to aid the least developed
countries, there i-lOulc1 be Rn additiona.l $3 "billion annually earmarked for
development assistance. A thorough study on the effects of armament/disarmament
on development was most important, and hiG deler,ation therefore commended the
Nordic ~roposal to the Committee. Such a stuuy, however~ would be meanin~ful only
i.f its TJurpose was to show the world 110"1 the misuGed resources could be redeployed
tu aid all mankind in an unequ:l.l ,,,erld anu if :i t sO\1/;ht to demonstrate the futility
of the urn's race.
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41. The CHJ\IRHAN said that the useful eXGhan:;e of vici{s 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 delec;ations seemed to be quite
flexible and it appeared that there was a~reement in principle that the document or
documents should include an introduction or preamble, a declaration on disarmament,
a proE;ranune of action and, finally ,a. section on the machinery for negotiations
leading to disarmament. That did not, of·course, exclude the possibility of
subreitting 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 sinele document or two or Jnore documents shou1d be sU9mitted, although
"lost appeared to prefer the idea of a sinr,le document. He ·shared the view ·that it
was not neceSGary to decide on that matter at the present session. h~at was
important was that the consensus achieved should be maintained so that delee;ations
could now concentrate on the four elements of the basic document or documents.
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l~2. 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.J expr-ess his
c:ratitude to the representative of Iran for ruisinl3 l.he subject of how that work
should be approached. It appeared that the consensus was that the Committee
should, at the next session~ work as an open-ended workinc p.roup which would deal
with the basic themes to be submitted t.o the special session, leaving open the
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possibility that, if it so desired, the Committee could establish two or mpre
subgroups as circ~stances 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.187/80, and that proposal was still open for discussion
in the C~mmittee.

44. He ~elieved that there was now a consensus on the role of the Office of Public
Information regarding public information activities for the special session. It
appeared that the Committee was now prepared to approve the recommendation that,
as far as possible, OPI'activities should fall within the Office's regular budget.

45. Mr. "TEILER (United States of /l.merica) 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 pro~ress 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.

46. With regard to the activities of OPI, his delegation noted that at the meeting
ib May 1977 of the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination (CPC), that body had
stated that JPI'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 that recommendation and did not therefore wish any action of
the Preparato~' Committee to be taken as an endorsement of OPI's general funding
proe.rammes. Accordingly, while his delegation would support OPI's proz;ramme of
activities fqr ,the special session, it felt that those activities could be carried
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. 'I~le CHAIRMAN said he believed that any recommendations which the Preparatory
Committee might adopt with ~espect to OPI would be limited to the draft programme
of action because, while the Committee could make its views known on bud~etary

matters, the relevant financial implications would be revised by the General
Asse~bly 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 matter would then b~ able to make those views known.

48. If there were no other comments, he would tf~e it that the Preparatory
Committee approved the draft programme of action by OPI regarding public
information activities for the special session.

49. It was so decided.

50. Tha CHAIR~~ 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. WElLER (United States ef America) said that his delegation had not had time
to complete its study of the Nordic proposal spd hoped that the Cpmmittee would
'agree to postpone a decision on it.

52. The CHAlRMAJ~ said that the matter would be postponed until the next meeting.

The ~eetin~ rose at 5.10 p.m.
--=-~-.
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l.ath meeting

Wednesdal. 7 S.eWtenber 1977, at ,.40 p,m.
, had time
fould Chairman. 1Ir. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina) A/e .lS7/sR.18

~eting.

ORGANIZATION OF liORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. '!'he CBAIR14Alf asked the members of the Committee whether they were now able to
adopt by consensus documen~ A/AC.1S1/S0, the working paper prepared by Denmark,
Finland, I~orwa.y and Sweden. If so, the Committee's recommendation. to the thirty
second session of the General Assembly would be that the Asser,l.bly should recommend
initiating a stuQf as provided in the document.

2. Mr. SCALABRE (France) said that, aJ.though he had no objec·tion to a decision by
-::onsensus on the worldng 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. TD!ERBAEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that a study along
the.lines proposed in document A/Ae.18T/SO would in no way prejudge any decisions
that mi;ht be taken on that study'.

,

';~ 4. ~e CHAIRMAlf said' that, if the Committe.e recommended to the General Assembly
'1 thq.t 1t ahould init'iate the study proposed in the Nordic paper, the thirty-second
1 session would take an appropriate decision. !t could accept or reject the
',I reccmmendation of the Committee.

El 5•.Hr. OXIEY (Australia) said that his delegation had studied the Nordic wrking paper
;"1 and that it merited. serious consideration. However, it was difficult to emorse the idea of
." a stutV without knowing what its 'terms ot reference would be. His Government reco~zed
1 the need .tor a st,ud1' of the economic and social consequences ot the arms ra.ce and bad
1 provided an expert for the Secretary-General'8 expert group which had been established~ in

.~~ accordance with resolution 3462 (XXX), to update the existing United Nations. report on that
~J ·Iubject; however, his delegation had not had the opportunity to refer the proposa1s in the
'in Nordic paper to .ths·.Australian Government. It was indicated in the paper that the objective
;~ wu tor the General Assembly to endorse the idea or a study, which might lead to specific
~J action of some kind· by' the United Nations. However, several possible studies were o~tlined

in the paper. He would be happy to 81!PPort the principle ot a study if the terms of..Trefer
enee were more clearly defined. He would be grateful it the representatives of the .~9rdic
countries would make clear what they hoped the General Assemb1,. would endorse.

6. .Jrs •.THOR6.§Q!! (Sweden) said she wished to eillphasize that the representatives of'
the Itordic countries were not asking th;' Preparatory Committee to ~dopt the ideas
contained in docU1!lent A/Ae.18T/BO. They were merely suggesting that the Committee

. recommend io the thirty-second session er! the Genera.l Assembly that a stu~ should
be made of' the question of disarmament and development vithin te.rms of reference
which would be further elaborated by the General Assembly, so that the special
le8sion could take the final decision in MaJ 1978. .

T. '!'he CHAIRMAN said 'that, if' he heard no objection, he would take it that the
CoDa1ittee adopted the following recommendation by consensus: that the General
Assembly at its thirty-second regular session decide to begin a study on
41sarmmnent 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 consideration of
the recommendations of the Preparatory Committee.

8. It was so decided•
.

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continuec:.)

9. ~1r. 'TIMERBAEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking on behalf of his
own delegation as well as those of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic
Republic:J Hungary, Mongolia and Poland, said thet he wished to propose draft basic
provision,s for the declaration on disarmament and the programme of action on
disa.rmat!lent.

10. loTith rega.rd to the declaration on disarmament, their ·,riew was that the
.document cculd cOllsist of two parts. The first part should contain appraisals· of
a general character arising fro~ an objective analysis of the present situation in
the field of disarmament. In formulating those appraisals ~ account should be taken
of the fact tliat" despite the eftor'cs of the peace-loving forces, there had been
no success in halting the arms race. Its continuation posed the most serious
threat for all peoples. The ta,sk of stemming the arms race and attaining
disarmament was particularly urgent at the present time because of the actions of
the opponents of detente, par-ticularly the United States, which threatened to
intensity 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 that 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 limitation and the
prevention of nuclear war.

li. However, further progress had to be made in solving both lo~g-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 ha.d been made and to
direct efforts towards achieving effective international agreements in the field
of disarmament.

12. The second part of the declaration could contain a number bf fundamental
provisions to be put into effect through talks and agreements designed to halt the
arms race and achieve disa.rmament. Many members of the Committee had referred to
the need for such basic provisions, and a majority ofSta'tes had expressed a wish
for them in their repli.es to the Secretary-General' s letter concerning t~e special
session.

13. It "Tas important for the declaration to make the poim: that success could be
achieved in reducing internatioral tension if there were concrete results in
'limiting the arms race and in disarmament. The special. session should declare
itself in favour of strengthening detente, so that the process of reducing
international tension could advance smoothly~
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18.· Many of the replies received from States concerning the special session had
u:p:..r:.:ssed serious concern that the growth of armaments was overtaking the efforts
ot States in the field of di~armament and that that tendency had increased in
recent years. It was essential to liJni,t armaments~ especially weapons of mass
destruction. A useful contribution could be made by applying 'the principle of
using the achievements of science and technology exclusively for· peaceful purposes ~

11. The socialist delegations also proposed that the future document should
emphasize the importance of a. general affirmation of the principle of the non-use
ot force in international relations within the context of crea.ting favour&ble
conditions for halting the arms race. That principle was the corner-stone of
United Nations activities aad was emphasized in the Final Act o:f the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe. At the thirty-fi~S1! session of the General
Assembly, the Soviet Union had put forward a draft worl.d·:treaty on the non-use of
force (A/31/243). In the view of the socialist countries~. the declaration should
call on all States to refrain from the use of :<;'orce or the threat of forct2, so that
the principle would become a 'law of international conduct.

14. Wor'.d peace and secUl'ity on· a firm and permanent basis could only be
A'W'1"8I1teed by general and comp~ete disarmament under strict interfj,s:tional control,
which m.ustbe the chiet aim ot alld.isarmament efforts.

15. 'lhe declaration· should also state the im~rtance ot partial measures in
limiting the arms race. Such measures were scmetimes viewed sceptically. However,
partial·. measures werest~es i.n the process ot achievina general and complete
disarmament. They reduced the denser ot war, lightened the burden of the arms
race and helped to reduce the arsenals maintained by States.

16. The declaration should also state 'that all countries should refrain from
actions which could have So negative effect on disarmament efforts. The mllingness
otStates to adopts, constructive approach to international ne80tiations and
demonstrate a political will to achieve 'agreement was an important condition of
success in arms limitation talks.· Another was the principle that the security ot
States must not be impaired. The strict ohservance of that principle had always
brought P9sitive results ~ &Dd attempts to circumvent it and gain unilateral

. advantage had al~s hampered the search tor solutions. That 'pril'1ciple had been.
l'etl~cted in: t.he Soviet-American agreements of recent years and was the ,basis of
the Vienna Strategic: Arms Limitation Talks as well as of all current disarmament
negotiations.
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I j 19. The participation ot all States of the world was needed in order to solve a
I: problem as important as tha.t of disarmament. Disa.rmament could not be achieved if
i["I.I, certain States di$armed while others loTere permitted to increase their war

, potential. Th~ socialist countries ther~fore proposed that t~a declaration should
(i contain the principle of participation in negotiations 8.11d elaboration of
I I 88reements by the largest possible number of States, especially the nuclear Powers
1.1 and those possessin8 the most powerful weapons and armed forces.
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20. tBny delegations had referred to the im~ortance of effective control of
disarmament measures, and it would be useful for the declaration to contain a
statement to that effect. The ,scope and nat~.tre of the control measures 'would be
determined by the scope. nature and specific characteristics of the concrete
measures provided fol:' in the disarJIaIIlent agreements.

21. The declaration ,should a.lso p:zoovide that the resources released a.s a result of
disaTll"ament measures would be used to solve world problems, im1"rCJve the sta.ndard of
living of peoples, and contribute to the economic and social proeress of the
developing countries.

22. The second final document, the programme of action on diElarmame.ilt ~ shcr\}l.d
define the direct_,.Jn which priority efforts of States in that ~Pie::"d ~hOilld taka.
The views of the Soviet Union concerning the most pressing t~sks had 'baeu S~+. 'forth
in detail in the memorandum on questions of ending the arms race ~':ld d.i£" i.rmamen,t
(A/31!232), which had been presented to the thirty-first sessio~ of the General
Assembly. The main task to be defined in the programme was the helti~g of the
nuclear e.rms race. The production of nuclear weapons, the equipping of arr.led
forces with such i-Teapons and the development of' ne~'1 types !!lUst be halted. At the
same 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 ~1uclear Har, the Soviet
French Agreement on the Prevention Accidental or Unauthorized Use of rruclear
Weapons, and others. The specialsebsion must emphasize the usefulness ~f s~ch

measures.

23. Another mportan"& task 1V8.S the outla1-Ting of nuclear tests. That pro'blem had
recently been consi,dered by the Conference of the Committee on Disarreament, and
further tallts on the subject would begin on 3 October between the United States,
the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union.

24. An important aspect of the struggle against the threat of nuclear war was
action to strengthen the regime of 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 regime 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 mankin~. The
programme of action ,should therefore contain a provision for increasing the
effectiveness of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
International co-operation "in the peaceful use5 of atomic energy was valuable, but
such co-operat~on must not become a means of furthering the proliferation of
nuclear weaIlons.

25. Chemical weaIlons of mass destruction must also be prohibited and destroyed.
That problem ~s 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
programma of action should deal with the pronibition of the development of new
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types and systems of weax::ons of mass destruction. A new draft agreement on'that
question had be~n pro~osed by the Soviet. Union in early August in the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament and could lead to progress i.."'l achieving a new' and
important international agreement. Another matter of interest to reany States was
the creation of nuclear-free zones. That 'Was an important regional mea.ns of
disarJllEUller..t and wOuld increase the security of States in suc;h zones.

21. The programme of action should emphasize the importance of limiting
conventional armaments. Most of the expenditure for military purposes was devoted
to such armaments, and armed conflicts involving their use led to tragic loss of
lif'e 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 disarmament.

28. Although a number of States, in expressing their views in relation to the
special session, llad 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 disa~Jment negotiations was not in itself responsible
for the slow progress being achitt-ved; the form of ~he discussions corresponded to
the scale and nature of disarmament problems. However, more effective work could be
done, particularly in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. The success
of' disarmament ef'f'orts ultimately depended on the po1itical will of the States
concerned. His delegation was convinced +.hat 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 1rorking
organs to prepare agreed decisions that took account of the interests of all States,
a world disarmament confa-ence could elabo'rafe c;oncrete, effective D"easures for
limiting the arms race and achieving disarmament. The programme of a.ction should
therefore contain recommendations concerning th~ preParation and organization of a
world disarmament 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 imp~rtant that the
Committee's work should produce solid documentation. Mr. Gromyko, the Minister for
Foreigil Affairs l)f the Soviet Union, had observed at the luncheon in 1-1oscow on
5 September in honour of the Secretary-General of the United ~!ations that goodwill
was not lacking on the part of the Soviet Union. Given similar goodwill on the part
of' other St.ates, the special session would be constructive and play an important
part in preparing for a world disarmament conferenc;e.

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. lIno. JAROSZEK (Poland) said that his delegation sa,., in the contents of the t1070
documents just submitted by the representative of the Soviet Union not only
important evidence of the consistent and cons·tructive line of action of the
socia.list community in the field of disarmament but also the outline of a prosremme
which was in conformity with the vital interests of all States~ resardless of their
size, geographical location or level of socio-economic develo~ent. It l~S happy to
note that the principles of disarmament negotiations and agreements cont~ined 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 ~~1hich would diminish the security of any State, fully
reflected the basic requirements of security of all States and the scope of their 
responsibility in the field of disarmment. Adherence to those fundamental
principles was 'the cOI1dftion sine gua~o~ success in all disarD".ament negotiations.

34. The basic provisions of the draft programme of action on disarmament submitted
by the Soviet Union were based on consideration for the Imdiminished security of all
States and :reflected concern that certain States should not gain unilateral
advantages at the expense of others.

35. l'1hile they were realistic in their approach to the extremely complex subject of
disarmament, they were etill intended to solve without further delay the most
important and pressing disarmament proble1l1s. They took into consideration a nu.'7lber
of elements of the respective positions of ~ious groups of States. The adoption
of such a programme of action on disarmament and the ~onmencement of its
implementation woulCl. 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 detente and peacef'ul co-operation
between States, the ensuing g.ror~h 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
nalting the arms race and greatly accelerating disarnament processes. The' proposals
of the socialist States took due account of that fact and of the inseparable link
between disarmament, .security and the socio-:economic deve10pment of Sta.tes.

37. Nevertheless, hi~ delegation felt that the results of the indispt'tably
important disarmament negotiations held so far were still inSlufficient and that ever
greater effo~ts were needed to accelerate the negotiating process.

38. One of the conditions for substantia.l· prcgr~ss in disarmament was the complete
isolation of the champions of' cold war, who continued to be active and were seekin~

to increase tension and continue the arms race. Furthermore, all States must
refrain from actions which might have a negative effect on the over-all disarmament
effort. He was referring in' -particular to attempts to develop a.nd mnufacture ne,!'T
types of weapons of mass destruction. .
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39. In order for disa.r!l1a.!l1ent measures to be really effective:) they must be adhered
.to by e.ll States without exception, especially those possessing nuclear "'T~a.pons and
a sienificant Irl.litary potential.

40. Poland participated actively' in the solution of the mst pressing disarma1Jlent
problems at both the regional and the international levels. Its delegation would
do its utnost to contribute to the prepe.rations for the special session of the
General J..sseI!l~ly devoted to disarmar..ent and to its constructive deliberations and
fruitful results. It believed, hOl-rever, that in order to achieve a real
breakthrough towards general and complete disarmament it l-TaS essential to c~nvene

a world disarmament conference. The special session should therefore include in
its proGramme of action a decision to convene such a conference on a specific and
not too distant date. The General J..ssembly, should request the Ad Hoc Committee
on the Uorlc. Disa1'!'!ament Conference, as the competent Assembly organ, to subnit
a report to the special session containing observations end proposals on a.ll
aspects of the convening of a conference. It was gratifying that the Preparatory
Committee ~ad reache~ a consensus to that effect.

41. The President Qf' the thirty-first session of the General Assembly had laid down
the principle the:.t all interests should be properly represented in the Preparatory
Committee. 'Ine present composition of the Committee did not reflect the active
involvement in ~ and extent of contribution to, disa.rm.a.I!lent efforts of the E;roup of
Il:astern European States. The Committee ~s report to the thirty-second session of
the General AsseIOlbly should therefore contain a recommendation calling for action
to take adequate account of the interests of all groups of States and rectify the
present imbalance in the Committee.

42. His delegation would spare neither goodwill nor effort in maintaining fruitful
co-operation with all those '-Tho were genuinely interested in putting an end to the
arms race and accelerating effective disarD181!1ent.

43. Mr. FLORUT (German Democratic Republic) said that the working documents
submitted by the Soviet Unio..l on behalf of the socialist countries, of l'1'hich his
delegation was a co-sponsor, reflected the experience acc\Dllu1at~d by those countries
in 10 years of' striving for dis&rmaoent.

44. In order for a comprehensive agreement to be reached, all States must be
pre;parec. to show political goodlnll and to maintain a constructive approach to the
negotiations tekingplace in the Committee. He urged all States to refrain from
actions which might adversely affect the Committee 7s efforts in the 'field of
disarmament. Obviously ~ nuclear weapons were of primary import~ce in that re~aZ'd,

but it should be borne in mind that the problems of disarmament were complex and
that there was a definite link between nuclear and non-nuclear e.rms systems. For
that reason,. the Soviet papers proposed that a reduction in nuclear arsenals should
be matched by a reduction in military forces and stockpiles of conventional weapons.
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51. Mr. l<1EILER (United States ot .America) said that he re61"etted the harsh and
recriminato!"'! tone of some of the statements in the speech made by the
representat~;'e or the Soviet Union. The Preparatory COImdt'tee 1>n'S not the pIece to
discuss ongoing negt')tiat1~ns. It would be better for its lIIembers to accept the challfl:'",:e
ot the special session and to use their imaginations collectivelY' to ar'vG'nce the common
effort to attain the goal of real progress in disarmament. Harsh words had never dis-
mantled a single .cannon, missile or nuclear weapon. . .

52. Mr. ASHE (United Kingdom) suggested, in view of t~ 1dre support in t"e

46. His delegation agreed with the point made by the representative of Po1E'.nd on
the representation of Eastern European countries in the Preparatory Committee.
Ne1th~r Bulgaria nor Czechoslovakia, both of which were co-sponsors of the Soviet
documents and had played a considerable part in disarm.amept ne~otiations, were
members of the Committee. That situation should not continue. The dissatisfaction
of various delegations with the malte-up of the Committee sho\tld be reflected in
the latter's report to the thirty-second session of the General P..ssembly.

47. Mr. AIaruND (Pakistan) said that the special session should not become another
occasion for general, abstract discussion. The adoption ~f a declaration or
resolutions on disarmament would not in itself represe!'~+. an advance tow3.rds .
actual measures of disal'1!1ament. tihat was needed was agl'e,ements on specific issues.

-126-

50. The Secretariat should enlist the aid of experts in preparing the documents
for the special session. It was important that informatic)n on the work ot the
special session should be disseminated as ~ridely as pos,sible. MeJllQ.erl;l ot.the
Committee had come to agree on the great iI:1portance of the role 'played by OP!
and the non-governmental organizations in publicizing the work of ~CD. It was to
be hoped that that work would continue for the special session, 'uhich was likely
to be the most important event in the Un!tedl'Tations calendar for 1978.

48. Bearine in mind that the comprehensive test-ban treaty and the treaty banning
chemical weapons could be expected to be finalized before Mq 1978, his delegation
had in r!ay 1977 proposed the addition of a subitem to the draft agenda of the
special session in order to facilitate their discussion. The Preparatory Committee
had adopted the agenda without that subitem 7 but that did not preclude the
possibility of conducting discussions on specific disarmament agreemepts during
the special session.

49. The special session should give particular attention to two areas: the
security of non-·nuclear States;l and the creation of non-nuclear zones. In that
connexion ,bis delegation commended ·the document submitted by Mexico to the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD 545), at which it had become
a co-sponsor.

It vas ir.:port£l.nt fOl~ as many countries es possible to reach e. consensus on tho~e

matters, especially ccuntrias with nuclear arsenals arid laree armed forces.

45. Agreement had still not been reached on the convening ot a world. disarmar.'ent
conference, which could be of great value in pr~I!1oting the cause of csarmar.lent.
His delegation hoped that the special session would make significant profress
tcm'ards the convening of such a conference.
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Co1Ul1i.ttee for the idea that the non-governmental organizations could fulfil a
useful function, both in the Committee and at the special session, that the same
facilities should be extended to the !lOOs during the special session as at the
current session of the Committee.

53. !.~~:rn!§. (Cyprus) said. that he supported the United Kingdom proposal
(because the non-8overnmental organizations did much useful and constructive work.

54. \l1hen the question of the relationship between disarmament and devel0I'ment
had been raised, he had proposed that a study should be undertaken on the
relationship between disarmaIilent and international security. It had been said a.t
that time that no funds ,~ere ava.ilable for the purpose, and he now wished to
give notice that he would again raise the issue in the First Committee of the
General Assembly. DisarmaI!lent 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 had been taken, such as the partial nuclear-''1eepons test-ban
treaty, which permitted underground tests to continue.

55';. International securit~r was today based not on the principles of the Cha-rter
but on the balance of power. The latter lTas in fact a balance of weapons, and
as long as it remained the basis of pea.ce, there would be no halt to the a.r!!1S

race. It was therefore vital to conduct the proposed study in order to o.etermine
how international security and disarmament could be achieved under the United
Nations Charter.

56. !I.I1'. SKINlmR (Canada) associated his 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 Noo Committee on Disarmament, which had
been circulated as a supplement to Conference Room Paper No. 3.

51. Mrs. THORSSOI'l (S1reden) said that her delegation appreciated -the United
Y.ingdom initiative regarding non-goverIlEental organiza.tions. She recalled that
at the second session of the Committee a proposal on NGOs by the Bureau had been
adopted by consensus, and at that tine she had said that she had hoped that the
Committee would be able to go fUrther in broadening its relationship with the
l~C'()s. That had not been possible then, or even at the present time, and her
delegation was therefore prepared to accept a consensus along the lines of the
United Kingdom proposal. She hoped that many delee;ations would be r6ady to
engage in _informal consultations with non-governmental organizations? and she
,'1ished to inform the liGO members present that her delegation was certainly
prepared to do so.
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56. NI'. GA_R2~!.\- ROB~.!3_ (Uexico) recalled his statement on non···governl..lental
organizations in his note verbale of 26 April 1977 (A/AC.187/34, para. 14) a~d said
that the valua.ble co-operation of non-governmental organizations would no <loubt
help to hiChliGht the in~ortance and sensitivity of tne issues to be discussed at
the special session •. ACC01-dinCly ~ his delec;ation fully supported the
United Kingdom proposal.

59. t~. SUC1LARIPA {Austria} said that his delegation, too,' supported the
"lJnited Kingdom proposal and hoped that it uoulcl be acceptable to the COIl1lllittee at
laree.

60. Mr. l'1EILER {United States of America} associated his delegation with the
Uniteu KinGdom propos~ and said that activities outs~de the halls of Governments
and international organizations were as important as those inside fO,r· the prospects
for progress in disarLlament. His delegation ~ too, would welC0Ille the viel-TS of
non-governmental organizations prior to, during and after the special session.

61. il'Ir. SCALABRE (France) associated his delegation ,vith the statements made in
favour-o~the United Kin~dom proposal and said he wondered whether the Cornr.~ittee
miGht be prepared to adopt it at the present meeting.

62. l~lr. ULUC.i1:VIK (rrurkey) said that his dele6ation wished to add its voice in
support of-the-uIlited Kingdom pro1-.Jsal.

63. The CHl'.IRJ.'vlAl~ said that ~ if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee adopted the United Iungdom proposal that the Preparatory Committee should
reco~end to the General Assembly that non-eovernLlental 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.

64. It was so deciued.- --....;...;;.-:;;.;;..;;;..;~

65. I~Ir. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka) said that, in connexion ,dth the date and duration of
the special session, certain changes would have to be made in the schedule of the
construction work to be unde·rtalten in the' General Assembly hall and in other
conference rooms. The Committee on Conferences was meetine currently and was about
to prepare its report to the thirty-second session of the general Assembly. He
believed that the Chairman of the Preparatory Committee sh~uld inform the Chairman
of the Committee on Confere~ces of the decisions taken in the Preparatory Committee
so that the Committe~ on Conferences could adopt the necessary afuuinistrative
measures to obtain the required changes in the construction ·schedule.

66. The CHAIR.tvlAN thanked the representative of Sri Lanka for his tiJ'!ely
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 t&ten by the Preparatory Committee so that the necessary
adwinistrative measures could be taken.
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ORGANIZATION OF FUTURE HORK OF' THE COMMITTEE (~ontinu~d)

66. ~,jr. SClrLAICH (Feueral Republic of Cemany), refcrrine to the Llatter of
intersessional work~ recalled that the Chairroan had stated that most dele~ations

represented in the Preparatory COl"umittee llOuld be participatinr~ in the debate on
disarm~ent in the First Committee of the General Assembly. He therefore believed
that it lIould be advisable durin[~ those weeks for meiJlbers of the Preparatory
Co~ittee to hold informal or even form~ meetines of the Cor~ittee convened uy the'
Chairman after consultations. That would provide en opportunity for an exchange of
views and for the distribution of various papers and Hould help to accelerate the
preparatory work for the fourth session.

69 •. The CHA~~mN recalled that, in the course of the debate at the present
session, he had said he believed that major prosress could be echieved through

. frequent c;ontacts in the intersessiona1 period. He had also sugGested that: if
some de1e~ations found it useful, the COIlui1ittee could perhaps meet either formally
or informally on or3anizationa1 matters. He therefore suc;gested tho..t he;. as
Chairinan, should consult the Bureau in the event thRt SOr.le de1eSB.tions "rished to
convene a meeting. If the Bureau agreed, he would then convene a ~eetin~, vn1ich,
lie wished to illal\'.e clear, would deal fTith orGanizational matters on1y~ in other
words, no substantive matters 1'Tould be discussed. In the absence of other
cOA:lDlents ~ he tool\'. it that the Committee so agl'eed.

71. Ar. \lATA!iABE (Jauan) said that he wished to raise the question of whether all
nuclear:we-a:pon States· would actually take part in the special session. 1<1hile it
was true that all of those States 'were Hembers of the United :l'Jations and had the
ricnt to participate J he ~elieved that the report of the Preparatory Cormnittee to
the General Assembly should state that the success of the special session lTould
depenu on the activc and constructive participation of all i·fember States,
particularly the nuclear··w·eapon States.

72. The CI~A~~ thanked the representative of Japan for his tim.ely suggestion J

lnlich would be included in the report of the COl~}ittee to the General Asseubly.

73. dr. GAHCIA ROBI.U.:3 (rv1exico) dre1. attention to the summary record of the
16th meeting" aliaS-aid -that his statement. as there reproduced, had been cOIllpletely
misinterpreted. H~ intended to submit a corrected text to the Secretariat so that
his statement, 1fhicll had been very vTel1 summarized by the Chairman ~ could be
accurately reflected.

74. The CHA~fu,UU~ said that he vividly recalled the statement made by the
representativeof Mexico at the 16th meetin::: and 1-TaS grateful to him for pointine.;
out the inadvertent errors ill the summary record. He 1vished to "1.ssure the
repres.entative of Uexico that hi ,; statement iTould be accurately ~~e flected in the
corrected r~cord.
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Thursday, 8 September lq77, at ~,hl; p.m.

Chairman: Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR .19

DRAFT PnCGRfSS REPORT

1. Hr. ALFARARGI (Fg'.,'"'pt):t Rapporteur, drew the attention of the Committee to
Conf'ere~ROQ;'i"P"aperUo. 11, which contained the draft progress report on the work
of the current session.' A n~'ber of draftin~ chanees and additions to the draft
report. were contained in two corrigenda which had also been circulated to the
members of the Committee.

2. ~e CHAIRMAI'T suggested that the Committee should consider the draft progress
report parasraph by paragraph•

. 3. Parap-&phs 1-2 were approved.

E.!r.6.Rraph ~

4. z,h-. JJ1.ROSZEK (Poland) proposed the addition of the follo"dng sentence at the
end ofthe paragraph: i'Views to that effect were also expressed at the sessions
of the Preparatory Committee and are reflected in the summary records annexed to
this report.::

S. Mr, BRQtt.rN (Australia) said that his delegation wrmld not formally oh.ject to the
Polish amendment. He noted, however, that the paragraph did not mention the letter to
the President of the General Assembly from the Group of Western European #!nd other St~tes

on the question of the representation of that Group in the Preparatory Committee, in which
it was indicated that the Group had seleQted its members on the underste.ndi ng that no
changes '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
drawn from document Ai3l/475:t which contained the text of the letter written by
the Chairman of the Eastern European Group. While that document also reported the
views of the Group of Western Et:Lropean and Other States, it contained no ment~on

of a specific letter from that 8TOUPg

7. faraRraph 3, as amended. was approved.

ParafU'a:oh 4

'8. l~r. ALU! (Sec!etary of the ColiElittee), referrin~ to 'the question of replies
from Men~ber States to the note verbale of the Secretary-General, said that on
9 June 1977 the Permanent lussion of the People' s Republic (Jf China 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 pu,t forward by its representatives at the
25th and 50th meetings of the First Committee of the General Assembly at the
latter's thirty-first session and that that .position had r~ained unchanged.

9. PareBraph 4 was approved~
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11. Hr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) observed that the phrase "in order to facilitate
the kno'Wiedge- of non··Governmental organizations r contributions ll was souewhat va.gue
and proposed that it shoule. be replaced by the phrase ;;in o:i.4 der to facilitate
disseminatioIL of information on the contributions· of non··governmental
organizations'; •

12. ParaS!aph J..!.--a.!...a.I!lended .. "YTas approved.

13. Par.M!"~phs 10-19 w~!EEr.~'

Par!-'3!aph 20

14. The CHAIRMAN said that he would send a letter to the Chairman of the Committee
on' Conferences, asking for account to be taken of the recommendation a.pproved b~r
the Preparatory CoLllllittee concerning the pha.ses of construction work in the
General Assembly hall.

15. Para~ph 20__!.~s approyed.

Paragraph 2!,

16. The CHAIRl'Wl proposed inserting a new paragraph before paraeraph 21 stating
that the Committee felt that the General Assembly would wish to continue its
previous practice of considering the President of the reGUlar session to be the
Pres'ident of the special session. That would require inserting an additional
SUbheading, Hpresidents:;, to be numbered 3, and renumbering the subsequent
SUbheadings and paragraphs.

17 ~ It was so d~~<!.

18. Paragraph 21 was approved.

Paragraphs 22-26

19. Parag.!"aphs 22-26 were allproved.

Paragraph 21

20. Mr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) proposed adding the 'Words ;;adoption, of" after
the words lrThe Committee recoIi!D'lends".
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21. Paragraph 21, a~..~ded?· was approved.

Paragraphs 28-29

22. Paragra.p!!.~8-29were a"Oproved.

Paragraph 30

23. In reply to a question by the'representative of India, the CHAIRMA.1V said thatthe Preparatory Committee would transform itself into a y.vorldnl3 groupat itsf'ourth session and that all officers of' the worki~g group would be the same asthose of' the Committee itself unless the Committee took a decision to thecontrary.

24. Paragraph 30 was approved~

Paragraph 31

25. Mr. HAMILTON, (Sweden) proposed addin~ the following words at the end of theparagraph: "and further recommends that the final decisions in this respect betaken by the special sessionf7
•

26. Paragraph 31') as men..ded, was apl>roved.

Paragraph ~

27. Paragraph 32 was approved.

28. The CRAIRMAH, replying to a question by the representative of Yugoslavia,said that the reference in Conference Room Paper No. 12 under the headingr:Organization of the future work of the Preparatory CommitteeT': to a possiblemeeting of the Committee during the thirty-second session of' the General Assemblyhad not been included under section IV (B) of the draft report because the ma~terwas not one requiring a decision by the General Assembly.

29 • Tht~ first reading of the draft progres's report had now been completed. Thereport, as amended, would be adopted formally at the next meeting.

~meetinttrose at 5 p.m.
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Friday. 9 September lW. at 1.1.,10 a.m.

£.hairmf:in: Hr. ORTIZ :DE ROZAS (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.20

DRAFT PROGRESS RI:PORT (AIAC .187/R .1) (cont iuued)

1. l>fr. VRAALSEIq (Norway), commenting on paragraph 3 ~ said that the question of the
·size and composition of the Preparatory Committee had been discussed at leIlg~h

during the thirty-first session of the General Assembl~r and subsequently. The
discussion had been reflected -in two communications ~ only one of which was mentioned
iD the draft report. The other Was a letter :Jf 27 January 1977 to the President
of the Genera.l Assembly from his delegation, acting as Chairman of the Group of
Western European and Other States. It stated that tithe selection of" candida.tes
frl')Jll the Group has taken place on the definite understanding that there will be no
oba.nge in the following agreed distr~bution of seats to the various regional groups:
Africa, 14; Asia, 11; Eastern Europe, 6; Latin America, 10, and Western Europe and
Others, 13." That quotation should appear in full in the summary record of the
meeting, lfJUch would be annexed. to the repGrt.

2. It -.s so decided.

3... Mr. JAROSZEI<: (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 European. 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.

4. ~'" BROWN (Australia) said that, in raising the point originally, he had not
intended t~ prejudge the question of grea.ter represents.tion for the Eastern
European Group but had simply wished to make known the position of the Uestern
h'uropean Group. It was apparent that the views expressed on the question of
membership had not rela.ted only to the Eastern European Group:. He therefol"f:
proposed ~ha.t the last sentence in paragra.ph 3 should begin as follows:' IiViews on
the question of membership of the Committe'e were also expressed ••• ".

5. Mr. VRAALSEli. (liorwa~r) supported the amen"'lment. He agreed that his proposal
did not preclude the adoption of other decisions on the size and composition of
the Preparatory Committee by the General Assembly.

6•. Mr. JAROSZEI£ (Poland), although not objecting in principle to the Australian
amendment, suggested that the sentence should start as foll.ows; ''Vi~ws to that
effee,t and on other aspeCts· of the question cif' membership of' the Committee ••• fI.

1. It was so decided.

8. The CHAInMAH pointed out that the word "that" in the penultiinate line should
read "thisll

•

9. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico}.·drew attention to e.n ·omission in th.a Spanish text.
The fifth line of paragra.ph 25 should l"e:ad as follows: ··~~od.rian ser sustitui,.dos
:eor Jtianbros de sus aele(;acicnes.......2.:I~!" ••• ".
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10. The C.1JURMAllJ' said that:;, if he heard no obJection, he wOuld talte it that the
dra.ft report, 60S amended J was adopted by consensus.

118 !t 'Was so decided.

12. After an excm:nge of c~urtesies:) :t..h!L..CHAIRMiu-V declared the session closed.

The meeting rose at 11.45 a..m.
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21Et meeting

Tu6sd~lt 24 Janua;y 1978, at 3.30 p.m.

Cha1:rmana lh-. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

OPENII'lG OF THE SESSiON

A/AC.la7/SR.21

d. 1. The CHAIRMAN declared open the fourth session of the Preparatory Committee f~r

the Special Session of ';he ·General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament.

ADOPTION OF THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA (A/AC.187/88)

2. The provisional agenda was adop~.

ELECTION OF THE RAPPORTEUR

3. The CHAIF.MAl'l reminded the Cominittee that it had to elect a Rapporteur to
replace Mr. Alfarargi of Egypt, t-rho had taken up a post with the United Nations
Centre for Disarmament.

4. Mr. Bensmail (.Alg,eria) was una.nimously elected Rapporteur.

ORGANIZATIOl'l OF WORK

5. The CHAIRHAN said the Committee would recall that it::3 recommendations
submitted to the General Assembly in document A/32/41 had been endorsed in
resolution.32/88, whicli constituted the mandate for the Committee's work and for the
special session itself. The Committ~e's current session wotud 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 consist 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 Committp.e'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 wi:';h the proJ:osed 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.187/55, of uhicn a tevised 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.

7. 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
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as soon as possible, on the basis of all documents submitted thus far~ a comparativetable of the views of uelegations regarding the four main elements of the principaldocument or documents of the special session. That would enable the Committee toascertain the areas of agreement among delegations and to es.tablish the areas ofpossible disagreement with regard to which further negotiations would be needed inorder to elaborate a consolidated text. The com~arati ve 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 Committeeqs previous report(A/32/4l), which referred to the Committee's decision to become an open-endedworking group and to leave it to the latter to decide whether to meet formally orinformally. The Committee would, of course, need to hold formal meetings fromtime to time in order to endorse decisions taken by the working group or to hearformal statements by delegations. He himself felt that that would be the mostefficient way to proceed. If, in the course of the Committee's work, a sufficientdegree of agreement had been reached, it would be possible to begin drafting thefinal document or documents. At the appropriate time, the Committee could decidewhether thp working group as a whole would undertake the drafting or whether asmall drafting group would be set up. The Committee might also wish to decide atthe appropriate time to divide its wor.k between two working groups dealing,
respectively~ with the preamble ~ d the declaration and with the programme ofaction and the negotiating machi~ery.

9. There was also some urgency with regard to adopting a decision concerning thetime and duration of the genelal debate in the special session so as to enable theSecretariat to begin preparing the list of speakers. In view of the Committee'srecommendation that Member States should 0e r~presented at 'the speci~l session atthe highest level poosible, it was especially important that the representatiYes inquestion should knv.,' the time and duration of the general. debate as soon aspcssible with a view to preparing their. statements and making travel arrangements.
10. Lastly, de~egations might at some stage wish to ~onsiderwhether the oommitteeof the whole would function simultaneously with the plenary throughout the periodof the general debate.

11. Mr. DATCU (Romania) said that he fUlly supported the C,hairmanis suggestions.His delegation, which hoped that the Committee's fourth ses'sion would help toimpart Hew vigour to disarmament negotiations, was ready to co-oR,erate with allother delegations to that end. In order to make maximum use of the available time,it vas important to proceed as soon as possible to the informal negotiating stagewith a view to tlrafting the chapters of the principal document or documents,either simultaneously or successively.

12. He reminded members that all documents envisaged for the special session wereof equal in..portance. The Committee should also give at'tention to other relevantGeneral Assembly resolutions adopted at the thirty-second session. The Committeeshould always bear in mind that the final document or documents should not onlyinclude guiding principles in the disarmament field but should, also revitalize the
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nesotiationg process b,y adopting a programme of action and institutional measures.
The work of drafting must also proceed in a democratio and efficient framework.

'13. Mr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republios) observed that the members
of the Preparator,y Committee had before them a wealth of material on the basis of
whioh to draft deoisions which were not only generally acceptable but also made it
possible to move from negotiations to genuine aotion signifying the beginning of
d1Cl81'1D811lent.

14. In the view of the delegation of the USSR, the deolara~ion on disarmament must
.give an objective assessment of the current disarmament situation, summing up the
aohievements and formulating the prinoiples on which to base discussions and
deoisions on slowing down the arms raoe. Such principles should be as universally
applicable as possible and should remain their validity over a long pariod.

15. In the working doouments before the Committee, it was proposed that the
Committee should decide on the general 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 thos'e issues, which was a positive sign.
Biased priorities and the e'stablishment of rigid deadlines for oarrying out concrete
tasks, were unlikely to contribute to suocess.

16.~ It was also proposed that decisions should be taken concerning the machiner,y
for disarmament negotiations. That subje~t 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
machiner;y- but rather the powerful forces in a number of countries which sought to
perpetuate the aDmS raoe and international tension. The United Nations was to
pla)" an important ro1. ' in disarmament, and it was necessary that it should become
a still more effecti't.::. instrument in the struggle for peace, security and disarmament.

11. The agenda for the special session included discussion of the World Disa~ament

Conference, a topic to which the Soviet Union attached great importance. The
Conference should mark an 9.dvance from General Assembly declarations and
recommendations to the task of reaching effective agreements on measures in tbg
field of disarmament. An important independent role in the progress towards complete
eliminaticn of the material basis for war was to be pl~ed by the speoial 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 in that direction. It hat
launched an appeal for a simultaneous cessation by all States of the prodLiotion of
nuclear weapons, including atomic, hydrogen and neutron bombs ana projectiles. At
the same time, the nuclear Powers could agree to a gradual reduction of their
existing arEanals as a step towards their complete elimination. That 'proposal had
been embodied in General Assembly resolution 32/87a His delegation felt that the
question ot nuclear disarmament should rank high in the draft final documents being
prepared by the Committe~. 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 i te willingness to declare I!l. moratorium on nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes as well as a complete ban for a limited period on
nuclear-weapon testing. As a reBul t, the ~&7 had been opened tor 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 anel'
deployment of the neutron bo~b, which could lead to a new and dangerous spiral in
the arms race. The documents to be drawn up by the Comittee should impress upon
States the need to avert that danger. The Soviet Union proposed to the countries of
the West that agreement should be reaohed on mutual osssat.&.on of produotion of the
neutron bomb.

21. It was essential to supplement political detente by military detente 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 among 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 ROBLES (Mexic:o) said that the main purpose of his delegation's
'Working paper entitled "Outline of a 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/32/4l). In that paragraph, the Commdttee, after noting
that there had been a trend in favour of the adoption of one final do~ument 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; (b) declaration on
disarmament; (c) programme of action, and (d) machinery for disarmament
negotiations.

24. His delegation believed that all principles and rules fqr future action should
be included in the final document, Which should be self-contained. All instruments

23. His delegation believed that the most appropriate procedure would be 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 f'uture 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 y~ar; it would also
provide world F'blic opinion with convincing proof that a new approach to the whole
question of disarmament had been adopted.

I"

* 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:

liThe General Assembl;y:,

"ConvinceP. 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,

IlHavinE; resolved to lay the foundations of a new international disarmament
strategy which, through co-ordinated and persevering efforts within the
framework of the United ~ations, can culminate in general and complete
disarmament under effective international control,

"Ado~~ the following

'?iral document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament:

I. Introduct~on;

1I. Declaration on Disarmament;.

Ill. Programme of Action;

IV. Guidelines for Disarmament l~egotiations.'II

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 li~t~d in
paragraph 33 of its report. In the meantime, the Committee should be3in 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. ~~. FONSEI{A (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 Pro~ramme of Action would undoubtedly have
common features, as they were closely related issues. Documents under one or the
other heading mi~ht therefore contain much unavoidable repetition. If the Committee
started with two working eroups, 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 nand., if a start was made with one working t;roup,additional groups could be f.ormed once a certain degree of basic agreement had beenreached.

21. His delegation did not wish to comment yet on the length of the general debateor on the appropriate level of representation. The Group of l~on-Aligned Countriesfelt, however, that representation should be at the highest possible level.
28. Mr. ZACHi"LI\UN (German Democratic Republic) said that the I:lai71. t~,sk of thePreparatory Committee at its fourth session was to elaborate draft,.., ";. '11e finaldocuments of the special session. The results which might be achieved by the specialsession would to a large extent depend on the fulfilment of that task. Hisdelegation was prepared to contribute to the best of its ability in conformity withthe great significance attached to the question of disarmament by his Government andby those of the other sqcialist countries. The wqrking papers contained indocuments A/AC.l87/8l and 82, which had been sUbmitted to the third session by thedelegation of the Soviet Union on behalf of seven socialist countries~ includinghis own, constituted an essential contribution to the·current task of the COIIl1ilittee.
29. In recent months, the peoples of many countries had noted wi th concem and .indigna~ion that the efforts for equipping the arsenals of certain States With th~neutron bomb had been intensified. On the other hand, his delegation had notedWith satisfaction that efforts to halt that dangerous development had recentJy been1ntensi~ied. General Assembly resolution 32/155 had been adopted unanimously andrepresented the baBic document on the question of continuing the procesB of detenteand implementing disa:rmament; resolutions 32/77 and 32/18 reflected the hope thattreaties on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon texts and the prohibition of chemicalweapons had come Within the range of poscibilityj resoh\tion 32/84 called tor theprohibition of the development and manufacture of new types and systems of weaponsof mass destruction.

30. If positive reStuts were achieved at the special session, they would representan important contribution to the convening of a world disarmament conference; theGeneral Assembly, at its thirty-second session~ had reaffirmed the view of theoverWhelming majority of States that such a conference vas necessary in order tosolve fundamental problems of disarmament in the interests of all States andpeoples.

31. His delegation supported the important proposals made by the Soviet Union onthe question of disarmament~ which had called for a temporary agreement on thecessation of nUClear-weapon tests and a moratorium on nuclear explosions forpeaceful purposes, for. putting an end to the manufacture of nuclear weapons andproceeding to the reduction and ~inal elimination of stockpiles of such weapons, andfor an agreement under which the Soviet Union and the United States of .~erica wouldrenounce the manufacture and introduction of the neutron bomb. It was important tocombine long-term objectives~ such as that of general and complete disarmament, withpartial measures like the prohibition of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and thereduction and elimination of their stockpiles,'which would eliminate the danBer ofnuclearl'1ar •
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32. His delegation supported 'the Chairman's proposals regarding the organization
of work. World interest in the res'Lllts 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-Governmental Organizations
which was to be convened at the end of February.
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33. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said that in general his delegation agreed with the
Chaiman 's suggestions regerding procedure. It sc.ared the view of the Mexican
delegation that the final document of the special session should consist of four
main elements, namely, an introduction, a declaration on disarmament, a programme
of action, and guidelines for disarmament negotiations.

34. He wished to stress the importance of ensuring that all the proposals
suJ>mitted by vari~us delegations were given equal weight in the comparative table
suggested by the Chairman. The Secretari,at must make every effort to reflect
adequately both those ideas on which there was broad agreement and those on which
differences of opinion still existed. While it would be fairly simple to prepare
a comparative table of proposals regarding the four main elements of the final
document, it would be 'more difficult to classify proposals regarding subitems,
since ther~ vas no uniformity of format in the various papers submitted by
delegations ..

35. His delegation had submitted two proposa.ls; they were not designed to provide
a' comprehensive anSl-Ter to all the issues to be dealt 'tnth in the final 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 comp&.rative ta.ble.

37. The CHAIRMAN explained that the Secreta,riat paper would not establish areas
of agreement or disagreement but 'Would merely present positions. It would be up
to the Committee to decide where there was agreement and try to overcome the
differences of opinion.

38. Mr. SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of Germany) suggested that the Secretariat
paper should be distributed in parts, beginning "Tith a comparison of positions
regarding the preamble and the declaration. Tha"t would be the most practical
course, since some groups had not yet presented their proposals concerning the
programme of action and other points. The various sections of th~ Secretariat
paper might later be combined into a single document if that was considered
desirable. '

39. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) said that :he wished to make a few comments on the
st:bstantive question of disarmament.. The speciaJ. session would give the United
!Tations an opportunity to consider that very serious problem in a more relaxed
manner, since it would not be under the same time pressures as during regular
sessions.
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40. The first concern o~ the special session and of the Preparatory Committee
must be to seek a way to halt the arms race. That "Tas the crux o~the problem
and the most dif~icult part o~ the Assembly's task. The arms race '{'Tas ingrained
in the current world situation because the security o~ nations' was based on an
outdated, nineteenth-century concept o~ the balance o~ power•. It was believed
that balance o~ power meant balance o~ "Teapons. A mere reduction o~ armaments
would not halt the arms race.

41. The security of nations must come from the I:'ole pl8¥ed by the United Nations,
which had been established to replace the system, of security based on weapons
and balance o~ pOlTer.. It vTas absolutel;v essential to se'ekmeans o~ giving the
United l)Tations the pOlTer 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 translated· into reality, the efforts of
the special session would produce no practical results.

42. Mr. VELLODI (India) said that his delegation agreed with the Chai~an's
suggestion regarding the comparative table to be prepareCl. by the Secretariat. lIe
was somewhat concerned, hOlTever, about the time factor. Could the Secretary or
the Chairman give some indication when the paper mieht be available?

43. He a~eed with the suggestion made by the representative o~ the Federal
Republic of Germany that the Secretariat paper should be prepared and circulated
,in parts.

44. 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 o~ action and machinery. The working paper would be
updated as necessary.

45. 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 "Tould 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/32/4l) .. namely: (a) introduction
or preamble; (b) declaration on disarmament: (c) progranwle of action, and
(d) machinery for disarmament negotiations.

48. It was so decided.
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49. The CHAIm,fAN ~ replying to a ql.lestion put by tfr. JAY (Canada), said that
the Secretariat paper would be prepared in four different sections, each of l-Thich
'\"lould be circulated as it was completed. He appealed to del.egations that still
wished to submit proposals to do so as soon as possible.

The meetin~ rose at 5.40 p.m.
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22nd meeting

Wednesday, 25 January 1278, at 3.50 E.m.
Chairmanl lb'. ORTIZ DE· ROUS (Argentina)

ORGANIZATION OF l-TORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

A/AC.187/SR.22

1. The CF..AIRMJUT 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 Asseml:ly had endorsed the Committee's report. It would be advisable
to decide when the special session should begin its general debate so as to enable
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 i terns on the first day, 23 l\fay, and that it could begin i tern,'B ~ general
debate, on the second day, 24 l'-fay. He urged members 'tfho 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 DO~mNTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

2. Mr. T..EPRETTE (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 t:elt, had been justified by events.

3. A new and positive apPToach was theref0re required. Such an·approach was not
to be found in unilateral measures. France could not improve international
sec·lrity by renouncing its own security, nor ~ould 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.

4. 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 limits
of that right must be established in order to avoic abuse.

5. The obstacles to disarmament were the excesses brought about by the exercise of
that right. The resulting instability gave rise to mistrust j the arms race ar-d,
finally, conflict. Disarmament efforts must therefore seek to deal ~nth the
elements of instabi:~.ity, which must. be viewed in the proper geographic and strategic
context.

6. ConditioQs 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 blocs surrounding
them. It had both a 'l:.r.iJ'ersal and a plusalistic din~ension. 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.
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7. The principles of disarmament were the same everywhere, but their practical
application must be adjusted to specifj~ situations. His Government proposed that
action should be taken at three different but complementary levels, namely, at the
world-wide level, at the level of non-nuclear regions, and at the level of nuclear
l"egions.

8. At the world-wide level, disarmament must be carried out with the agreement,
under the control and for the benefit of all. The forthcoming special session
would provide an opportunity to seek agreement. A permanent smaller fc/rum, equally
representative :md 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 ~embership and different procedures. France would hav~ proposals
to mate in that regard. On the question of' control, his GoverlLment 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
a special fund financed by a tax levied on excessive armaments.

9. At the level of non-nuclear regions, the problem 1vas twofold. IIIon-nuclear
areas must remain so; at the same time, they must be prevented from engaging in a
co~tly and dangerous conventional arms race. lihile 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. "Astrict non-proliferation policy must nevertheless allow them access to
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. France would actively work towards that en.d
and set an example. With regard to security, the nuclear Powers must not seek to
gain political or military advantage 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 to consider entering into specific agreements in that
regard. It hoped that States in the' non-nuclear areas would take the initiatbre 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 peace ar:d to the security of France; nowhere was it more
necessary to take a new approach to disarmament. Under the conA~iti.ons prevailing in
that region, security meant for France the maintenance of an af ~uate level of
credibility for nuclear deterrence. Nuclear weapons had f)t:..'1~,cr element of
balance, and the threat of instability lay in the facto: s t:ha- ,F;.. '-, upse't that
balance, i.e. a quantitative overstockpiling and qualita {ve l~ • the field of
nuclear weapons and an obvious disparity in the field of convent.Lonal weapons. ':rhe
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responsibility ~or furthering progress with regard to nuclear weapons l~ with tneUnited States and the Soviet Union, and France viewed their efforts favourably.Nevertheless, the level at which they proposed to stabilize their nuclearstockpiles would still enable them to annihilate each other several times over.Efforts in the field·of conventional weapons must not be limited to Central Europe" . . .but rather must be txtended to all States concerned. Pr10r1ty must be g1ven topromoting trust and reducing t~e more unsettling elements in the present situation.Naturally, such effcrts sholud be carried out jointly by, all those States which, insigning the Final Act of ,Helsinki, had expressed their willingness to contribute toEuropean security and co-operation. In that spirit, and after having m?-de thenecessary contacts. his Government would propose a European conference ondisarmament whose sphere of' competence would extend from the Atlantic to the Ul"als.
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 themajor factors contributing to international tene.ions. If that trend continued, itw'Ould intensify t"le potential for conflict. F'our fiftbs of world militaryexpenditures were for conventional weapons. If they continued at tl ~ present rate,efforts to assist the developing countries would be greatly weakenea. The peoplesof thE"lcrld expected the special session to take up that vital que3tior.. HisGovernment therefore proposed that a cOffiprehensive study of the conventional armsrace should be initiated as a preliminary step towards general and completedisarmament; that did not mean, of course, that attention should be diverted fromn~J,clear disarmament, Which deserved the highest priority. Many issues were' involvedin the international transfer of conventional weapons, including domesticprodQction of weapons, global and regional seeurity, and the security of recipientStates. It was an inportant issue which must be dealt with.

_2. Readiu6 out paragraph 6 of document A/AC.187/86,'he stressed three principlesthat mu::.+, be recognized in a declara-£ion 0'(1 disarmament in order to emphasize therelevance and importance o~ conventional arrrs control and disarmament. In t~efirst place, it must be recognized that most of the world's military expenditureswere being devoted to the acquisition and maintenance of conventional militar,ypowel'. In the second, place, the increasing build-up of conventional arms produceda potential risk of E;ndangering international peace and security. In the thirdplac0, conventional arms control and disarmament would contribute to the achievementof general a~d complete disarmament.

13. Reading out par~graph 7 of the document, he out~ined the measures which bisGovernment suggested for incorporation within the framework of the programme ofaction on disar;nament'. Initially, comprehensive studies should be made of allaspects of conventional arms control and disarmament. At the sm~e time, the GeneralAssembly shouJ~ request major arm~-supplying countries to start consultations onvoluntary resvraint measures, regional conferences on arms limitation shoQld beconvened 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 certain time a review of the
implementation of the initial steps should be conducted.

14. His Government held the conviction that, vdthout conventjonal 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 ge~eral and complete
disarmament.

15. The comments he had just made must be considered in the context of document
A/AC.187!14~ which set forth the views of the Japanese Government w'ith regard to the
five issues that should be given highest priority by the special session.

16. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri Lanka)~ intro~llcing the non-aligned working document
(A;AC 187!55!Add.l), said that paragraph 1 (a) on page 5 of the English text should
read lI:cenunciaticm of the use of nuclear weapons". In paragraph (e) on page 8 of'
the English text, the word n:rrocess 11 should read "processes';. In that same
paragraph, the "relevant provisions'1 referred to were Chapters VI and VII of the
United Nations Charter.

17. Although the arms race had continued to intensify since the Second ~lorld War,
the ~nternational atmosphere had changed in the past 10 to 15 years, with the cold
war giving way to the accepta~ce of coexistence. Under the circumstances, it was
d.ifficult -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 tbat the General Assembly
was the body principally responsible for accelerating the pace of disarmament.

18. The non-aligned vlOrking 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 exp~essed 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 ~ake the document easily accessible to a concerned audience outside the United
Nations.
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19. The Declaration on Disarmament sought to reflect the thinking of ordinary
people and to include elements that would facilitate consensus. both in the
Prepara.tory Committee and at the special session. The word "alarmed" in the first
pr~ambular 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 thct seemed necessary
in order to foc:us attention on certain be.sic matters which concert ed both the
Committee and the audience outside. The eight principles at the end of the

-147- Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



T·"".,···'~.•. 1"

I

I

! :

1

1

I
I;
I

Declaration were not. of course, definitive but merely intended as a workinp, E-uide.After soree discussion of the problem. the ~roup felt that it had achieved areasonable distinction betveen the no'ticns of a ':principle,i and a :imeasure". Actualmeasures were provi~ed for in the Pro~rarome of Action. Yhich was the most importantpart of the document. 7he Group had decided upon what it felt to be a verydesirable order of priorities after an intensive discussion and hoped that it wouldbe approved by consensus.

21. The concept of nuclear-free zones had met with limited €:lthusiasm but was,nevertheless ~ important to the whole process of disarmament. As to chemicalweapons, incendiary weapons and other -:feapons of mass destruction, perhaps thegroup had been unrealistic in calling for the conclusion of treaties and agreements•which still seemed a long way ofr. It would have been dishonest, however, simplyto call such treaties. and agreements desirable.
J
(

l
22. The importance of confidence-building measures was self-evident, and the groupsought guidelines for remedying a situation which arose from a lack of understandingamong States.

23. W'ith respect to t;he channelling to development purposes of resources releasedthrough disarmament measures, the group was well aware of the controversial aspects':>f the issue. It appreciated the implications of disarmament for the countriesmost directly involved and realized that it would not be easy to channel todeveloping ..countries the resources which were released. The group also did notwish to create the impression that jt was interested in disarmament only because ofits interest in those resources.

24. The success 01' the special session would depend 'on what was achieved in thePreparatory Committee. The crucial f'acto!" was the collective willingness of MemberStates, especially those with heavy armaments, to depart from establis:ied positionsand take account of the views of countries which did not themselves have largemilitary establishments but were concerned with the problem. The non-aligned groupwelcomed suggestions regarding its working document and hoped that it would beadopted by consensus.

25. I\fr. GARCL!\. ROBLES (I4exico) introduced his delegation' s working paper entitled"Outline of a draft final dOCUillent of the special session of the General Assemblydevoted to disarmament" (A/AC.187/89) and an accompanying lIintroductory note"*.The tvTO documents provided a. detailed explanation of ·the proposals~a.nd fundamentalconcepts contained in the draft final docum nt submitt~J by his delegation. Thoseproposals and concepts had been developed on the basis of prolonged 3tudy and hisdelegation had already brought many of them to the attention not only of thePreparatory Committee but also of the Disarmament Commission and the First Committeeof the General Assembly.

* Subsequently circulated as document A/AC.187/89/Add.l.
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26. He welcomed the decision taken by the Committee at its 21st meetin8 that the
main elements of the final do~ument 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 virtually eliminate the danger of repetition.

21.. He felt that the introduction to the final document should be a summary and
synthesis of all relevant facts and that the wordinG of its concludin~ paragraph
might follow the lines ef the text proposed in the paragraph marked "Xii at the end
of part I (Introduction) of the draft contained in'document A/AC.l87/89.

28. The Declaration on Disar!!"unent, contained in part II of the draft final
document, should be a statement of the fundamental principles underlyin3 the
~ogramme of Action contained in part Ill. The representat~ve 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 measures.
In the opinion of his delegation, the rel~vant principles had already been set out
in the Deciaration on Disarmament, so that the Progr~~me 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. hGfore not only the opening but the closure
of the special session, it would b·~.'':rpian to think of completing the formulation
ot a comprehensive programme of dis~:'~ent that would obtain general approval. It
was for that reason that his delebation had put forward the idea of making
provision~ in the Plan of Action 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 l)rovided for another
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 implemel1tation 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 ~.,as being implemented under
periodic review and to consider and adopt, at a second special session devoted to
disarmament 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 had not thought it appropriate to suggest actual measures in
the Three-year Disarmament Plan and accordinBly had left three blanlt lines in
part III of the 'Vlorking paper. Subsequently, how,ever, a number of delegations had
requested examples of such measures. His delegation had therefore prepared a list
which would be circulated in the "introductory note'l. The list contained
15 possible measures but should not be regarded as exhaustive; it merely illustrat~a

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 ~1ay 1981.
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31. In conciusion, he expressed the hope that the modest aims of the two documentswhich he had introduced would have a constructive impact on the work of theCommittee in enabling it to reconcile the different substantive pcsitions held byStates on the question of disarmament.

32. i·Jr. RAHPHUL (Mauritius) introduced document A/AC.187/60 and said that it wasbased on accepted c~ncepts already expressed in United ITations documents and inauthoritatiife statements by the Secretary-General. It. was also consistent ~t~views expressed by the developing and non-aligned States and should therefore"beclose to the common denominator vlhich would eventually emerge from the. work of theCommittee. His delegation h~d prob~bly been the first to suggest the structure ofthe final document to be adopted by the special session.

33. The introduction to document A/AC.187/60 contained a frank statement of thecurrent situation, including the growing danger of the arms race and the limitedprogress in disarmament to date. The introduction to the final document should notbe a mere statement of intent but should represent a strong moral commitment.
34. His delegation attached particular importance to the principles set out in thedocument because it felt that the special session should be the beginning, racherthan the end, of a process. To be successful, the process must be governed by newprinciples, characterized by the need to democratize international relations. Thefailure of disarmament Legotiations hitherto could be explained inter alia by the"obsolescence of the principles which had governed those negotiations. Hisdelegation's paper proposed two sets of principles: principles governing theprocess of negotiation, including the treaty-making initiative, and ~rinciplesgoverning the disarmament process itself. Those principles had been inspired bythe non-aligned draft disarmament programme of 1970 and by the Zorin-McCloyp:rinciples of 1961, which had been endorsed by the General Assembly. The documentalso dealt with questions of an environmental and institutional nature.

35. In view of the comprehensive character of the paper, which covered all theheadings agreed upon for the final document to be adopted by the special session, hehoped that the Centre for Disarmament, in preparing the synoptic presentation ofproposals, would include the elements contained in his delegation's paper under allrelevant headings. He also expressed the hor~ that, during the drafting process,full account would be taken of the statement by the Secretary-General at the openingmeeting of the Preparatory Committee (A/AC.187/62). The report of the SecretarvGeneral on the economic and social consequences of the arms race (A/32/88) shouldalso serve as valuable reference material.

36. Mr. LillJNKH (Austria) said that his delegation had not submitted a separateworking paper"because it was in agreement with so many of the ideas presented byothers. Hevertheless, those documents did not set out all the ideas of hisdelegation on tl.e question, and he would take an opportunity at a later stage todevelop certain points. In the meantime~ he wished to draw attention to severalpoints to ioThich Austria attached particul8<,r importance. His Government attachedgreat importa.nce to its status of permanent, ne'.ltrality and to the obligation todefend it. At a later stage, his delef!at:·'"':.~'~l «]ould submit a text takinlJ account of
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that status. His Government was also concerned at the po~sibility of disequilibrium
developing at either a vTorld-wide or ~ regional level. He would ~ike to know how
the implementation procedure would be' initiated and what criteria woulo. be applied.
Control an~ verification had proved to be a formidable barrier. to progress in the
past, and most of the pa;pers presented had agreed that such control 'tvas
indispensable. Measures in those fields mu~t be made more concrete. In that
connexion, he had taken note of the suggestion made by the representative of France
foz' a control ~atellite. In general, he believed that less attention should be
:paid to the technical aspects of 'tveapons and more t·o the consequences of their
employment from a. humanitarian standpoint. In conclusion, he wi.shed to repeat that
his Government's interests were deeply aff~~ted by the question of disarmament.
His country's status of permanent neutraliLy obliged it to participate i.n the work
of all bodies concerned with the question.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.
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23rd meetinL

~Bdai, 26 Janua17 1978, at 3.3' R"m.

~.!'!!!!!!& Mr. ORTIZ DE ROUS (Argentina)

A!AC.187/SR.23

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS or THE SPECIAL SESSION (coutinued)

1. Mr. NUNEZ (Cub~) said that ~is 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 ra.ce 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 l"aCe vTas 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 a. 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 b~ shunted aside at the special session and the Preparatory
Comndttee must ensure that the idea was kept alive as a mechanism for negotiations.
S~~ond, the question of foreign military bases, which represented a permanent threat
to international peace and. security, must not be forgotten. The third_question
~equiring urgent attention was the threat represented by the use of force in
international relations s whether, in the military, economic or political field. The
principles and proposals submitted by the socialist and non-aligned countries would
provide valuable guidance in that connexion.

3. Mr. AIrnuND (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 Government att;ad~("d to the role of France in
the field of disarmament. His delegation believed that the views alrea~' expressed
in the Committee indicated a broad identity of outlook and interest, which gave
hope for the successful outcome of the special session.

4. He vrished to introdu.ce 't ro working papers which had been submitted by his
delegation in the form of a draft Declaration on Disarmament (A!AC.187!91) and El

draft Programme of Action on Disarmament (A!AC.187!92). Th0se documents were not
exhaustive but were intended to focus on issues of particular. concern to developing
countries, which ml'~t find ways to reconcile the demands of development with the
imperatives of defence.

5. The draft Declaration 6n Disarmament began with a general introo'wtion
covering the various 'facets of the disa~mament problem, such as the global strategic
balance, nuclear proliferation, the r.elations between industrialized 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 which
zhould guide disarmament negotiations and on a programme of action to be implemented
in the relatively near future. The body of the draft Declaration consisted of two
parts: first, a statement of generally accepted truths which sought to place
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disarmament within the global perspective as an integral part of the effor~ to
evolve a ne'W~ stable and just international order. The second part set out
principles which should guide disarmament negotiations and goals which the world
community should seek to attain in the coming years. The princip~l 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;,
'tha.t non-nuclear-weapon States should be assured that their security was not
jeopardized; that efforts to establish nucl.ear-weapon-free zones should be
initiated in various regions; that all. States should have the ri.ght to develop and
acquire peaceful.'nuclear technology without hindrancej that expenditure on
convel~ional arms should, in the first instance, be restrained by the major Powers
in a balanced and equitable manner; and, finally, that the 3'1,vings 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 ellvisaged by 'the General Assembly, but also the a~reements, decisions and
resol.utions which were already in existence as we~l as negotiations currently
un~~r way. He agreed with the :eepresentative 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.

7. 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 against States which were mem"bers of nuclear-weapon-free zones.
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 eo use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon Sta.tes which were not parties to the nuclear security
arrangements of some of the nuclear Pow'ers. Such negative guarantees had the
SUPP01~ of the General Assemb~' and therefore stood the best chance, amonB
alternative formulations, of practical realization. Such initial r~straints on the
use, or threat of the use, of nuclear weapons in non-nuclear reBions would
facilitate negotiations among the nuelear-weapon States for the total prohibition
of the use, or threat of 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 qualitative restraints on strategic nuclear
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weapons and their delivery systems. The second SALT agreement should be followed
by a third which 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 agreement was essential to prevent the continued diversion of the
results of scientific research to warlike purposes~ developments in the field of
laser technology were one example. The question of tactical nuclear weapons had to
be viewed in the context o:f 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 complete prohibition and
elimination of nuclear wea~ns•

9. In the field of nu.clear 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 lAEA safeguards and of a smaller, but very important,
number of countries to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear l-leapons. The
discussions during the thirty-second session of the General Assembly had shown that,
while the majority o~ countries remained attached to 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!l by
consensus~ a set of guidelines on the transfer and development of nuclear technology
for peaceful purposes. His delegation ~as convinced that~ if all concerned were
inspired by those guidelines in the practical pOlicies they followed, the goal of
non-prolif~rationwould ")e brought appreciably closer. He was, ho'tvever, concerned
at the 15 guidelines issued by the so-called London Club, in so far as they tended
to conflict with tpe 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 IAEA safeguard
system, should be brought under international control and inspection, on a universal
and non-discriminatory basis.

10. On the question of the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of
peace, his delegation's working paper enumerated steps which needed to be taken and
which reflected the provisions of the relevant resolutions adopted by the General
Assembly.

11. 't'11~ provisions of his qelegation' s draft Programme ot Action regarding :'other
weapons of mass dest:r:uction H did not differ greatly from the ideas contained in
other papers. 'In the area of conventional weapons, his delegation's suggestions
reflected 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 conventional 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 fur 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.
Disarmament was a complex process i~volving dif'f'iculties of' definition, balance,
verif'ication 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 t

the success of the f'orthcoming negotiations would ultimately depend on the political
will of' States, particularly the major Powers, to make progress towards that goal.

13. Hr. UPADHYAY (Nepal) said that his delegation had noted 1o1ith intert~st 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 f'OT 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 (AIAC .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 ~nd for a comprehensive study in that connexion as a
fir.st step. He also welcomed the statement by the representative of France.

ORGANIZATION OF THE yl0RK OF THE SPECIAI, SESSION

14. Mr. UPADHYAY (Nepal) said he agreed with the Chairman that items 1 to 7 of the
provisional agenda for the special sess~on could be disposed of' during the first
~. 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 't-Tork of the
special session, he believed that it would be important that informal discussions
should start during the general debate.

The meet.in~ rose at 4.15 p.m.
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2. One possible outline for the finaJ.. document, which his c.elegat5.on had proposeEl
in document A/AC.187/89, and Add.l, took the form of a concise introductory draft
resolution followed by the four sections of the final document itself, nf.J1ely, an
introduction, a declaration on disarmament, a programme of a.ction and guidelines
for disarmament negotiations. He hoped that a. decision would be reached as soon
as pos'sible to the effect that there would be one final document, with tour·
sections $0 entitled•

o,,~er

tical
'al.

ve.
and

as a

. the
t
so
e
ns

24th meetins

,Monday! 30 January 1978, at )..25 p.m.

Chairma,nl, Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

ORGAiUZATION OF l"OR1{

L Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Hexico), commenting' on the Secretariat working paper
containing a tabulation of propollals (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 paper was very encouraging since it highlighted the identity of views
contained in the various proposals. He felt that it was very important 1;;0 decide
on the format of the final document; although his delegati.)D was ready to discuss
alternative suggestions, it still believed that the 'Committee's recomm~~dation to
the Assembly on ~hat matter was the best one. '

3. . Mr. THtJIIlBORG (Sweden), introducing a working paper which his delegation was
submitting,* explained that it contained some ke;r elements concerning the J")rogramme
of action and the machinery for di sarmament negotiations. Thus , it should be
regarded as complementa::.'y to other proposals before the Committee. The document
was focused on subjects in which Sweden had long taken a special interest,
inclUding nuclear disarmament, disarmament and development, particularly inhuman
loTeapons, the reduction of: military budgets,. reorganization of the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament, and strengthening of the United Nations Centre 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 ~pecial session and ensuring that continuing
attention 't-1as given at the highest political level to the need for conc]~ete

&ction. A decision on a second special session would greatly influence the
character of the elements to be included in'tne draft programme of action; early
agreement in principle.'t'1Ould establish a clear time-frame for the imple!i1ent'~,tion

of a substantial part of the disarmament measures on which ~he special sessio~

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.

4. Turning, to the other measures proposed in the Swedish working paper, he said
that nuclear disarnament was certainly the most important of the sets of measures
in a programme of action. The points enumerated under the heading I")f nuclear
disarmament followed very closely those suggested in document A/AC.187/55!Add.l.

* Subsequently circulated as document A/AC.187/95.
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5. The Nordic countries had already proposed that the special session S'hould
initiate a study on the relationship between disarmament and develop~ent, and the
General Assembly, in resolution 32/88 A, had requested the Secretary-General to
appoint an ad hoc group to ela.borate a possible frameworl~ and terms of reference
tor the study and to report on its work in time for the special session. His
delegation's present proposal was simply a. follcnoT-up 'to the As sembly' s decision,

.3.'.nd called for the special session to initiate an expert study, the term::; of
reference for which would be formulated by ·the Asselllbly on the basis of the report
of the ad hoc group.

6. With regard to the question of particularly inhUman ~Teapons, the Committee
would recall that the Assemaly had decided, in resolution 32/152, to convene in
1979 a 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 ~Thich the session should seek
agreement.

7. Sweden's propo::;al for a reduction of milita..7 budgets, which logically
derived from.Assembly resolution 32/85, 't-Tould have the Secretary-General organize
a pilot test of a system for reporting military budgets, with the participa.tion
of States representing different geographical regions and different military
budgeting and accounting systems; it ~Tould also have the Secretary-Gerieral
appoint ·an ad, hoc panel of budgetary experts to give guidance to States supplying
the required data, to further refine the system anCl. to deveiop recommendations
for large-scale application.. Despite the difficulties 't'Thich many States would
have in accepting even those modest proposals, hi s delegation. believed that it
was necessary to move a.head in order to find common ground for all' States in
their repcrting of military budgets and thus promote confidence among States 'tdth
a view to reducing military expenditure on a YTorld-wide scale.·

8. Turning to the question of machinery for disarmaoent negotiations, he
reiterated Sweden's view that two different types of disarmareent orsans were
required, on the one hand a negotiating body with limited membership and, on the
other, a forum at the highest political level comprising all l1embers of the
United Nations. rfuile 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 Committee on Disarmament,
while continuing to negotiate with the highest priority in the nuclear
disarmame~t field, should be reorganized. The United I:Tation13 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 Lloreadequately reflected the
present political situation. A possible medel could bs a bureau consisting of one
chairman and three vice-chairmen~ two memberr. of the bureau would be selected f'rom
the States .belonging to the military blocs and. the ether two from the group of
neutral and non-aligned State!3. The chairmanship could rotate in alphabetical
order on a monthly or sessional basis amonL3 all members of the Conference.
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9. Finally, his delegation proposed a strengthening of the United :t-Iations Centre
for Disarmament in the light of the nel'T tasks that "10uld be entrusted to it~

especially in the field of studies and of .follow-up of disarmament ·o.greements.

10. Mr. JAr (Canada.) said he fully agreed with'previous spealters that the aim
in the Committee 'and at the special session itself should be to express iLlportant
ideas in as clear-c~t a fashion as possible and that delesations should remain
free to make proposals as the work of the Committee proceeded. All Member
States' had a stake in ensuring that the final document was of the highest possible
qUality in terms of tone and credibility.

11. He would also liJte to know whether the Secretariat ~10uld be preparing a
tabulation on the programme aspects of the final document and, at a later stage, a
further tabulation on the question of machinery for disarmament negotiations.

12. T"ne CHAIRMAN replied that that was his understanding.

13. Mr. I:IOP'J.JER (Iran) observed that the increasing interest of Governments was
imparting ne't'1 vigour to the Committee's deliberations and pointed to a more
fruitful exchange of views during the coming months. His delegation fully shared
the view regarding the need for a coherent, consistent and unambiguous teJ.Ct for
the final document which would provide the frameworl~ for future disarmament
negotiations. Ha felt that the structure of the final doct;\ment needed to be further
discussed. 'Ibe 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 o·f the final document and the orientation of each
section.

·14. . His delegation also endorsed the view that the failure of· disarmament efforts
was due to the large number of ambiguous proposals, however 't'1ell-intentioned. That
also applied to the Committee's prese~t undertaking. The results of the special
session would be judged not by the number or length of documents but by the ~larity

and cohesiveness of go.als and priorities. What was needed was a clear understanding
of the practical measures aimed at overcoming obstacles.

15. A number of documents before th(~ 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 document AIAC .187/93. While the variety of
vie't'1s ,,,as helpful iri promoting 'a be'}tter 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 expose of the present situation in
the disarmament field or whether it should highlight the principles governing the
forthcoming negotiations~

16. i'4r. STASHEVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republic~) agreed that it would be
useful for the Secretariat to prepare further tabulations of proposals concerning
the programme of action and the negotiating machinery. lIe also felt that the
Committee should t&te 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, fi~al
documexlt ~ that would distract the Committee from the task of preparing the,document
itself.

11. The CHAIRMAN agreed,that it was not the intention to take a decision on the
latter point at the present stage.

18. With regard to the opening of the special session, he informed the Committee I

that, following consultations and in the light of experience, it "Tas felt that the
Assembly would be able to complete consideration of the initial:) procedural items
at two meetings, after which the General Committee would probably require onl~" 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 M~" the general debate
could therefore begin in the afternoon of 24 May and end on or about 9 June. He
suggested that delegations 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 tha.t the
Secretariat was aware of the disadvantages of the system followed during the past
tl{O 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 delegations to include their names in the list, the Secretariat
suggested that no date for the opening of the list should be mentioned. Instead,
de'::"egations would be requested to indicate a preferred da.te on which they wished to
speak, together with two alternative dates. In the light of their stated
preferences~ the Secretariat felt that it would be able to satisfy delegations'
wishes. lfuen the dates of the opening and closing of the general debate had been
fixed, the Secretariat would make an a.ppropriate 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~'.lg rose at 4.25 p.m.
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25th ~eet1!!1

W~esdal, 1 Feb1'UQ17J27.8, at, 4 p.,!!.!
Chairm8l!1 lir. OR'l'IZ DE ROUS (Argentina)

ORGANIZATION OF UORKOF i'HE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. The~~ said it had been decided tha.t tDla special session would beginitem 8, general debate, on the afternoon of 24 Ma.), and would complete the item atthe afternoon meeting on 9 June.

PR1;NCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF ,THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

2. Mr. AS!!}! (United Kingdom) said that be had noted with satisfaction theimportance attached by delegations to the enhancement of public awareness ofdisarmament issuee. In that connexion, the Secretary-General, in his statement tothe Preparatory Committee at its 1st meeting, had emphasized the role which bothgovernmental and .aon-governmental organizations could p1q in mobilizing publicopinion.

3. His Government had a high opinion of the valuable work done by non-governmentalorganiza.tions in connexion with disarmament and had supported the Committee'sdecision to provide .facilities for such organizations and for ins1;itutions concernedwith dis&rm~nt to se~d observers to its meetings and to submit papers tC" it.His delegation had also proposed that the same facilitie:s should be extended tonon-governmental organizations 'at the special session itself. Those arrangements ~however, did not go far, enough, and his delegation believed that provi-sion snouldbe made for a ,more direct relationship between the special, session andnon-governmental organizati(..ns, both in recognition of the value ot their work andas a means of promoting wider enlightenment about disarmament issues among thepeoples of the world,. Means should also be found to enable prominent experts fromnon-governmental organizations to give ,testimony before the .)peciaJ session. Sucha direct relationship would be most clearly manifested if arrangements could beme.de for a day to be set asiae during the special session for non-govemmenteJ.'organizations to address it; the most appropriate dq migh'f' be the one immediatelyfollowing the general debate. Should that proposal not commend itself to theCommittee, he would suggest that the day before the special session opened,namely, Monday, 22 May, should be reserved for a meeting of the special session,outside its plenary programme, for hear~ng testimony from non-govemmentsJ.organizations. A precedent for that procedure had been set on the occasion of thelTorld Disarma.tr..ent Conference in 1932. If the Committee decid.edthat a. day shouldbe set aside for non-governmental organizations, it might perhaps be divided intotwo parts. During the morning, representatives of non..governmental organizations,perhaps limited to five speakers, would addr~ss the delegations asse~bled for thespecial session, and the afternoon might be devoted to hearing expert evidence fromsenior' representatiVes ot institutions concerned with disarmament, such as theStockholm International Peace Research Institute, the International Institute ofStrategic Studies and the appropriate Institute of the Acadeuw of Sciences of theSoviet Union.

4. The choice of speakers to represent the very l.arge number of non-governmentalorganizations which had a deep interest in disarmament must be left to theorganizations thenwe1ves; the confe,rence which such organizations were about tohold in Geneva, in preparation fo'r the special session, could perhaps, provide' theopportunity for selecting speakers. The number of research institutes, concerned
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with diaarmament was relati-Wl' ......a11, and it mif'.ht be sufficient to let it be
known that the Preparatory' Comuuttee 'Would be prepared to consider l:\:pplications for
8.D invitation to speak; the Committee could then, when it met in April, decide which,
if any, invitations should be issued.·

5. In conclusil.n, he w:i.shed to stress that his delegation's proposal was guided
by the desi.re to promote the enlightenment of the peoples of the world about
disarmament and by recognition of the valuable role which non-governmental
organizations could play in that "'1ork.

6. The CHAIRMAN said that the role of non~go·.-ernmentalorganiza.tions would be
discussed as 'part of the programme of work for the specieJ. session.

. .
1. He wished to draw the attention of the Preparatory Committee to two
additionsJ. working papers, namely the "Draft programme of action n submitted by
Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan,
the Netherl~ds, Norway and the United Kingdom (A/AC ..187/g6) and the "Suggestions
for a dii;1ermament. programme" submitted by Italy .(A/AC.187/97).

8. . Mr. OGISO (Japan) ·said that his delegation sharsd the desire to promote the
enlightenment of the peoples of the world on the question of disarmament and ful~y

acmowledged the valuable part which non-governmental organizations had played in'
peace movements and could play in mobilizing world opinion for the attainment of
.disarma.ment~-'He therefore welcomed the United Kingdom proposal, and hoped that the
necessary c~>nsulta:tions would be· undertaken with a view to implementing those
proposals, including the selection of a da;y for hearing testimony from
non-~overnmental organization~.

9. Ms. LOPEZ (Venezuela) said. that her delega·tion's 'Working paper, entitled
"Dissemination of informa"don on the question of the armaments race and
disarmament" (A/AC.187/94), contained 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 Venezuela had repeatedly stressed the need for mobilizing
international public opinion in, condemnation of the a.rms race. The steady
improvement of weapons, particularly nuclear weapons, was taking place at such a
rapid pace that only technical experts could undel'stand the implications and risks.,
while world pUblic opinion ,was not a.ware of what such scientific progress meant
in ·terms of the very survival of humanity. Notwithstanding the effprts of the
United Nations to end the arms race, practical results had been .minimal, and it had
therefore become essential to find alternative means of reaching the goal of
disarmament. Little could be accomplished without the necessar,y political will,
p~icularly.on the part of t~e nuclear Powers. In that connexion, she believed·
that an informed international pUblic opinion could prove to be a valuable ally in
the campaign against armaments. The. United Nations should, by means of a
systematic pUblicity campa~gri, stress not only the arms race but also the efforts
Which were being· undertaken to put an end to it. Nhat was needed was a continuing
flow of information describing the steady improvement of the increasingly complex
systems and means of destruction. Non-governmental organizations interested in
diss.rmament could lend valuable support to such e. campaign, and it was therefore
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impera.tive that limes between them and the united Nations Centre for Disarmament
should be strengthened.. She had listened with 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 miBht 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 d;isarmament. She hoped that the points mentio~ed in her delegation's working
paper would be incorporated into the various drafts on which the Preparatory
Commdttee w~s working.

10. Mr. BERG (Sweden) said that his delegation had supported the proposal made
by the United Kingdom in September 1977 that facilities should be provided for
non-governmental organizations to send special observers to the spr,cial session.
His d~1egation would therefore take a ve~" favourable attitude towards the
proposal nQloT made by tbe representative of the United Kingdom that a dS-V should be '
set aside for non~governmental organizations at the special session.

11. His delegation welcomed the Venezuelan working paper on the dissemination of
information (A!AC.l87!94) and believed that it represi:!nted an excellent basis for
discussions on the question. ' ,

12. Mr. vlElLER (United States of America) said that s-erious consideration should
be givento the United Kingdom proposal. I~on-governmentaJ. 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 confoarence of non-governmentaJ.
organizations in Hashington, to be held on 11 March 1978, for the purpose of
sUb~tting suggestions regarding points ~Thich might be considered during the
special session and re~arding ways in which non-gove~mentaJ.organizationscould
stimulate support for the goals 0": the special session. He believed that other
Governments might wish to consider taking similar action with' a view to
encol,lraging a dialogue with pUblic opinion on the issues involved.

13. He also '(~elcomed the Venezuelan working paper on the dissemination of '
information.

14. Mr. COROIANU (Romania) said that his delegation fully agreed with the
repre~ative-of Venezuela that it was the duty of Governments to reveal the
dangers of the arms race to the peoples of the world. Security '("as diminished as
the arms race escalated. The prime duty of the, present generation vas to spare no
effort to institute' resolute measures for disarmament through a treaty on general
disarmament and a treaty for the elimination of the use of force iri international
relations. It was essential that all States should participate in disarmament
negotiations and in the drafting of necessary measures. l-10rld pUblic opinion must
be kept fully informed on the question and periodi c reports must be issued for that
purpose. I

15. He fuliy shared the view of the representative of Venezuela that elements ot I
do~ument A!AC.187!94 should be included in the Preamble and the Declaration on
Disarmament.
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1.6. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said that, while he was in basic agreement with. the
United Kingdom proposal, he did not feel that it would be a:ppro:pria~e::: for ~

non-governmental organizations and research institutes to participate in the
general debate on the same basis as Member States. They should, howeY-er, be given
an opportunity to present their views, for example to, the Connidttee of the l-lhole of
the special session or on an eyen more informal basis. Non-governmental
organizations should be asked to select enough speakers to fill not more than one
day.

17. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said he agreed with the representative of Venezuela
that elements from the Venezuelan workins; paper on dissemination of information
(A/AC.187/94) could "reIl be incorporated into the Preamble, the Declaration and the
Programme of Action as well as into the Three-year Plan and Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament which his own delegation he1 proposed in document A/AC.187/89.

18. He was also in strong agre.ement 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 cou1.d 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 ~Nould be useful if the United Kingdom
representative "rould consider distri"buting the text of his statement to members.

19Q Mr.' UPADHYAY (Nepal) said that he agreed fully with those who believed that
non-governmental organizations should be given the opportunity to participate
actively in the special session. His delegation would have no difficulty in
supporting any of the alternatives which had been suggested 'in that cOIDlexion,
including the one proposed by the representative of Australia.

20. He w~lcomed the Venezuelan working paper and felt that the ideas which it set
forth could be incorporated into the draft final document 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
Dec~aration on the Strengthening of International Security, which ,was a SUbject
closely related to that ,of disarmament.

22. Non",:,governmental organizations had an important role to play at the special
session and in the disarmament process, and his delegation had always attached
.-great importance to their work.' The t'1orld Peace Council had recently met in his
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 World
Federation of Trade Unions, the World Federation of Democratic Youth and the \olomen' 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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Comittee procee(ied to dis~'l1SS the United 'Kingdom proposal, it should bear in mind
that agreement h\~i.d already been reached on the facilities to be accorded to .
~on-governmenta.l organizatioT\s, Q,S indicated in the report of the Preparatory
Com."!litte~ (A!32/4l, para. 29), which had been ·endo.rsed by the General Assembly in

~ its T,esolut:i.Oll 32/88 B.

23. The CHAIRMAlt said that one meeting of the Committee woUld be allotted to
discussion of the United Kingdom proposal on nen-governmental org8Jli~ations and
that .delega~ions would· be advised of the date in good time.

24. Replying to questions from the representatives of Brazil and Turkey,. he said
that he.had had discussions with the Under-Secr~tary-Generalfor Po~iticaland

GeneI'f:~1 Asse1D.bly Affairs "&on.th regard to the procedure for ,entering names on the
speakers' list for the special session. In order to avoid the problems that had
arisen a:t the thirty-second session of the General Assembly" the Secretariat would
advise Member Sta~es, through the Journal, of the opening of the list. In the
meantime, delega.tions should contact their Governments so that they would be in a
position to. inform the Secretariat of .their preferences. Each delegation would be
asked to give its first, c;hoice of' a date and t'W·o alternatives. The Secretariat had
given every assurance that it would be able to sati~ty all requests as long as
delega.tions gave three alternative dates. In accorda.nce with tradition, priority
would be given to Heads of State and Government to spetak on whatever da"te they
chose. The Secretariat would probably make the relevant a.nnouncement. through the
Journal during 'the next week. In his opinion, the system was fair and wou~d enable
all those who wanted to speak to· do so.

·25. 'Mr. (7AJDA (HungarY) said that his delega.tion supported the idea that
representatives of non-governmental organizations and of public opinion should be
permitted to take part in the special session. Recent activities, such as the
meeting of European youth and students mentioned by the representative of Poland,
the conference of non-governmental organizations to be held shortly in Geneva and
the efforts of the World Federation of United Nations Associations to bring
~isar.mament issues to the attention of public opinion, were evidence of the keen
interest of such organizations in the issues of the special session, and a way had
to be found to give them direct access to it.

26~ He l:'40ted 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 opinipn of his delegation,

. merited further stu.dy., 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. VRAALSElQ (Norw~y) said that public opJ.nJ.on was undoubtedly ver-y copcerned
about matters of disarmament and that further objective infol"lllation was required.
The special 'session could make an important contribution in that regard, and
non-governmental organizations and other institutions dealing with disarmament
could play their part. His delegation therefore associated itself with the views
expressed by the representative of th"~ United Kingdom and felt that some 'Way should
be found tor such organizations to participate more directly at the special session,
than the)'· had done at tr'e 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 formula.
The Committee 'Would have to discuss the matter ~n detail at a later s~age.

29. The CHAIRMAN reported on the consultations he had held concerning the
organizatiCln of 'Work. He suggested that a drafting group snould be ESt!:; 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 any
others interested in participating. To speed up the work, he urged that groups of
delegations that had presented documents sholktd~e represented by' a. limited number
of people and "that, where possible, a single spokesman shou1.d be a.ppointed for each
group. That 'Would not, of course, prevent others from speaking if they rished.
That system had been adopted with great success at the ,seventh special session.
He suggested that the Commit,tee's Rapporteur should chair the drai'ting group.
Document A/.AfJ.181193/Rev.l 'Would be available the next, day, and the dra.fting group
would be able to proceed immedia.tely~, It should fJ.rst draft texts on those points
on, 'Which agreement already exist'ed, then endeavour to resolve any difficulties.
Where that proved impossible, it should submit texts with' one or more alternative
wordings in brackets in order not to paral~rse the 'Work. The. COl'.nD.ittee would Jne2t
three times a week in plenary session or in an informal 'Working group, on Monday
and Wednf!sday afternoons and Friday mornings, and the drafting group 'Would hold e:t
least seven meetings ~ week.
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30e The Rapporteur would make a prqgress report to the Committee on Mondays and
Wednesdays and would submit any texts on which a consensus had been reached. The
Chairman's good offices 'Would be made available whenever necessary in an effort to
resol'lTe any, difficulties" and he would keep in constant touch with the drafting
group. It was proposed that the drafting group should work on the Preamble,
Introduction and Declaration from 2 to 13 February and on -the sections dealing 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 sections dealing with the
Programme 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 t of course, be rejected or
emended 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 su1Ymit
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 soonas the drafting sroup reached agreement in principle on the wording of a particulartext, it would transmit the text to the Committee at its next meeting. In that w~. it was hoped that the work would proceed smoothly with So view to completing thedraft final document by the end of the current session. He suggested, however,that a pra.gme,tic approach should be taken to the tentative programme of work whichhe had outlined, so that it could be revised if that proved necessary.

33. l·Ir. HARRY (Australia), speaking on behalf of the Western states that hadsubmitted the proposals contained in document A/J,.c.187/87, said that they BBreedwith the suggestion to establish an open-ended drafting group under thechairmanship of the Rapporteur. They would respond to the Chairman 's appe~l toco-operate by restricting their participation in the drafting group to particulaflyinterested delegations and would from time to time arrange for one or twospokesmen to present their views ~ on the 1,Uldersf"·anding that indivi,dual Governmentswould be free to make statements when they ~o wished.

34. T'ne Western States also agreecl that the procedure should be flexible. Forexample, they felt that the full Comrdttee should meet only when the text of aparticular section was ready for its consideration.

35. The CHAIRMAN agreed that in other cases the time could be better employed bythe drafting group.

36. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri Lanka), speaking on behalf of the group of nen-alignedstates, assured the Committee that they would co-operate in expediting the work ofthe drafting group by expressing their vie'to1s through one or more spokesmen, exceptlihere individual Governments wished to express a particular viewpoint.

37. With regard to the use ot subtitles for the purpose Of facilitating thedl'afting work, he hoped that they would not have the effect of restricting thescope of the various sections.

38. Lastly~ he hoped that the final draft text, when rli.':ady, would be madeavailable to all Member States so as to enablfa them to form1..'I1ate their news.

39. The CHAIRMAN ga~e his assurance regarding those two points.

40. As to the draft Programme of Action, he hoped that when the Comnittee took upthe matter it would be able to reaC!h agreement. on a number of. subtitles for thepurpose of tabulating proposals along the line,s of document A/AC~la7/93/Rev.1.

41. Mr. MISTRAL (France) welcomed the proposed programme of work. He pointed out,however, that his Government had particular posit.ions - as outlined indocument A/AC.187/90 - which did not entirely correspond with the views expressed·by the various geographical groups. His delegation therefo:re intended toparticipate in the open-en(led d!"l'j,:rting group.
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42. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that his delegation fully agreed wit~ the
proposed programme of work.

43. \-1fth regard to the format of the final document, h~dI"el-Y attention to the
fifth paragraph of the Mexican working paper (A!AC.187/89) concerning the need to
keep the introductory draft resolution very short since all the relevant ideas,
principles, purposes and rules must be included in the final document, 'tfhich should
be a complete and self-sufficient instrument. The draft resolution itself might
consist of an amalgamation of the first two preambular paragraphs in
document AIAC .187/93, followed by the second preambular paragraph in the outline
proposed in the Hexican working paper. He intended to amplify his proposals at the
first meeting of-the drafting group.

44. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland), speaking on behalf of the socialist States that had
submitted documents AIAC.187181 and AIAC.187182, assured the Chairman of their full
support for the proposed programme _of work.

45. Mr. l-lEILm (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 Rs.pporteur, -and to adopt the remaining points
of the prC!@"amme of work which he had put forward.

47. It was so decided.

48. The CHAIRMAN, replying to a request from the representative of Colombia,
e.greed to have the programme of work circulated as an informal paper for the
convenience of delegations.

The meeting_rose at 6.15 p.m.
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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 doc~ents before it, the
Committee would succeed, in the coming days, in tinalizil1€: a document that liould do
Justice to the efforts required for its preparation.

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 machine'ry' for
implementing both short- and long-term objectiyes •

4. Along with other non-aligned countries:i India had submitted its views and
suggestions. Several other delegations had done ~he 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 state!!lent made by the representative ·of France the
day 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 ~hat development
and hoped that China· would take e, similar decision and join the Committee in its
future disarmament deliberations so as to strengthen its efforts and make: them more
meaningful.

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 t·nited Nations. It believed that the
special session provided an excellent and timely opportunity to l"evive the momentum
which had been clearly' apparent in the late 1950s and early 1960s, leading up to
the September 1961 United St~tes-USSR joint statement of agreed principles.
Unfortunately, that momentum had not been followed up with the vigour and
determination the issues warranted. But Member States should not brood over pest
mistakes and the n'lrnerous opportunities they ha.d missed; they should jointly
resolve not to waste the present opportunity, when conditions appeared to be
favourable for a significant break-through.

* This sta.tement has been given full covera~e in the summary record in.
accordance with the decision taken by the Committee during the meeting.

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mr. VELIIODI (India)* said that his Govermnent attached great importance to the
forthcoming special session. Everyone had a great responsibility to ensure that the
spec,ial 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-sounding 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 ans\·ers 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. .
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6. The most important part of that document was. the one concerning the J!lachinery
for future disarmament deliberations. l'1hatever the goals and short-· or long-tern.
prc~'amme of action that might be e.greed upon, the success of future work would
depend on the provision of the appropriate and adequate machinery for dealing with
the problems at hand. l'7hile not denying that the political will of the nations of'
the world tc achieve meaningful progress in disarmament was the most important
~rerequisite, his delegation was convinced that effective mechanisms 't-Tere of great
importance not only in making progress in disarmament negotiations but also in
helping to generate that political will.

1. His delegation whole-heartedly agreed with the statement contained in the paper
submitted by the delegatio~ ot Mexico that ;;the axperience gained since the
establishment of the United Nations shows that, fot' maximum effectiveness, two kinds
of bodies are required - deliberative and negotiating'; (A/AC.181/89, IV, para. 1).
The deliberative body must necessarily be a comparatively large one snd the
negotiating body a.comparatively sinall one. In effect, the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament was the only such body available. The First Committee of
tne General Assembly was neither a negotiating nor a deliberative body. Its
function, likt! that ·of the other Committees of the GeneraJ. Assembly, was really to
review and to evaluate progress, or la.ck of it, during the previous 12 months and
to provi.de appropriate directions for further action.

8. Much had been said. about 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 inadequacies 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 t"'10 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 nm-T available to all the
Uembers of the United N&.tions and·to 'the pUblic at large, and its "'10rk programme
followed a set calendar, which ellsured 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 c~~,ged. His delegation agreed,
not because it felt that that in itself 'Would make it easier for Qhina 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 international forum, should ha'V~ the
same rights and responsibilities. It was precisely for that reason that it sa.w no
reason for denying the nUClear-weapon States the chairmanship of the Con1\:1 ,'mce •
It preferred the monthly rotation of that office among all the members.

10. It supported the suggestion that the Conference should establish a standing
SUb-committee of the whole which would essentially be the negotiating forum in the
Conference.
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11. It also' supported the suggestion that States 'tvhich were not members of the'
Conference should have the ri8ht 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 't'Tere examined.

12. It felt that, ...as' a 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 ~Thy 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 ~Tere made
available to' all Member States and were also available to the public, as they
should be. Whe;re, then, lTas the need for closed meetings and the cryptic
communiques issued at-the end of those meetings?

13. His delegation agreed with the suggestion tha.t in addition to the report the
Conference submitted to the General Assembly at the beginning of the General
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.

14. Returning to the premise that there was a need for a comparatively large
deliberative forum and a comparatively small 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 timer, there was a
strong case for a deliberative body to outline broad policies and, as had be'en .
suggested in the paper submitted by the non-aligned countries (A/AC.187/55/Add.l),
for the elal-oration 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 a
Disarmament Decade, requested the Conference to work out l:a compre1'l.ensive programme,
dealing vdth all aspects of the :problem of the cessation of the arms race and
general and complete disarmament under effective international control, whi ch would
provide the Conference with a guideline to chart the course of its further 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 8J.though 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 elabprating the comprehensive programme 0: disarmament measures.
The non-aligned paper (A/AC.187/55/Add.l) suggested that a special committee of the
United Nations should be established to perform that limited task within a
specified time.

15. Some delegations had reservations regarding the establishment of a United
Nations committee to deal with disarmament matters. Several arguments had been
advanced against it, but none 01' them were very valid.

16. It had been said - and perhaps that was the argument most often made - t'hat
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such a committee would seriously undermine the importance and functions ot the
Conference of the Committ.ee on Disarmament. Hi~ delegation tot-ally disagreed ,.Tith
that view. The Conference and the United r~ations committee vTould have different
functions. It l'Tas not proposed that that committee should sit in judeement on the
Conf~rence or oversee its functions. The two bodies would repo:ct separately to the
General Assembly on their progress in carrying out their mandates.

17. It had been said that the committee 'YTould have to operate under the rules of
procedure applicable to United Nations bodies. That was bound to be so, but he did·
not see any reason why the committee could not operate the ~ay the Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space had succeeded in doing ov.er 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, hO'YTever~ the proposed
committee would not meet throughout the year but would probably have about tvTO
sessions. It should be possible to schedule its sessions so as not to conflict
with those of the Conference.

190 Apart from the practical considerations already dealt with, there 'YTa5 also the
fact that standing organs had been established for important issues in the economic
~d .social fields, and world public opinion could not underst-and Why on an issue
such as disarmament, which affected the lives and destiny. of:' all'manldnd, 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 disarmament would receive the endorsement of the Preparatory Committee.

20. Many speakers had stressed the need to keep world public opiniC"n 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 disarmament. 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 Co~ttee earlier that week. It supported them whole-heartedly
and hoped they would be fUlly reflected in'the Declaration and Programme of Action,
and possibly even in the Preamble to the final document.

21. His delegation wished to place on record its profound gratitude and admiration
ffr the cont~nuing and dedicated efforts of the non-governmental organizations i?':
tne field of disarmament where they ha 9. special contribution to make because
yorld public opinion constituted a globul constituency'in that regard. They had an
important and continuing role to perform in that connexion, and his delegation
warmly welcomed the proposal made by the representative of the United Kingdom to set I··
aside one day of the special session for s~lected representatives of non-governmental
organizations to present their views to the special session.
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.22. In conclusion, he wished to sE\V a faT 'Words about the United ~Tations Centre'
for Disarmament, \Thich had been established follo'u'ing the recommendation of the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role of the United !>Tations in Disarmament
(A!31/36). Proposal 110. 9 in paragraph 18 of the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee
listed ·the .functions to be entrusted to the Centre. They included committee and
conference servi-ces, studies on disarmament ma+.ters, compilation and dissemination
of information and the follow-up of disarmament resolutions an.d agreements - a
heavy but essential mandate,· the implementation of 'tV'hi-ch would require adequate
staff. His delegation had no doubt that the Secretary-GeneraJ., whose ,interest in
and dedication to the cause of disarmament was well known, would take· the necessary
action in·thatregarti. The Yearbook produced by the Centre was an excellent
reference book. His delegation understood that the Centre "'Tas platining to bring'
out ~ quarterly newsletter. It welcomed that development and hoped that the first
isslle wC?uld awear before the special session.

23. Mr. ABBE (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 s.nd
focused on practicaJ. considerations, such as nationaJ. security requirements, 'With a
View to achieving a consensus. In drafting the proposals, the sponsors had had a
limited time-frame in mind and had en:visaged the possibility of convening a second
speciaJ. session on disarmam.ent uithin a few years to review the progress, aJ.ready
achieved and to draw up a 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 proli:t'eration of nuc1ee.r weapons, and thG link between the need for such
.control and the nc\:d for control of vertiCal prolifera:tion was recognized. The
sponsore C:£greed on the need to control the increase of nuclear a11llaments 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 restraining the .world-wide build-Up of conventional
weapons through regional agreements ~o 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 esta~lished 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 caJ.ling on States to pUbli sh aetailed information on
their armed forces and the total annual value of their arms production spd their
transfer of a:nlls to· o"Gher countries, as vTell as the appeal for a standard method
for the reporting of military bUdgets.

25. The purpose 9f the proposal's for new United Nations studies on disarmament was
to explore and clarify problems VTbich, although of great importance, might not yet
be ripe for imm,ediate negotiations. A further advantage of such studies was that
they 't-Tould help the United .l'Jations' Disarmament Centre to develop its expertise and.
thereb,y increase its ~bility to ~elp and advise the United Nations. His own .

28.
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Government regarded that as a particularly ~mportant aim in itself11 One of' the
mo~t important studies suggested was the one on limiting the build-up of
conven'tional weapons throughout the world, 'Which "Tas a sensitive but crucial issue.
A better understanding of the issues involved in the relationship between
disarmament and development was also necessary, and that "Tas 8J.so reflected in the
programme. The programme recommended a 'study on the strenBthening of the security
role of the United 1'1ations in peace-keeping and the 'peaceful settlement of disputes
because there was an important relationship between disarmament and the security
role of the United :Uations; the sponsors therefore felt that the special session
should give impetus to st"lldies in that area. The proposed study on the possible
contribution to confidence-building among States of certain technical measures was
pz:ompted by the experience of the United rTations and United States observer
missions in Sinai, and the idea that '-That those missions had learned and the
techniques that they ~ad developed might be applicable in other areas of tension.

26. In conclusion, the sponsors h~d attempted to produ,ce a programme of action
which was comprehensive and Which, "mile containing ne"T ideas, was also balanced
and practicable. ,It .not only established pl'iorities among existing negotiations
but also called for specific new move!=! to promote 'disarmament, and its
implementation could pro"dde the initial momentum to"YTards 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
representative of India should be reported in extenso in the summary record.

28. It was so deciden.

29. Mr. l-1EILER (United States of America) welcomed the United Kingdom
representative's intrOduction of the draft programme of action as a constructive
contribution to the Committee 's work. His delegation wou;Ld '\-Tant to study the
Indian statement .carefully.

The meeting ros~ at 11.50 a.m.
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21th meeting

Wednesday, 8 February 1918, a~ 3535 R.m.

Che.i:nnena Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

PRINCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. The .CHAIRMAN sa:id that two new docUments had been submitted to the Committee,
n~ely the tabulati~n of proposals relating to t~e proposed programme of action
(AIAC .187/100 h~'which had been requested by theCommittee, and a working paper on
disarmament and verification, which had been submitted by Austria (A/AC.187/l01).

2. He wished .to point out that, in document A/AC.187/l00, the title of heading IV
should be "Implementation" and not "Studiesto facilitate further measures".

3. Mr. VINCI (It'aly) said that his Government had repeatedly stressed the need
for a comprehensive and balanced programme of action specif,ying the priorities and
key steps of a gradual disarmament process. The practical.contribution of Italy
to 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 0'Z priority mea.sures. Together with nine other Western delegations, his
delegation had co-sponsored document A/AC.187/96, which contained a 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/Ae.187/97), his delegation wished to
supplement the document of the 10 tvestern ·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 document 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. '~ile

fa:lTouring the adoptiol.l 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.l/pv.9).

4. The suggestions were based on the assumption that the fundamental role of the
United Nations in thle maintenance of international peace and security must be
strengthened and tha'l; 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 whic~ should constitute the core of any
well-articulated programme of action. BasicaJ.ly, 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 ~aken

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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disarmament; 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 ~eapQns 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 Art:i:cle 29 of the United Nations
Charter, 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 t,hird 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 supplement, '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 Nations police force, as provided for in Article 43
of the Charter, and to establishing an international organ to supervise the
application of disarmanlent 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.l~7/96).

7. Mr. SUCHARIPA (Austria) said that he wished to introduce a working paper
(A/AC.187/1Ql) which concerned itself with the question of verification. That
question was of fundamental significance, and indeed the inability to reach
agreement on specific disarmament texts might to a large extent be attributed to a
divergence of views on that point. The successful ~plementation of arms limitatio n
or disarmam~1nt measures depended on the degree of confidence which each party had
that all other parties were act~ng in complianC'e with the agreement. In that
context, verification played an important roll" 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 vas 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
packground paper which would help to pinpoint different problem areas as well as
possible ways of approaching themo 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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11. It was so decided.
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10•. The CHAIRld.AN said that, if he heard nO objection, he would take it that the
Preparatory Committee approved the proposal of the representative of Austria that
the Secretariat should prepare a background paper on the question of verification.

12. Mr. WElLER (United States of America) sa.id that, while he welcome& the
constructive progress which was being made by the Committee, q:uicker action was
required if an adequate single 't;ol"king 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 'toTi.th the longer-term goals of disarmament. A number
of texts which had been submitted had concentrated on the short term. If
aBI"eement was to be achieved on a programme of action, it was essential that it
should be generally understood 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 achievem~nts

flowing from the programme of action. His delegation was therefore prepared in
principle to support the proposal "that a second special sessi~~ on disarmament

8. The second part of "the Austrian working paper contained a preliminary list
of areas in which, on the basis of such a study, principles conce~ning

verification could be formulated. In that connexion, his Goverr.ment attached
great importance to confidence-building measures such as could be obtained fram.
an understanding on what could be regarded as a reasonable degree of assurance
about compliance with a given agreement. He believed that future discussions
would be facilitated if Governments presenting new disarmament proposals were to
provide indi.cations about. corresponding verification measures. Furthermore, ~ll

parties to an agreement must have the' right to obtain full access to relevant
data. That principle would have particular significance in rela.tion to such
agreements as a comprehensive test-ban treaty and a convention on the prohibition
of chemical weapons.

of various means, methods and t;ypes of verification t followed by an indication of
their potential usefulness in relation to different disarmament agreements, and
·m outline of the impact of modern technology on verification. On the basis ot
the experience gained through such a. background pa.per, the Committee might later
wis.h to propose an in-depth study ot those and related questions. In addition
to the paragraphs on verification in the part of'the draft declaration dealing
with principles ...·guidi:pg dis8.1"mament negotiations, the Committee might wish to
include in its draft programme of action a proposal for the preparation of such
a study.

9. The third. part of the working paper contained suggestions on verification
for possible inclusion in the draft Declaration. The last paragraph contained a
preliminary proposal for a paragraph to be included in the draft programme of
action concerning studies to be carried out in order to facilitate future
disarmament negotiations.
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should be held, provided that the programme 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 ll woulCl., however, be unwise.
Time must be allowed for progress to be made in the eft.'orts to implement the
programme of action. His delegation "VTOuld prefer that a second special session
should not be held before 1983. .

13. Mr. HAMILTON, (Sweden) said that his delegation agreed with the representati~e
ot Austria that verification must be an essential element in 8.ny agreement on
disarmament. He therefore welcomed the Committee's decision that the Secretariat
should be requested to produce a background ~aper o~ verification, as had b~en

suggested by the representative of Austria.

l~. 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.l87/l00) under the
heading of "Implementation", rather than, as had been suggested in document
A/AC.181/95, under "Measures". He therefore asked that his delegation's suggestion
should be 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 soon as possihle.

16. Mr. PALMA. (Peru) said·that he welcomed the Committel"'s decision to ask the
Secretariat to prepare a cackground paper on verification. That was an essential
e:ement which required clarification and must be included both in the Declaration
and in the programme of action.

11. Mr. GA;RCIA 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 a second session as not only a means of monitoring
compliance with the decisions taken at the first session but also as an
instrument through which a comprehensive programme of action could be implement~d.

He continued to believe, however, that a period of three years between speciel
sessions was SUfficient, and he would therefore continue to suppcrt1981 as the

'most appro~riate date for the second special session.

The meeting rose at 4.25 p.m.
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28th meetig

FridB~, 10 Februa!7 1218", at 11.10 a.m.

Chairman. Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A!AC. l81/sa.28

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1. The CHAIRMAN said that no delegation had asked to speak at that meeting and
nC"ted that the substantive work of the Committee was currently being dealt vif~h

in the drafting subgroups. He would therefore adjourn the meeting.

r ~ meeting rose at 11.15 a.m.

I
i
)

I
t

ORGANIZA'I'I0

1. tir. J
characteriz
desire of
drafts of t
however, th
its mandate

2. The Co
negotiation
which took
negotiation
security fo
~hat was al
the main et
inadequacie
of politics

3. As co
designed t
'by the soei
such areas
destruction
existence.

4. Poland
Soviet Unio
Socialist R
session wou
worldng pap
by all Stat
nuclear Pow
over· the ...,1
lieapon of m
race. His
addressed t
the nE:.1tron

5. The im
se$sion and
recently be
Polish Unit
between Pol

6. Poland
productive.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



I
I

29th !fleet.i~

Mondaz, 13 February 1~ ~8, at 1.45 p.m.
Chaimanl IIr.ORTIZ l>E ROUS .(Argentina)

ORGANIZATION OF THE WORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

1. tiro JAROSZmC (Poland) said that the Committee's current session wa~
characterized by a constru~tive atmosphere, a spirit of co-operation and the
desire of members to contrihute to the elaboration of realistic and action-oriented,
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 Committee's discussions so far confirraed that'the'success of disarmament
negotiations required goodwill and a readiness to compromise in seeking solutions
which took account of the interests of al~.parties. The history of disarmament
negotiations revealed that adherence to the" principle of equal and undiminished
security for all parties 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~vious1y not some alleged .
inadequacies or shortcomings 'of the negotiating machinery, but precisely the lack
of po1itieal will on the part of some participants seeking unilateral advantages.

3. As coul~ be seen from document A/AC.l87/15, the greatest number of initiatives
designed to cUrb the axms race and promote genuine disarmament had been submitted
by the sociaJ.ist 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 jeopardize mankind's very
existence. .

4. Poland supported the important· disarmament proposals pu.t forward by the
Soviet Union on the occasion of the sixtieth anniversary of the Great October
Socialist Revolution. His delegation hoped that the documents 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 proDosals for the simultaneous cessation
by all States of the production of nuclear 1veapons 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
''leapon of' mass destruction. If implemented, those plans would escalate the arms
race. His delegation therefore fully supported the Soviet proposal recently
addressed to Western States to agree on a mutual renunciation of tbe production of
the n~~tron bomb.

5. The importance which Poland attached to the successfUl outcome of the special
se$sion 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 l~rkers' Party, Edward Gierek, and in talks held at the highest level
between Poland and other socialist, non-aligned and Western 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 atrongly believed that the session should also become a major step towards
convenin~ a \lorld disarmament confer~nce. Such a conference, as the most universal
and authoritative forum, vested with powers to take effective 6..eQisions, would be
the best instrument,to translate General Assembly resolutions into practical
mea.sures. A concerted decision should therefore be taken at the special ses~ion to
convene a world disarmament conference on ~ specific, not too'distant date, and a
preparatory committee should be esta1;llished 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 rev'ersing the arms race and making decisive progress in disarmament. The pace
of such progress would depend on many factors, especially the further consolidation
of detente and the willingness of all States to display a constructive approach to
disarmament negotiations.

8. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Committee would continue its discussions as a
'-Torking Group.

The meeting rose at 3.55 p.m.
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ORGANIZATION OF nORK

30th meeti!!l

W~eedal. 15 February 1978, at 3.49 p.m.

Chall'm8na IIr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.30,

1. The CHAIRMAN said that he had had contacts "Ti.th the deiegations and
consultations with the Secretaria.t which indicated that it would be advisable for
the Secretariat to prepare as soon as possible a tabulation of proposals regarding'
machinery for disarmament negotiations analogous to the tabulations in documents
A/AC.l87/93/Rev.l'\and A/AC.187/l00, to be distributed to the drafting group in order
to expedite completion of 'Work on all four sections of the final document. Since
some ot 'the work;i.ng papers 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 logica.l.
sequence for that tabulation would be an introduction, followed bv sections on the
role of the' United Nations in disarmament and on the "rork of the First Committee,
the Disarmament Commission, the Secretariat and the Committee on Disarmament in
Geneva. Further contributions by delegations which had not yet submitted their
views could, of cours~~ 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 l'10RK FOR THE SPECIAL SESSION: ROLE OF NON-GOVERNHENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
(continued)

3. The CHAIRMAN recalled tha.t the General Assembly had already approved a
Preparatory Committee recommendation that non-governmental organizations should be
accorded the same facilities a.t 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 and noted that, according to the Secretariat,
there was no precedent for non-governmental organizations either to address or
participate in plenary meetings. !!'he decision already taken by the General
Assembly did n.ot, 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 recommelldation. 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 complications 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 ot the non-governmental organizations to the building.
There would, of, coUrse, be no summary records of such a. meeting, which would have to
be considered by the Committee 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 had 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 connexioIl, he drew attention to paraaraphs 9, 16 and 29
of the report of the Preparatory Co~ttee to the thirty-second session of the
General Assembly (A/32/4l) regarding the role of non-governmental organizations at
the Preparatory Committel;; and at the special ~ession. Furthermore~ the
recommendation that non-governmental organizations should be accorded the same
faci-lities 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 overr'.l1e a." ((eQision of the General
Assembly. Also, it was hard to ~ee what authority the Cqninii1jteemight have to issue
invitations to non-governmental organizations; that woulcr:'also leave unanswered the
q-qestion as to how such invitations and meetings would be funded, s.ince the existing
financial provisions· for the special session had been made on th~ tasis 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
nat'Q,re.

5. He .also felt that it would be extremely unwise to resurrect a precedent for the
participation of non-governmental organizations in intergovernmental negotiations .
on disarmament "VThich dated back to the World Disarmament Conference of 1932. It
should. be- borne in mind that many other matters apart from disarmament would be on
the agendas of the General Assembly at its future sessions which would also
iJlevitably 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 talten in that connexion were adequate and reasonable.

6. Mrs G 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 speoial session and non-governmental '
orgaQizations. The United Kingdom's reasons for making those proposals had been the
desire to prcmote the enlightenment of the peoples of the "rorld about disarmament
and recognition of the valuable role which they could play. J4a.ny organizations working
in, that field were highly competent and 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 C01llIIlittee should not be unduly formalistic but should remain operl
to new approaches "oeca~se 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.

7. Miss BEAGLE (Observer for Ne,·, Zealand) said that non-governmental
organiza.tions and re'search institutes could make e. distinctive contribution in ·the
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torm of research on disarmament and in ;increasing public awareness, promotinginternational activities and fol'1l1Ulating disannwnent proposals. She agreedwhole-.hee.rtedly with the representative 01' Sweden that many valuable studies badcome from such organizations, especially SIPRI. In her own country, for example.the National Consultative COlDDlittee on Disa1'll18D1ent provided an important and w,etuJ.informal link between Governments and non-governmental organizations concerned withdisaruament and facilitated an exchange 01' views between the two. Her delegatioD.therefore·favoured the.United Kingdom proposal. for setting aside a day during the,special session to "allow such organizations to present their views. It hoped thatthe special session would stimulate public awareness 01' the pro:blems 01' disarmamentand felt tha.t such a daY' would be helpful in that connexioD.·

8. Mr. l-10RENO (ItalY) said that his delegation had noted with interest theproposals made with respect to the role of nOD-governmental organizations.Greater awareness of progress on disarmament on the part of world pUblic opinion wasneeded, .and non-governmentu organizations could contribute at' both the national &l1dinternational levels to enlightening it. They also provided usetw.. expertise torcarrying out studies on specific disarmament problems. His own country'sorganization.s were prepared to contribute actively in tha'& connexion. Hisdelegation ha.d welcomed the decision on the participation of non-governmental .organizations and nat~onal research institutes in the PreparatoryComm!ttee, ·as wellas the recommendation that 1ihe same faciJ.ities should be accorded them at thespecial session. Setting aside a speciaJ. daY' outside the pleJ)ary programme was apossibility. For inetance,the day immediately tollowing the general debate might beassigned to the NGO's and to national research institutes tor expressing their viewgbefore a committee. His delegation would welcome any other proposal, however, whichwas consistent w1th United Ilati.ons procedure and practice.

9. Mr. HO~YDA (Iran) said that non-governmental organizations and researchinstitutes undoubtedly made a very important contribution to disarmament eftorts.On the other hand, their participation in the special session raised a delicatepolitical problem. TheY' should not be granted a hearing by way 01' rewarding them,&s it were, for their work; rather, the United Nations should consider ho" it couldbenetit from what they had 'to otfer.

10. Under those conditions, and havin8 regard to the need to avoid setting aprecedent or infringing the ruJd!s of procedure, he felt that they should be giventhe oppor-tun.ity to express their vi·ews. I~ that respect the Australian proposaJ.was more' $.,cceptable than the United Kingdom proposal. The Committee shouldtherefore discuss what practical recommendations it could make to tPat end.
11. Ml'. WILER (United States pi' America) noted that t by proViding information andideas, non~governmenta1organizations supplemented the role of Governments andh~lped to mobilize the public support on which political will, so essential toprogress in dise.rmament~ depended'- In h;i.s view, there should be an interchangebetween non-80ver"nmental ~ganizations and Governments, both before and atter thesp~cial session. Yet, despite ~he useful suggestions made for increasing pUblic"w)*'en~ss, te~ ideas had been pu1t forward as to the way in which the particip~tion'01' ,non-gQ'vemmental orS3.nize.tions· in disarmament efforts after the special session'~ . .
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12. As "to the question of sel-ection, he felt that perhaps there should be more
communication between the Committees on Non-Governmental Organizations in New York
and Geneva respectively so that specific arrangements could be made. The
selection ot research institutes we!"e particularly difficult: in the United
States alone, he knew of at least r::.ve major centres concerned wit~disarmament

studies. He sugges.ted that there should be further discussion and that a
decision should be deferred until the Committee's fifth session.

13. .Mr. JAY {Canada} said he was 'gratified at the broad recp~ition given by
delegations to the e:ontribution of an enlightened pUblic opinion, and welcomed the
reception given to the Venezuelan and United Kinedom p~oposals.

~II. ~e DOD""!governmental organizations and peace research institutes made an
invaluable contribution to the work of the United l-lations. He agreed with the
Iranian representative that the United Nation$ should not scelt to reward "them, but
rather to derive further advantage 1'rom their 'Work. It needed al.l the help it could
could get in its disarmament efforts. BY participating in the special session,
the non-governmental organizationS would gain a political audience, and their
prestigeaud persuasiveness o.1'ter the special session had ended 'Would be enhanced.

15. !!.'he Committee should not be ];mt oft by the ditt'icul'ties which enabling
Don-governmentaJ. organizations to present their views would. entail; he felt Bm-e
it could find an appropriate ",fay 'iri:thout setting a precedent. In his view the .
~1;ralian proposal. was the minimum position that the Committee could take.

i6. Mr. ·vaC) (Norway) associated his delege;tion'lwith the views of the previous
. speaker. The Norwegian·authoriiies thought very hi'ghly of the United Kingdom
.initiative and hoped that it wouJ.·d receive broad. support, 8iven the important role
pla;yed by public oJ)inion in disarmament matters.

17. He felt that the special session would provide e..n excellent opportunity to
recognize the 'Work of· the non-governmental organizations and· 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 1ri.ththe United States
representative, that the Committees on Non-Governmental Organizations in ne," York
and Geneva·should be asked to consider the problem and to work out some
arr8:llgement with the Secretaria.t.

·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 had contributed significantly to kl\owledBe of arms
control and disarmament, giving fresh impetus to governmentaf action and
mobilizing public opinion. He felt that the International Peace Research
Association, which~las their own non-governmental organization, could be asked
to help solve the problem of their representation.

19. In conClusion, he agreed that the Committee should avoid being too
tormalistic • Like the New Zealand· representative, he felt that in considering
the participation of the non-governmental organizations, the Committee would not
be oVE!liTuling its parent body'.
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20. !'fr. l-IDTUIa-TA (Zambia) said that the non-governmental organizations mad~e a
positive contribution to the understanding of disarmament issues and that their
role at the special session should be regarded as complementary to that of
Member States. They had been particularly ins'Grumental in disseminating
information across national boundaries. However, he expzoessed some concern about
the selection o:\:" non-governmental organizations: it was important not to overlook
those in the third world about which less might be lrnown.

21. As to the question of setting a precedent, his delegation maintained that the
special session was itself a precedent and that there was room for creating
precedents in the 'W8¥ in which the deliberations were ,conducte~.. An open-minded
approach was .needed: Hember States should feel tree to solicit as much
information as possible.

22. Mr. ENTERLEIN, (German Democratic Republic) said that his count·ry believed it
was of great importance to support the social ol"ganizations and great international
movements, including the world peace movement, which activelY' contributed to
maintaining and securing peace and achiev'ing disarmament. It looked forward with
interest to the Geneva meeting o'f non-goV'ernmental organizations On disarL'1SJllent
and believed that the Committee should welcome and support any wish that might be
expressed by that meeting to submit a report on its. deliberations to the special
session. As to the manner of transmission' of such a report , his delegati.on
considered that more time was required tor 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 ot the prestige they m.ight
enjoy it his delegation had doubtrs as to whether it was advisable for them to be
heard at the special session. It 'believed that some other W8¥ should be found for
their submissions and expertise to be made available.

24. Mr. UPADHYAY (Uepal) said that he welcomed the United Kingdom proposal, ih 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 obse~ved that.
in earlier years when cOJllllUunications had been less developed, the role of
non-governmental organizations in disseminating infor~ation 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 precedent. Indeed,
their role in such 'bodies as the Special Committee ~~ainst Apartheid was taken
for granted. l'fuile he agreed that they should not be accorded the same status
as Governments, he felt confident that a way coulo. be found to ensure their'
participation. It was not a question of rewarding them; rather, the inforror;~ion

Which they could provide would be of 8reat b-<.:nefit, especially to sJl'\aller
dele8ations. It ,,,as 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 dele~ation had already stressed the
role of the nqn.governmental organizations in helping to disseminate information
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about disarmament, said that their contribution to the special session would be
very valuable. ' Although it was not in a position to malte any specific proposal
Ol! how those organiz'ations might participate, it was ready to "Tork "Tith other
delegations to find a forll!-ula acceptable to the majority.

270 Ur. ERNEMANIi (Belgium) said that the ,United Kingdom delegation, had rightly
stressed the role of'public opinion and its relationship to the'work of the
special session. His delegation took a positive. attitude towards the participation
of non-governmental organizations, not least because the Association of
International Non-Governmental Organizations was based in Brussels and heac:1.ed by
a Belgian.

28. There were, however ~ two provisos regarding the participation of
non-60vernmental organizations. First, the principles of the Charter and the
niles ot procedure of' the General Asse~bly should not be violated. The special
session, like a regular session of the Ge~eral Assembly, was restTicted to
partioipation 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 vie"T expressed by" a number of delegations that
the non-goverr~entalorganizations should be'heard at comnittee meetings or
meetings of the Committee of the Whole" but not at plenary meetings.

29. Secondly, there was the problem- of selection. It was obvious that not all
non-governmental organizations concerned ,dth disarmament wOl.lld be able to speak.

,There bad.been a suggestion that non-governmental orBanizations should agree
amongthernselves on their representatives. There might be some difficulliies'
in tha~ regard if they had to await the endorsement of the special session before
holding such consultations. Some Unofficial consultations with the
non-governmental oreanizations during the forthcoming Geneva conference might help
obviate those difficulties.

30. Hon-governmental organizations in his own country were showine ~eat

interest in the special session. A prE!SS conference had already been held and a
d~monstration wa~ planned for 7 May. lJ'here "rere plans afoot to organize an
international demonstration outside United Nations Headquarters later that month.

31. Mr. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoshwia) observed that there was obviously no disagreement
about the value and the importance of non-governmental organizations presenting
their views at the special session. TheiI' ,valuable worlt in the field of'
disannament was recognized. The research institutes too, pa.rticularly SIPRI at
Sto~kholm, "rere providing many countries with ext:remely useful information on
disarmament. A wa:y must be found to give nOD-governmental orga.nizations the
opportunity to' address the special session, without infringing the Charter and the
rules of procedure of the General Assembly.

32. Mr. RIOS (Panmla) said it was only titting that non-Rovernmental
org~iz&tions devoted to the promotion.ot disarmament should participate more
directly in the special sessi'on. The achievement ot disarmament was a difficult,
matter. It was logical that any stimulus non-governmental organizations could
give in attaining that 60al should be·"relcomed and could be expected to bear fruit.
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33. One of the obstacles to efforts in favour of disarmament ~s scepticism in the
~10r1d at large. Unfortunately, such scepticism was Justified to some extent, but
if :the non-governmental organizations were convinced that their pr",posals "Vii ~d be
given due attention they mig~lt have greater motivation to enlarge their fieLd of
action, .especia1ly by disseminating information OD disarmament, which vas, at'ter. I

all, an issue cruci,al to mankind's su.rvi.val..

34. He agreed nth the representative of Iran that it was not a 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 lath !,fember States or arroga:te rights to which they were not entit1ed,. but
so that they could brin~ 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 ot noD-governmentaJ. oreanizations more tha:u disamamen't.

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. }fre. lJOI'TOTl1Y (Austria) stated that the merits of non-governmental organizations
~.,ere not in question and there was no doubt that their contribution to -the
work of the special session 'Would be extremely valuab1e and important. 1'here was
much benet!t to be dra.wn from their kno",1edge and experience and she sup~,rted

the proposal made by Australia vith regard to their participation in the special.
session.

31. Mr. HARRY (Australia) explained that his de1egation's wish "to see :facilities
for non-g"vernmental organizations sli~tly "extended 'Was based on 'the experience
of the past year and the .response from such organizations during the preparations
for the special session. No doubt all delegations had been receivinp, the usef'ul
documents prepared by them, especially by SIPRI. There was great merit in the
United Kingdom proposal that non-governmental or~anizations ane peace research
institutes should be able to make oral presentations at the special session,
provided they could agree among themselves on a pane1.

38. The Preparatory CoDmittee ol;>viously had no mandate, nor the organizational or
financial resources necessary, to organize a r.cr4-6ovcrnmental organizations day.
HOl(eve~, there could be no objection if those organizations themselves decided to
organize such an event.

39. It would be inappropriate under the rules of procedure of the General Assembly
for non-governmental oraanizations to be heard during the general debate ~ but they
sl10uld be allowed to speak in the Committee of the Uhole. Since their subm~ssions

could be useful in dra,dng up the final documents, it would be appropriate if they
spoke after the genera1 debate but before the Committee of the Hhole began its
final negotiations. Rather than making lenBthy statements, it should be suggested
that they submit docQlllents, merely sUlllJllarizing their views in their oral submissions.
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"'0•. The CHAI&Wl, sUJilJDing up the debate, ·said that it was clear that everyone
~eed on the importance-ot 'the rol~ ot non-governmental 'organizations' and the
vaiUable contribution theY' could make .to the special session. There .appeared to be
certain reservations, however:i with regard to' the manner or extent of their
participation. "Many delegations had supported the idea of'selecti.ng a d8\V' on which
DOn-governmental organizations could be heard, while it had also, been felt that a
euit'able formula shOuld besought, without 'infrinsing the rules otprocedure, to
enable them to appear betore the Committee ot the Nhole. Some delegations had
sQunded' a Dote of warnins. ,against setting a precedent in that respect.

"'1.. A ~od number of del~gations had expressed the vie~., that it was some~'1hat
premsture to. take .a decision immediat,e1y and that consultations should ,be pursut:d.
At that stage ,the best procedure would appear,to be to defer a decision and entrutt
hbl with the task of eonsulting the otticersand"the various delegati6ns and
groUPSi wi'tb a view to arrivine;at. a consensus which would take account ot all the

.. views that· had been expressed.

"'2. In his opinion, the second alternative proposed by the United Kingd01ll, namely:.
to set aside the day pr~orto the opening ot the special session, wuld create
financial, organizational and other difticultiesanli he proposed that consultations
should focus on the. first alternative. He would also hold consUltations to see if
a consens't,S could be reached on the selection of non-gowrnmental organizations. and
on, the pvticipation' of pe~ce research institutes, including the possibility of
adding some of the institutes that, han been D~ntioned by various delegations.

"'3. He hoped that it woUld be possible to reach a. satisfactory solution and would
report t~ the CoJDDiittee on the results of his consUltations in due course. If
agreement could, not· be reached by the conclusion. ot the cur~ent session, the
decision could be taken.at the fifth session .in April. He pointed out that whatever
formula was'agreed upon would be in the nature of a recomm.endationto be considered
by the special session when it convened.

• .~. . I

The meeting rose at 5.45 p.m~

-188- '
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



one
the
ed to be

31st D1estlDI

Priday, 11 Februa17 1978, at 11.20 a.m.

Chairman. Hr. OR'l'IZ D2 ROUS (Argentina)
;

PRINCIPAL' DOCUMENTS OF· THE SPECIAL SI:SSIOll (continued)

A/AC.187/SB.)1
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1. lar 0" VAT::Rl!O .(NonTay), introducing the working' paper on international machinery
for disarmament (A/AC.187!103) prepared by his deleGation and those of Australia,
Canada, Denmark, the Federal Republic of Germany, l1e't·r Zealand and the Uni.t.ed
IC.i.ngdom, observed\. that , as stated in the first paragraph, a lar8e number of
countries favoured increased inv~lvement on the part of the United Nations in the
work on dis~ament and all countries had a role to play in the, disarmament
process. The special session would provide an opportunity for greater
participation in th~t process •

2. Altho~h there was little doubt that political will on the part of
G'overnments ·wa.s the major prerequisite .tor achieving progress in the field ot
disarmament, the need for appropriate machinery for the conduct of disarmament
negotiations had also been clearly demonstrated. The existing disarmament
machinery ,both' 't.nthin and outside the United IlJations, had certain short...comings;
hence the decision to review that subject at the special session~

.3. The working paper had been dra"m 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.

4. Section 11 underlined the importance of having one deliberative body
.. comprising all United Nations Member States meeting annually to consider the

principles governinG disarmament and the regulation of armaments and suggested that'
that might involve a ":l;;.structuring of the First Committee to deal exclusively with
disarmament and related questions in future. It called for tl;le prompt
implementat'ion of the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Commi.ttee on the Review of 'the
Role of the United Nations in the Field of Disar.mament and for follow-up to the
programme of action. It also recommended that the question of convening a further
special session devoted to disarmament should be CI.eal't with at the thirty-fifth
ses~ioD. of the General AS3embly.

5. . Under section III~ concerning the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
(CCD), the sponsors sought, firstly~ to facilitate the participation of all
nuclear-weapon States in the work of' that body and, secondly, to encourage turtrAr
participation of non-nuclear-weapon States by a limited increase in its si~~ ~u~

by arrangements for non-CCD member States to attenCl. plenary I1'1eetings ;;'0 obs'ervslus
and to participate fully in other meetings when their particular concerns were
under discussion. However, there would be no change in CCD's consensus procedures
or in its function as the principal multilater~l negotia:cing body. The sponsors
believed that the link between CCD and the United TIations should be $tren~thened

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. .

6. . Section IV suggested that the Disarmament Centle should be strengthened so as
to enable it to implement the decisions talten at the special sessi.on and should be
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provided ~1ith sufficient capacity to enable it to prepare. reports and expert
studies, produce information material and increase its contacts ~Tith Uember
States, non.·~overmllente.lor3anizations and research institutions.

7. Mr. VINeI (Italy) said that a1though his delegation haC!. not been in a
position to SPe' .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 Un;ted Nations in the study of
the general principles governing disarmament and arms control, in some appropriate
forum such as the General Assembly. The prin~iple of the special responsibility
of the nllclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States must be
s~ressed. Furthermore, it was essential that disarmament negotiations should be
cond'.tcted in a forum which would be of a size conducive tp the offocti\rcncss of its
deliberations, would have the requisite expertise ::.t its disposa.l, would be
geographically and politically balanced.and would take decisions by consensus.

8. The Ita~ian Government had accordingly reacted very favourably to the recent
remarks made by the President of the French Republic and to the statement and
documents s'l1bmittecl by the representative of France to the Preparatory Committee,
all of "lhich "Tere e'V'idence of that country r s will to continue contributing to the
activities of the international CODmlunity in the field of disarmament. His
Government would be paying close attention to those and any other proposals
submitted to the Committee, particularly by certain non-aligned countries.

9. The effectiveness et the machinery for disarmament was no less important tha11
the content of the declaration and the programme of action and his delegation
intend.ed to take an active role J.n the preparation of the draft document 01 Lt

subject.

10. Ml. de LAIGLESIA (Spain) expressed the view that machinery for disarmarile....t
negotiations was one of the most important items to be discussed by the special
session•. He believed it ~Tas Benerally agreed that the role of the United rJations
should be considerably strengthened;' the establishment of a tlelibel;'ative body
cCr.1prisin~ 0.11 .Member States ~1as one ~lay of achieving that !i"!:'t'pose" He did not
think it would be helpful, hOlvever" for the First Committee t:: deal exclusively
with disarmament.

11. It 'Jas important th,q,t the l:".chievements of the special session should be
follololed up in the future: the in~lusion of the programme of action on the agenda
of the thirty-third session of the General Assembly would be .8. step in that
direction. The possibility 01' holding furth$--- special sessions devoted to
disarmament should not be excluded. The Ij.uestion of negotiations raised serious
problems. So far, the major responsibility had rested with CCD. Although that
bc;::ly had been enlare;eo. over the years, its 1Il0c1.us operandi still did not talte due
accour.t of the desires of a large sector of-the international community. In
recent years steps had. been talten to enable United ~!ations Uember States tf'l keep
abreast of CCD a~tivities and 'the points of view of non-eCD members had been taken
into account on vario'.:J ('. ..ions. HO~lever, a way had to be found to permit all
States which could c(''''t'ibute to its work to join CCD. Dnly by involvin~ all
interested Stat''".3 ini. negotiations could pro8ress be made.
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12. lir. L..HRY (Australia), speaking on behalf' of his own delegation and the
delega.tions of Ban~le.desh, India, ~isl.o.ysia and Sri Lanka, drew attention ·to the
communique issued by the Commonwealth Heads of' Government of the Asian and Pacific
ReGion meeti~g in Sydney from 13 to 16 February 1978, in which' they had welcome,;'! .
the forthcoming special session a~ a positive step towards world peace and security,
eX!',ressed. their deep appreciation of the initiative taken by the non-aligned
movement and other countries to secure the convening of the special session, and
voiced the'hope that.it would lea~ to concrete action promoting the objective of
genuine and comptete disarmament and the application of the resources thus rel~3.sed
to ensure a better life for the peoples of the ~rorld.

13 •. l·fr. BERG (Belgium) 'said that his delegaticn supported the working paper
(A/AC:i87/l03) as a useful starting-point for discussions on the negotiating
machinery. _ 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 york
of CCD would see.m to be desirable. His Government would considelQ any proposals for
changes in CCD likely to improve its efficiency.

14. t-fr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that the ~10rking paper included many valuable
and highly constructive ideas, a number of which were identical with those set forth
in his' own dalegation'sworking paper (A/AC.187/89).

15. It was not,clear from section 11 whether. the sponsors intended the First
Committee to become the deliberative body on disarmament or whether, like his own
delega.tion, they favoured the establishment of a new body. If a new body 'tias
intended, further details would be :r.equired~ The workinB paper spoke of
particiaption of all nuclear-weapon States in beD, (sect. Ill, para.. 1). He sought
clarification from the ~ponsors as to whether they considered such participation '
possi~le and whether their proposal involved retaining the present co-chairmanship
of CCD. '

16. Mrs. THQRSSmr (S't'Teden) said that the working. paper i.neluded a number of
excellent ideas which could provide a useful basis for the work of the drafting
group. l'1hile she fully endorsed the Introduction as a whole l/ she could not agree
with its last two sentences. Sweden was one of many States which had stressed that
dis~ament negotiations were the concern of all States and that therefore all
States should have an opportunity to participate in them. She ~JaS particularly
disturbed by the sentence "Some important questions can better be handled on a
bila\ieral or regional basis .':. Much depended on the definition of f1some important
questioner:. The comprehensive test-ban treaty under discussion in Geneva, for
excmple, must be made multilateral as soon as possible.

11. The, guidelines" proposed in the 't-Torkingpaper included many useful ideas which
1 she hoped would be accepted by consensus in the draftin8 croup. HOl.,.ever, she could

not agree' ,·Tith paragraph 4 of section II. The question of convening a further
special session must be'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
speClial session. Furthermore, it '-Tas important that the guidelines should reflect
t~erequest made by her country, Mexico and others that the system'of
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Qo-ohairmanship 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. SOICALSKI (Poland) said that his delegation's statJment before the
Preparatory Committee and document A/AC.187/82, submitted by ~ha socialist States
had made bis country's position clear. States should maIte effective use of all
channels tor the conduct of negotiations in order to achieve disarmament. The
question of machinery, which came under agenda item 12 ot the special session, 'uas
alfJO referred to inpara61'aph 18 of the Preparatory Committee's report to the
General Assembly (A/32/41), which the Assembly had endorsed in its resolution
32/88 B. The .Preparatory Committee ,'ras somewhat handicapped as long a.s it did not
have the two important reports - those of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament and of the Ad Hoc Committee on the loTorld Disarmament Conference 
referred to in that paragraPh'. Under the circumstances, the Preparatory Committee' l:!
work and its deliberations on machinery for dis'armament would not fully reflect
the existing situationI' and that might present some difficulty, which he hoped
could be solved throwgh co-operation.

19. Mr. DATCU (Romania) said that equal a" +.ention should not 'be paid to all the
documents to be adopted by the special sefl.S1.on. Priority should be given to
stressing the integrated nature of 1ihe decisions to be taken. An over-all view of
the tasks and problems, should emerge from the session. He agreed with the view that
the dr6.fting gl'O'JP must discuss structu;~al problems, and, with respect to
principles; he ,expressed the conviction that in view of the close link between
disarmament and the national security of all Stater-, all States must participate in
negotiations on the basis of complete equality. Ther6 were no major and minor
interests. All States had en equal interest in secu,£'!ty and therefore all should
participate as a matter of principle.

20. Hr. f.tULYE (India) recalled that the, non-aligned States hud previously called
tor .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-fi'fih session of the '1eneral Assembly at the latest. His delegation
lIOuld,'nevertheiess, give careful consideration to the proposals in working
paper A/AC.187/l03.

21., Mr. FALASE (tTigeria) said that his delega.tion agreed with the 'sph'it of the
proposal in ~rking,paper- A/AC~107/l03. The Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament seemed to be the principal multilateral negotiating bQdy on
disarmament, but as such it must undergo fundamental reform. 'The drafting group
must address the fundamental aspects of that reform, i.e., that of structure end
procedures, including specifically the institution of co~chairmen, so as to make it
a more effective body. The Conference should establish a permanent working group
to ensure that all Members, coUld take effective part ,in negotiations.

22. P~s delegation also favoured a.ny procedures which might be devised to
strena-then the link between the Conference and the General Assembly. The Assembly
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had requested the Conference ot the Committee on Disarmament to submit a draft
comprehensive negotiating progr8l1ll1e to the special session, but the Committee !iid
not yet Imow whethe~ it would succeed in doing so. It would 'be the ta.sk of the
special session to consider, on.. the basis of the report submitted by the Conference,
whether it \fould be worth while to ask the Conf'erence, throuah its standing

. committee, to cont,inue preparation of a programme if' it had not yet completed o~e,

or whether the. General Assembly itself should proceed to appoint a committee to
look into that lnatter. It ",as important to keep an open mind on the issue because
much depended on the ltind of report received from the Conference.

The mectinB rose et )2.20 p.n.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



3.2rl! meetln.s

Wednesday, 22 February 1218, at ).» 2,•••

Chalman= Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)
A/AC.187/SR.)2

STATEMENT BY THE REPRESERTATI'VE OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION

l. The CHAIRMMJ announced that, as agreed by the members of the CoJ!lJ!li.ttee, the
f:i;lm entitled lluclear Countdown, produced by the Office of Public Information,
would be projected. The ,OPI representative uouid 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 'tDuclear Countdown" was projected.

3. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Publ.ic Information) said that OPI continued to give
extensive pUbl.ic!ty to 'the special session of the General Assembly' devoted to
,disarmament, and had undertaken or would undertake the following programmes in
that respect. '

Ja.. With regard to press and pUblications, two brochures, entitled Special Session
on Disarmament and Economic and Social Conseq<1ences of the Arms Race and of
Mil.itag Expenditures, had been produced. Detailed press coverage would be
provided during the sessio~, and immediately before the opening of the sess~on a
'background press release woul.d be issued end a roundtable for senior editors of the
mass media from developing countries would be held, at which the main emphasis
would be pl.aced on disarmament.

5. With regard to radio and visual services, 'the film entitled ~ruclear Countdown,
which had Just been projected for the members of the Committee ~ had been produced.
Language verS10ns of tha't film were being produced, which was currently availabl.e
in English only. The fil.m would be di~tributed to all the Informatiol'l Centres,
and to int.erested non-governmental organizations and information media. The
Radio Service continued 'to provide nellS 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 SlI\d feature programming of the Radio Service. A special photo exhibit would
be displEi¥ed in the General Assembly lobby, starting early in May and contiiluing
throughout 'the special session. A similar emibit would be displayed at the
Palais des Nations in Geneva.

6. Through the Infol"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 Ji1ateJ:ial was distributed to the local news me(".ia, non-governmental
organizations and educational institutions. The Triangular Fellowship Programme
which was scheduled t~ take place in July and "August in Paris would pay special
attention to the disarmament question. The Non-Governmental Organizations Section
of the External Relations Divisions of' OPI 'had given considerable assistance to
the non-governmental organization conference on disarmament held in Geneva from
21 Februari to 2 lfarch and would provide similar a.sBistance to the annual
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non-governmental organizations/OPI conference to be held on 6 and 1 April 1978, at
which some 500 representatives of various non-governmental organizations affiliated
with OPI at Headquarters would devote D:ost of their proe;ramme to various aspects of
disarmament. 'An information notice on the special session had been sent to the,
58 Information Centres suggesting t~at non-governme~talorganizations should hold
special meetings devo~ed to the special session both before and after the session.

1. '!'he Centre for Economic and Social Information vas producing for the special
session an article on disa:nuament which would be published in various languages,
together with a booklet whic.~h 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 decisions of the session and a brochure summarizing its results, issued by
the Press ~d Pu1?lications Division. The Radio Sendee would prepare a variety of
programmes reflecting the discussions and results of the session.

9. With rega.t'd to the financial implications of those activities, the working
paper prepared by the Secretariat (A/Ae.187/S3) 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 spe,cial session in languages other than the
official languages ($15,000), the production of a colour poster in several
languages Hil2,OOO), extemal 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 othe'r .th~ the working
languages ($26,000). The items mentioned came to a total of $65,000. That figure
had been mentioned at the previous session of the Committee, 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 ~hat they should be reduced from $84,800 to $54,800,
since it had felt that _most of OPI' s requirement s could be met from within the
resources already approved for the Office. The Fit'th 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, m~king a total of $54,800.

)11. Although th\>se estimates had been calculated on the basis of two meetings e.
dq, OPI would be prepared to undertalte f'ull coverage of the spe-cia! session on the
,assumption that' 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
simultaneous meetings and/or night meetings, OPI would have to request additional
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staff for a period of two to three weeks. which would cost $11.800. lfithout thatadditional'amount. OPI would not b~ able to provide press or radio coverage ot thethirdsimultaneoufl or night meeting. the typing pool would be unable to producethe releases on the same day. and long delays would be experienced in rel~"ingcables to the Inform~tion Centres.

12.' Mr. 'WElLER (United Sta:t;es of Am~rica) said tnat the' figures concerning 't.... ,"Cprovision of services for the special session which had just been presented werenew. ':Jfe presumed that the figures would be presented'in written form. butwondered wha:!, the Commi1;'tee could do in that connexion. since it was hisunderstanding ~hat it, was not empowered to authorize expenditures.

13. The CHAIRMAN replied that the Committee was indeed not empowered to authorizethe expelidituree in question, but it could make a recommendation to the' GeneralAssembly, which would take a decision on the matter.

1IJ. Mr. BARTON (Canada)" observed that in 1977 a. programme had been submitted tothe As,sembly indicating the, tunds allocated to public information activities.According to the OPI representative, however, additional tunds were required, sin'ceotherwise 'the scope of the information activities would have to be limited. Hetherefore wished to know whether the OPI representative wanted the PreparatoryCommittee to recommenq. that the General Aseembly should pl"ovide additional funds.

15. Mr. GRIBKOV (Orfice of Public Information) said that OPI felt additional fundswould be needed if dlU"ing the special session more than two meetings were heldsimultaneously"or if, the special session continued after the set closing date.,Furthermore,: in connexion vith the long-term programme snd bearing in mind the factthat, the CJ.u~l:Jtion ,had been left pending, OPI; would like to know whether it shouldproceed with that programme or confine ,itself to what was currently being done.
16. Mr. JAIPAL (India) said that he' could not eupport the proposal to recommendthat the Assembly should allocate additional resources to cover' the expenditures inq'i1estiori. Both public opinion and Governments were fully aware of the problem otdisarmament and excessive pUblicity on the special session and related activitieswould only create' expectations which perhaps could not be realized."

17. 'The CHAIRMAN suggested that' a paper should be prepared', for the following Fidayindicating th~ necessary additio~alexpendituresand summarizing the reasonsjustif.ying theal10cation of additional resources so that 'the Committee could makethe appropriate recommendations to the Assembly if it deemed it necessary. • Ifthere were no objecti9ns,. he would take it that the C01JUllittee accepted thatsuggestion.

..It......w..as.........s..,0.......d...e...c1;;;...·d;!!.

1,9. Mr•. l'1.EILER , (United States of America) said he was surprised that in the filmwhi~h had been Ghown no reference was made to the special session devoted todisarmament., '
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20•. Mr. GRIBKOV (Qffice of Public Information) said that reference to ·the special
session had not baen deliberately omitted. Preparations on the film h~d beguu
two years earlier and its primary ·purpose was to create greater awareness on
the part of the pUblic of the probl~ of the arms race.. To mention the spe9ial
session would have limited ita scope't since once the session was over the film
would then have been obsolete.

23.. Mr. WElLER (United Statesqf America) consfdered that explanation una.cceptable,
since in the film reference was made to otl\er historic events and in any case the
film would be obsolete once the special sess'ion had been held since it did not
mention the session. '

22. Mr.· FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) said that there was always critic~am
atter 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 f,ilmwas
exhibited after the special session the public would want to kJ:1ow the results
obtained, and those results were impossible to foresee •. Consequently, he did
not think it wouJ.d be advisable to include in the film a~" reference to the
special session. .

23. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico), supported by Mr •. MUJEZmOVIC (Yugoslavi~) t said
that everyone was interested in having 'the greatest possible publi~it.1 given ·to
the holding of the special session and that mention of it should therefore be
made in t.he film.

24. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that he did not think it
woUld be possible to make 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 CHAIRMAN suggested that the representative of OPI should give a reply.
on the matter on Frid3¥, 24 February. If there were no objections, he wo'-lld
take it that the Committee agreed'to that suggestion.

~6 ~ It was so decided.

27. Mr.RIOS (Panama) said that the film shpwn during the meeting was a simple
one comparedto others which he had had occasion to see end he thought that the
two super-Powers could be asked to co-operate by sending material whicb would
make a greater impress'ion.

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 ha~l been successful at the
world level.

29. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public In:t'crr,s:ticn) said that OPI used every means
at its command to reach the public but its possibilities were limited. .
Nevertht'less, it was doi·ng and would do everything possible to disseminate fully

·information on the problem of disarmament.
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MAcHINERY FOR DISARMAMENT REGOTIATIONS (continued)

30.: Mr. JANKOWITSCH (Austria), referring to the question of machinery for future
disarmament negotiations, said his delegation subscribed to the view that the
n:p..in rrerequisite for achi.eving progress iu the field of disarmament ~Tas the
political will. and' determination of Governments to seek agreements which would
be ~s far-reachin~as 'possible. There wa.s no que!3tion that. a.ppropriate machinery
was required for that purpose~ for whatever the documents adClpted at the special
session might be, the success of the work on disarmament would depend to a large
extent on the organizational framework decided upon during the session.

31. In the view of his de~egation, if the United Nations was to be able to play
its centra.:J. role in the field of disarmament it must have at its disposaJ. three
different bodies with distinct functions and responsibilities. Firstly, the
main task of the General As.sembly· s First Committee should be' to review anl assess
the, progress acl:1i.evedduring the previous 12 months and, in .co-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
connenon the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Review of the Role
of the United "rations in the Field of Disarmam.ent should be taken into account.
Many delegations had proposed that in :future the First Committee should deal
exclusively with disarmament 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 s~ssions of the General Assembly, whereas other political
issues ~amined in the past by the First Committee an.d 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 an effective negotiating
body with limited membership. In the past that had been the main task of the
Conference of the Committee on Disa.rn1ament, which however, suffered from a number
of short-eomingsu In spite of that, his delegation did not consider that CCD had
failed completely as a negotiating bodiY'. 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 bo~,

although with certa5.n characteristics of its own such as the rule of consens'Wl
for decision-making. Also, the co-chairmanship of CCD should be replaced by
more demucratic procedl:Jl"al arrangements, such as rotation of the cha.irmanship
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 l. ..mnexion
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 a State which was not a xr.ember 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 Md take part in the relevant deliberations. Also, the
possibility of introducing the principle of rotation for memb~rship in CCD should
be consi,dered. In its, view, it should be possible to establish the principle of ,
rotation, not excluding the possibility of re-election, without jeopardizing
the element of continuity which was necessary for the successful work of such
a negotiating body. His dele,'jation wi!;!h~d to make clear that it preferred a
system of rotation to increasing the number of members of CCD.

34. Thirdly, his delegation considered it necessary to establish a body which
would be truly deliberative. In that connexion, he referred to the statement
made at an earlier mee'cing of the Committee by Hr. 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 Oommittee and should
be ,entrusted with the task of outlining broad policies in the disarmament field.
That task could take the form of elaborating a 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
t!!at important :f'unction nor could CCD, which should conCE:ntrate on negotiating
concrete agreements in ,the field of disarmament and arms limitation. It should
be noted, in addition, that the three-tiel'" structure which he had just outlined
would not b'e 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 me'chanisms to be
established by the special session. For instance, it could be envisaged that the
new deliberative body that had been discussed could act as a 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. lo1i th regard to the future role of the United I'lations Secretariat in the field
of disarmament, his delegation supported measures aimed at strengthening and
reorganizing the United Nations Centre for Disarmament. It was il;D-portant to
ensure that the Centre had sufficient capacity to prepare the relevant reports
and exper~ studies, and consideration should also be given to. the possibility of
setting up &1 advisor,y board, elected on a basis of rotation; which Would provide
'tlle necessary guidance.

37. FinaJ.ly, his delegation considered that the role of the United Nations in the
implementati.on of disarmament agreements could end should be further strengthened
and that the United Nations, together with its specialized agencies and IAEA,
could in the future play an increasingly important role in that field.
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38. Mr. ULUCEVIK (Turkey) said that effective mechanismE:l relating to disarmament
negotiations not only contributed to the generation of the n~cessary political will
of nations, but would also help to translate such political will into concrete
disarmament measures.

39. In his delegati~n's view, all nations of the world had a positive role to play
in :the field of ge.ner8.l and complete disarmament under effecti\Ve international
control, and the United Na'tions was the most suitable forum to draw up gui.delines
for disarmament negotiations and to watch over and review all disarmament efforts
in general. However, his. Government had not lost sight of the fact that the
chances for success woul, be greater if negotiations 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 and geographical.
representation and reflect a wide range of interests • It was of particular
'importance that the disarmament negotiating machinery should include all nuclear
weapon States and all militarily significant countries. Consequently, his
Government fully supported the proposals designed to facilitate the ~ar~icipation

of all such States in the existing negotiating body C~ in bodies which might be
created by decision of the special session devoted tc disarmament.

40. In ~hat context, of pa~ticular importance was a possible system providing for
a number of rotating memberships in the CCD, or in other appropriate bodies that
mip.:ht be s~t 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 membe1'ship at certain intervals
in the relevant body and, at the same time, would forestall constant increases
in the number of members, which 't-Tould inerritably reduce its effectiveness.
Furthermore, suc~ a system would stimulate the interest of many countries in
disarmament matters.

41. There was no need to stress that· disarmament questions were rel.ated 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
bod,v 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 participatjon of non-member
States in its work. It was also essential to improve opportunities for the public
to follow the acti~tiesof di~armament bodies, in order to generate wider public
interest in disarmament questions.

43. The consensus reached on. the convening of the forthcoming special se~sion
devoted to disarmament demonstrateG. the willingness of a large number of countries
to play a direct and more active role in the policy-making and negotiating process
on disarmament. The succ£ss of the special session devoted to disarmament wou1.d
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 politica~ and military realities of the world.
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44. Mr. WEIr,m. (United States of America) se.:id that, at the thirty-second session
of the GenEral. Assembly, the Secretary-General had been requested to compile the
recommendations conttiined in the 1974, 1976 and 1977 reports of 'the group Gf
eXJ;)erts on milite.ry expendit.1JTes, to ascertain which States had been willing to
participate in a field t~_~2 of the mvdel military expenditures reporting
instrument proposed in~he reco~endations of" the 1976 and 1977 reports and to
report on the results of that inquiry to the special session devoted to
disarmament. He wished to take the opportunity to announce United States
willingness 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.

45. Increasingly widespread reporting of military expenditure data would be an
i~ortant 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
oQjective worthy to be pursued, since they would permit the releasing of
resources for economic and ::locial development, 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 grad~l reduction of nuclear weapons until their ultimate elimination,
the following immediate mtasures should be adopted' within the framework of the
Programme of Action: immediate cessation of nuclea~ explosion~ in all
environments and 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 limita.tion
negotiations; the cessation of the production of fissionable materials for
military purposes and the utilization of natural 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 tb~, Non-Proliferation
Treaty and the system of safeguards of the IAEA, assuring, at the same tim".:!, the
inalienable rights of the non-nuclear weapons States to develop nuclear energy-
for peaceful uses.

47. tolith regard to the question of disarmament in the field of conventional
weapons, he said that the international community was confronted with a tremendous
arms build-up in many parts of the world. .If the conventional arms race
continued at its current rate,. the prospect of using the resources absorbed in
military expenditur~s for the improvement of economic and social conditions
throughout the world, particularly in the developing countries, WQ.uld be further
diminished. In addition, there was the danger that the conventional ar:..'llS race
would develop into conflicts which would lead to the involvement of the nuclear
Powers, touching off the outbreak of a nucl.ear we.r before the United Nations could
reach agreement on the necessary measures for nuclear disarmament.

48. Consequently, his del~gation proposed the control and reduction nf ~t( ~~les
of conventional weapons and' that attention should be turned to the C,),~It:i'O:' 'le
arms trade, which was a crucial problem in the arms race. 'His delef,. -/dol:\ to
make it clear that to take up the question of conventional arms did n.. <, at £ ~,een

diverting attenti~n from the question of nuclear disarmament. Japan had experienced
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the ravages of nuclear ,qeapons and had therefore always insisted that nuclear
disarmament was· the most ureent and important task ot: the current time, which
shou11 be accoZ'decl the highest priorit~r) and tha.t· the nuclear weapon States- had
grave responsibilities in furthering nuclear disarmament measures.

49. In conclusicn,. his delegation wished to s"J.bmit an addi'tional working paper
con~erninr. nucl~r disarmament.

,

50. ~"he CHAIIDtlU"V said that the Committee wouid, continue its deliberations in the
World.ngGroup.

The :meeting rose at 5.;O..p.m.
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llrd mestins

lriday, 24 February 1978, at 3.. iO p.m"

Cha1,rmanlllr. ORTIZ DE ROUS' (Argentina)

A/AC.187/SR.33

PRIilCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mr. LEPRETTE, (France), saij, that his country bad alt-rays been deeply committed
to the cause of disarmament and recalled that the President of France would
hilrSel1' address the spe~ial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
as proof of his a.esire to contribute towards achieving genuine and realistic
disarmament which satisfied man's aspiration to greater security.

2. His delegation had participated actively in the WOrk of the fourth session of
the Preparatory l.ommittee, which had given rise to numerous proposals and very
imaginative suggestions. Numerous working papers had been submitted not only by
powerful nuclear-wea.pon St.ates but also by poorer countries l'Thich 'lfere less at
risk but equally concerned to preserve international peace.. Clew:'ly, all countries
were deeply interested in preparations for the special session.

3. The Prepara+.ory Committee had not only recorded the numerous proposals before
it but also tried to classify and simplify them so that they could be incorporated
more easily into the final 'document to be submitted to the special session.
However:t it had not had sufficient timG, and resources to complete that task at
the current session. His delegatica would do all it could tO,help the Committee
to complete i1l 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 machi~ery for disannament
negotiations all in one. Nor was it a counter project. It simply clarified his
Government's views on a n1.unber 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
~ontrol compliance with disarmament agreements. Thirdly, it proposed the
establishment of an international fund for disarmament for development to enable
the most heavily armed and richer' countries to signif,y their willingness to
devote to the purposes or peace and progress a growing proportion of the
considerable resources which they had in the past d~emed it necessary to devote
to military expenditures. Finally, it proposed the establishment of an
international. institute for research on d.isarmament which· would make available to
the international comntimity the necessary technical studies on disarmament problems.
He hoped that those proposals would be given. full consideration and would be
incol'ilorated in the documents to be drafted at the fifth session of the Preparatory
Committee.

5. 14r e BLOMBERG (Observer for Finland) said that his delegation was not
discouraged by the relatively slow prQgress being made by the Committee.
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latter could not have been expected to reach agreement on all questions related to
disarmament 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 ~urpose would prevail
during the special session Bfid beyond. The relationship between the proliferation
of nuclear explosiv~s and·peacefUl uses of nuclear energy seemed to be emerging
as one of the central questions in the deliberations of the Propara.tory Committee.
In' 'that connexion, universal adherence to the Tll'eaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons would undoubtedly promote the security of all States and would
remove obstacles to broader international co-operation in th~~ nuclear field. The
resolution on the proliferation of nuclear. weapons and peaceful uses of nuclear
energy adopted at the thirty-second session of .be General Assembly was an
authoritative statement on thof:e 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 into deliberative and negotiating
bodies haiL proved its viability. There ndght be room for streamlining and
revision, but the procedural and structural ar.rengements of CCD had not impeded
progress -in disarmament negotiations. On the contrary, CCD had produced the
drafts of all multilateral arms control ag:t."eements that had been concluded since
the Second World War. CCD 'Was able to function firstly beca1.l.se it operated on
'the principle of consensus, secondly because of its basically political composition
and procedural arrangements and thirdly because of its spe~ial relationship with
the main deliberative body, the General Assembly of the United Nations. A
fundamental modification of those characteristics would not help the work of CCD.
~ thorough discussion'of disarmament machinery was obviously called for,
particularly as :tar as the deliberative elements of that machinery were concerned,
but it should be borne in'mind that mere organizat~onal re:form could not generate
political wi11'nor could it simplifY the intricacies oiisarmament questionsc

1. There seemed to be broad agreement that some kind of fo11bw""Up was essential
if the special session was to be meaning:ful.. It should be borne in mind that
the more successful the special session was in its substantive deliberations the
greater would be the possibi1i~y that it would give rise to other assemblies on
disarmament, and in particular- a. world disarmament c m.ference. In that connexion,
it wes es~entia1 to ensure the widest possible participation of the world conmunity
in all disarmament efforts.

8. Mr. FLORIN (German Democratic R~public) said that the view that the fourth
session of the Preparatory Committee was particularly significant for the outcome
of the speciu session had been fully Justified. Intensive WOrk ha.d been carried
out in the Committee j in the trafting Group and in the ~ubgroups. The results of
that work r'~quired attentive study and analysis. However, the value (if what had
been achi~ved should not be j·....deed. by how many passages in the various texts vere
or were not enclosed in brackets, but by the i;;l,greed intention to draw far-reaching
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conclusions on ~asic disarmament questions. Such questions included the dangers
arising from the arms race, particularly from weapons of mass destruction; the
growth of efforts to avert the dangers of nuclear war and end the arms race; the
increa"Bed inf'luence of the United I'lations in the field of disarmament; and the
increBsed use of' the resources released by disarmament for economic development.
Another basic q~estion related to the principle that disarmament measures should
not be preJudic1a1 to the security interests of any State. All I·lembers knew how
complicated disarmament questions were, for they affected the security of States.
Disarmament could be achieved only if' the principle of the equAl security of
Sta.tes was accepted aa 1~damental.

9. A certain eq~librium had been rea.ched in military technology and to upset
~hat equilibrium by develuping new weapons co~ld only reactivate the arms race.
The socialist States were in favour of an agreement on general and complete
disarmament under stri~t international control. They had no illusions and were
prepared to accept agreed partial steps in that direction. The ",ju\"th session of
the Committee bore witness to the effort to widen the general basi2 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 disarmp~,-,tl.~.

10. In spite of his positive assessment of the Committee's work, he noted that
disagreemellt remained on many important questions. Consensus represented progress
\7\'~rever it enabl~d 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 acceptable compromise. The process of comparing views and becoming familiar with
the t'L--:-Sumf'uts expressed in support of one position or another was itself an
es~;fential and important stage of the Committee's work. The time remainine before
the fifth session should be used for realistic and responsible reflection on all
the problems involved. The sole criterion of success would be the facilitation of
effective disarmament measures. That goal could be reached if the Committee
continued to be guided by the desire for mutual understanding, constructive effort
and respect for the legitimate inte~st$ of all participants.

11. Mr. SUCHARIPA (Austria) recalled that at its 27th meeting the
Committee, on the px-oposal of the Austrian 'delegation, had decided to request the
Sec~etariat to prepare a background paper on verification of compliance with
disarmament agreementa. He hoped that that paper would be ready very soon, as
dell~gations would need to study it fully before the fifth session.

12. The CHAIRMAL'V said that the document in question would be ready within a week.

13. Mr. WEILE'fl (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
Committee was, after all, t:ompleting its first substantive session 9 a.t w~hich many
working papers had been SUbmitted, and it was hardly surprising, therefore, that
drafting had not progressed significantly. Hi IS delegation, for its part, would have
preferred to see more progress in removing the square brackets from the ,draft
DeClaration, but it realized that its expectations were perhaps premature.
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14. His delegation had decided not to submit any working papers to the fourth
session, sc that it could contribute more flexibly to the Committee's work, for it
had realized that as soon as the various national or group papers had been
submitted the process of consolidation and conciliation would have to begin.
However, its decision did not seem to have promoted the spirit of conciliation
which it had intended, as was clear, for instance, from the diveraity of opinions
expressed in the papers on the dra:rt Declaration. If all parties were prepa,red
to forego their prefe:i'ences and to work instead for a. solution to all the
d~sarmament questions raised in the Declaration, the Committee's fin8J. document
would be somewhat easier to dratt.

15. With regard to the Declaration, the Committee must agree on the principle
that the fact that a'certain view of a given country was not reflected in the'
final document did not mean that tha.t view was invalid, as long as ,the opposite
view was not reflected in that document either, but aimply meant that as yet no
broad consensus had been reached on it. When the Committee resumed its dratting
exercise in April, it should also take care to describe matters as they really
uere. For instance. it could hardly describe as fundamental guiding principles
for disarmament negotiations principles which were still shown in square 1.: rackets
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 dra:rting immediately atter some papers had been submitted
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 usef'ul if ~he views put forwar.d
at the current session were also taken into account. The final version of the
Programme of Action should be dratted only at the special session itself, 't4'hen
Governments' views on how to increase the impetulS of disa~ent would be knOlffl.

11. The Programme of Action could, however, be improved upon at the fifth session
if all delegatiqns realized that disarmament agreements as such could not be .
negotiated at that session. Detailed descriptions of the measures to be aC~l~eved

tended to reflect a significant part of the negotia.tions themselves and in the
end the Programe of Action would have to generalize if nego:tiations were ever to
begin. When negotiations could actually be described in detail that meant that a
l.arge part of the negotiating task had already been ce.rried out. If the Programme
of Action was to proVide a realistic outline of' how the momentum of disarmam~nt

was to be increased and how that increased effort was to be channe'1.led, th~
Committee would have to choose between certain elements rather t',1an attempt to
cover all elements at once, and would have to gain a clearer und·.'~rstandingof the
function and p~r~cse of the Programme of Action as compared to wl)rk in the longer
term on a comprehensive negotiating p~ogramme.

18. A number of proposals had also been made at the current sesdon on the role
of the United Nations in disarmament and the role negot.iating machinery. Those
proposals would ,have to be discussed very fully and. ~l ~hoice woul '; have to be
made among them, as some of them conflicted with Oi:~h:~!s. His del=?gation would·
keep an open mind with regard to those proposals:'l ;;l.~ its prime concern was to ensure
that the prospects tor effective disarmament were incr,~ased and that, the, integrity
of existing machinery wes maintained.
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19. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri, Lanka) said that, while his delep;ation was aw~e that
relatively little had been achieved at the current session, it was not overly
pessimistic. Considerable work had been done aud the current session wa.s only a
beginning. Conference Room Paper No. 15 did not raise major difficulties.' There
was a measure of agreement on its content and all that ,,'as needed now was
agreement on its language.

20. Agreement had been reached on the structure of the draft Declaration.
Considerable clarification and negotiation were still required, but there had been
a useful exchange of views. The section on review and appraisal had raised
certain problems, as anticipated, but it hac'- been disc:ussed, fully so that all
delegations were now aware of each other's views an(.l he was optimistic that
further agreement could be reached.

21. His delegation believed that goals and priorities should be spelt out in :full
in the relevant section of the Declaration. As to the section on principles,
agreement had been reached on 19 principles, although there was still disagreement
as to what shoult 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 th~y could at least agree
on the set of principles to be included in the final Declaration.

22. There had been subs·tantial 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 wa,s no~; available was a
report on all the programmes of action which countr:es thought should be included
in the tinal document. Document AIAC .187/100 probably gave a better account of
the work on the Programme of Action, therefore, than Conference Room Paper
No. 15.

i
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23. The question of negotiating machinery had not been covered fulJy because of
lack of time. It had been said that ·the Committee should not go beyond
generalization at that stage, but his delegation believed that there was no point
in t>roducing a document that ",·as full of generalizations:. AccordinglY:I a.lthough
it realized that its suggestion might be premature s it believed that more specific
proposals should be put forward. There was enough time before the fifth session
tor Governments to consider Conference Room Paper No. 15 and to reach a broader
consensus_ 'l'he most recent suggest10n~ for negotiating machineI'Y made b1' the
delegation of France were. welcome and could also be coneidered.

24. When he had introduced the working paper drawn up by the non-aligned
countries ~ he had said tha.t what the Committee needed was not so much l-rorking
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
a 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 ~ountries whicb qad called for a special session devoted to disarmament but
also of the general ').i, '.c, which placed such hopes in that session. The
Committee should not ;;:,~ ;;,,,\tisfie.d with what it had achieved so far. Informal
contacts among delegati.~:...;;, ...~ the current session had cont1"ibuted ;far more to
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greater mutual understanding than had contacts within the Committee itself and hisdelegation hOI-ed that some of.' that understanding would be reflected in the work andthe achieyements of the Committee at its fifth session.

25. Mr. JAIPAL (India) sa.id' that the time had come for taking stock andevaluating the work done by the Committee in relation to· its over-all objectives.~e Committee had heard the conflicting views ,of several regional and other groupsand the drafting groups. had st~iven to weld the various elements into aDeclaration and a Programme of Action. His delegation wished to congratulate thedrafting groups for the work which they had accomplished, fo;" although thepreliminary dl'aftbristled with references to unre60lved issues in the form ofpassages in square brackets!) that was because it was perhaps too early to. expectcompromises. Agreed formula.~ :might be expected to emer.ge in some cases at ·thefifth session and in others during the special session itself. Much remained tobe done and there were certaiIWty no grounds for complacency.

26. lo1hat separated delegations were differences in approach, for there was
cl~t2rly a large measure of !~greement on ultimate objectives. There werefortunatLly no advocates of nuclear warfare as a means of settling disputes;furthermore, there was general agreement that nuclear wea.pons should eventually beeliminated and that nuclear disarmament should therefore be given high priority.Differences existed regarding the steps to be taken, and the order in which theyshould be taken, in the direction ef nuclear disarmament. The non-aligned.countries had indicated their concerns. and priorities but it was really for thosePowel's which had nuclear weapons 'to come forward with their own programme ofaction, which should be SUfficiently realistic and meaningful to assure the restof the world that its survivcJ.l was no longer in danger. He therefo:re hoped thatthe principal nuclear-weapon States would work out agl"eed immediate steps towardsthe goal of nuclear disarmament and also outline the further steps which would betaken within a foreseeable time-frame. If the super-Powers had faith in nucleardisarmament, then they shouJ.d provide concrete evidence on which to base the hopeof mankind ~ s survival in conditi,onf: i f .security rather than in conditions of abalance of terror. Mankind could not derive the sense of security to which it wasentitled from nuclear-weapon-free zones, from assurances of security tonon-nuclear-weapon States, from So comprehensive test-ban trea.ty or fromlimitations on nuclear weapons. A nuclear holocaust would not respect thenon-combatant. States. Some other rational basis had to be found for maintri.iningequilib;dum and peace in the world.

27. If, for the sake of argument~ the principle of mutual deterrence through.nuclear weapons was accepted, one Wf,;:,S entitled to ask what would be the minimumlevel of deterrence that was adequate to ensure peace and security. If the levelof deterrence in 1960 had been adequate to pl"eyent war, Que was entitled to aslt·why the level had increased since then. The fact that the nuclear arms race was 31-continuing apace was proof enough that levels of deterrence did not in fact deter St~tebut, on the, contrary, intensified the arms race. The validity of the .principle of alterdeterrence was thus not acceptable. A progressive reduction in deterrence levels I co~tewas essential as a first step for reducing th~ :risk of nuclear war. There was no accep
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non-use of nuclear weapons by those States which had them, pending their final
elimination. It might vell be necessary to include in such pledges a provision on
the non-use of force to change the status auo, or to guarantee tha.t the threat or
use of conventional weapons would not be escalated to the point vThere they might
provoke the use of nuclear weapons.

28. World pUblic opinion, expected a major break-through towards nuclea.r
disarmBItent and the responsibility for that'la.v mainly with the super-Powers.
There was no do.ubi:; that if the two super-Powers were to provide the right lead,
either together or even unilaterally, the other nuclear-weapon States "Tould
provide similar assurances. Success therefore dependeQ. largely on what the t,'10
super-~owers did in the interval before the special session in the way Qf
entering into direct talks, bearing in mind the views and aspirations of othe~s.

29. ' Mr. GA.l=iCIA ROBLES (:Mexico) toaid that the accomplishments of the Committee
during its fourth session had been sufficient to justify the efforts made. It was
generally recogniz~d that disarmament Jnd arms limitation, particularly in regard
to nuclear vTeapons, 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 international stra.tegy of disarmament, it had been generally
recognized that the United NationQ must occupy the first place. '

30. It was clear that the principal difficulties lay in the development of a
Programme of Action and. in the necessary machinery for its implementation.
Not"Tithstanding the many divergencies of view ''1hich had become a:i?parent and which
it had not been possible to resolve during the session, he felt confident that a
number of the alternatives which appear~d in· sq'\.1.are, brackets in Conference Room
Papar Ne. 15 could be elimina:ted by negotiation. Even then a considerable number
would remain. It was essential:. therefore, that countries should accelerate their
effO;t'ts during the next fe'·' ,weeks to reduce the number of alternatives in square
brackets. He had no illusions as to the problems in.volved in the Programme of
Action. He continued to believe, however, that the most realistic solution might
still be found along the lines of document A!AC.187!89, 'tvhich had suggested a
three-year disarmament plan as a purely transitional measure. That plan contained
a :short and non-exhaustive list of disarm&'Uent measures. Those measures
represented only a selection chosen from among the most urgent ones which might
realistically be considered capable of being transformed into reality during the
three-year period from June 1978 to Ma.y 1981. The adoption of such an immediat~

plan did not, however, mean the abandonment of the long-term goals of the
Committee. Provision had beer made in document A!AC.1.87!89 for the development of
a. more comprehensive, thoroughly negotia.ted programme ~rithin a. period of
approximately two and a half years. '

31. In conclusion he would like to make a twofold recommendation. First, all
St~tes in the Committee should try to eliminate the maximum number of
alternatives in square brackets. Second, it "Tas clearly impossible in the present
co~text to produce a draft Progranmle of Action which 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 acceptarlce.
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32. Mr. BENSV~IL (Algeria), napporteur, introducing Conference Room Paper No. 15
containing the draft final document, said that, in part I of the document,
relating to the Preamble, the use of bra~kets ~eflected the positions of different
groups, but it was to be hoped that many of those brackets could be eliJ!1..inated at
the following session of the Preparator,yCommittee. With respect to part III of
the document, relating to the Progrsmme of Action, not much progreGs had been
achieved b~cause of the lack of time, but a useful exchange of-views had taken
place. It should.be noted that the draftino; group had not been able to consider
the question o~ the order in which the various sections of part III should be
included in the final document, and the order in which they were included in
Conference Room Paper No. 15 should not be rega.rded a.s e.. recommenda.tion by the
working group as to the order or importance of the sections in question. In
sections I-Ill of part III the brackets indicated passages that had given rise to
problems, whereas in sections IV-VIII they indicated merely that parallel 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 I1 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. lUth respect to part IV, inJ)aragraph 10 (iii) (c), the words "interested
non-CCD members to participate I, including arrangements forn should be i'1erted
after the words "ether arrangements forn • In the same paragr.aph, the las'~ sentence
should be enclosed in double brackete.. In paragraph 10 (vii), the sentence ;: IThe
CC!, should carrY on discussions and development of a comprehensive pr08ramme of
disarmament.:.!" should be inserted at the end of the paragraph. In perae:raph 1:3,
the brackets in the third and fourth lines should be deleted.

34. Several delegations had req,uested that Conference Room Paper No. 15 should be
translated into the other ~70rking languages of the United Nations.

35. The CHAIRHAN said that conference room papers were not official United IQ/3.tions
documents and were not normally 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.

ST~TEt1ENT BY THE REPRES~ATIVE OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORI·IATION .

36. ~~. ~~TIN (Director, R~dio 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 wa.s a project of the Office of Public Infol'mation
within the terms of its general mandate from the Genersl Assembly to increase
pUblic awareness of the issue of nuclear disarmament. PrOduction of the film had
involved langthy research for suitable material. It was timely in relation to the
speci~l session although it had not ori~inally been intended to be part of the
promotional effort for that session. Events p~eceding the special session 't'1ould be
given full informa,tional coverage. rlormally OPI documentaries were kept available
for a number of years. The fi,~ in question might, however, require revision if
its lifetime was to extend beyond the s~ecial session. Perhaps a traile~ could be
added at the end of the film to inform the audience rdgarding the special session.
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31. ~~LE.li (United States ot America) said he understood that the producer
of the film had at one 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. l-iz'. f.fARTn:J (Director, Radio end Visual Services Division) said that no
material had been included in the film and subsequently vithdralm. The Office of
Public Information would conaider the request (t the representa.tive of the United
States but he cO,uld not announce a decision at that meet:k"lg.

39. Mr. WElLER (United states ot America) said that he would pursue the question
through other channels.

40•. Mr. FALASE (tligeria) said that, if there 1'laS agreelnent that the special
session represented the culmination ot 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 ot the
representative of the United States that any film issued by the United Nations on
the question ot disarmament should include a reference to the special session.
His delegation thought that a solution could be found by adding a lead§:r or
trailer to the film. While he appreciated the difficulty of the Office of Public
Information, there was clearly a need tor a fine film to be shown in connexion
'\-1ith the special session end subsequently distributed for general use.

.42. Mr. MARTII'J (Director, Radio and Visual Servicef Division) sa.id that what was
in.volved was 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 specia;L sessi.on, another film would probably
be necessary. He would be glad to pursue discussions with representatives and
''1Ould therefore delay distribution 01' the film until a decision had been reached.

43.. The CHAIRlWf said that he agreed ,dth the suggestion which had been made by
the representative of the Office of Public Information. 'lhe fi.lm could be used
during the speci.al s19f;;...lon and ~ubsequently, with ~m appropriate tl'ailer added, in
different United Na.t:LJ2'~S Information Centres throUghout the world.

ORGAllIZATIOI{ OF THE l'lORK OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

44. The CHAIRMAN said that 29 May, t.femorial Day, was an official United Nations
holiday, but since fluch a large number 01' delegations wished to speak in the
general debate, he suggested tha.t the Committee. recommend to the General As~embly

that it should hold a morning meeting on that day to be o.evoted to the general
debate.

45•. Mr. JAY (Canada), support~d by Mr. f.fOHAJER (Iran), said that delegations
which ha.d already asked to inscribe their names on the list of speakers for
29 May should be Given priority.
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46. ~~IRMAN said that the point raised by the representatives of Canada and
Iran woulc, be taken intq account. If he heard no objections, he would take it
the Committee agreed tq.'crecommend to tbe General Assembly that it hold a morning
meeting on 29 May 1978.

41. ott was so ·decided.

ORGANIZA:1'ION· OF THE WORK OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE AT ITS FIFTH SESSION

48. The CHAIRMAI~ 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 Elnsure that Govemments had enough time to study' the relev¥iLnt document·
before the special session.· Secondly, the Burea'4- had decid':'d tha.t the method ox'
work used a.t the fou~h 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 furthe;;.· reduced. if necessary. Thirdly, the Bureau thought it important
that delegations to the fifth session should be represented at the negotiating
level' so that agreement could, be reached on most of the various texts" In that
connexion, he appealed to delegations· involved in the drafting process to be
flexible so that as many bracke'~s 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.

49.' If he heard no objection, he would take it the Committee agreed to ac.vance
the opening date of its fifth session to 4 April 1978•.

50. It was so, decided.

51. Mr. l-1EILER (United States of America) said that his delHgation did not
believe that, at the present stage, a drafting group eXErcise was necessarily the
best WS¥" 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 CHAIRMAN said that the. view of the representative of the United States
was "lot incompatible with his own. , The holding of drafting group meetings was not
a bP'rier to smaller contact group meetings among c1elegations, wl lch were,
indeed, desirable. When outlining the programme of work, he had Jaeant to ma.ke
clear "tha.t efforts should be concentrated on negotiation before d,,'afting began..
Genera.! debate in plenary meetings should be avoided, as the diff~rent vie~fs were
already well known. By. empha~izing the negotiating nature of worl: in the drafting
group and its sUbgrou.Js, progress could be made towards the drafting of .actual
texts. '
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53. The Bureau had considered the matter of the role of the non-governmental
organizations in the work of the special session. Its majority recommendation ws-s
that the participation of the non-governmenta1 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
organize.tions, 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 at its April session which representatives had
been chosen•. The Sec:retariat was already making arrmgements to assign places to
the non-governmental organizations at plena:--" and committee meetings of the special
ses:sion, and an t.l.nnouncement on those arrangements would be zeade at the April
session when the item on non-governmental organizations was considered. He
therefore assumed that it was agreed to take t!.p the item further at that time.

54. It was so decided.

55. The CHAIRMAN said that the Preparatory Committee had decided to recommend
that the special session shollld set up a. single plenary Committee, with as many
SUbsidiary organs as were considered appropriate. There had been no recommendation
Oll 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 and one Rapporteur. The Bureau considered that there were
two alternatives: at the special session, the Committee could select one Cha.irman,
r.~ree 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 olfe Chairman, eight Vice-Chairmen and
one Rapporteur. The Bureau did not expect to be re-elected in full with its
present composition, but he wished to point out that in the Preparatory Committee
it had functioned well, its number enabling all geographical regions to 'be
represented. The members of the Committee could consider both alternatives before
deciding the matter at the April session.

56. I~ 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

57. 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 6.20 p~m.
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Mth lIeetiD&

~l'uesday! 4 April 1218, at 11.05 a._.
9hairmanc JIr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (ArpntiJla)

-OPENDiG OF '!'BE SESSION

1. The Cl!AIRI'ofAN declared open the fifth session of', the Preparatory Committee for
the Special Session of the General Assembly Devoted to DisarmamelJ~.

. ADOPTION OF THE AGEliDA

2. The ap.;enda was adopted.

ORGANIZATION OF HORK

3. The CHAIRMAN*- said his preliminary contacts "With various delegations had shown
that there was general agre:emeIit on the importance of the _current session of the
Preparatory Committee, which he hoped would be a good ~ign :for the future course of
the Committee's work. It was nmT essential to continue 1;0 work with the spirit
that had prevailed at previous sessions and, most of all, to carry out the mission
entrusted to the Committee by the General Assembly. It vas clear that the short
time remaining necessitated special efforts on <the part of a11 delegations, the
officers of the Committee and the Secretariat in order to reach that goal. As
Chairman, he had the dllty to serve the Commi:ttee as best be could with a view to
facilitating its deliberations, and with that in mind, be fel:t 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 dea1 partly
with the work of the Committee, partly 'with the- special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament and partly with the main document or documents
which needed to be prepared.

1&.. The first priority item before the camnittee was the organization of its work.
Delegations would no doubt remember that et tlu! 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. In other words, the Committee would meet in
plenary or as a working group thrc~e times a week, on !!.onday and Wednesday
afternoons and on Friday mornings~, to consider the reports of the drafting group
and other outstanding matters to IJr necessary, those meetings could be reduced in
number in order to give the dra:ft:lng 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 d?af'ting grOWl's should meet even when the
Committee was meeting in plenary. He would make a suggestion on the matter at the
appropriate t:i!lle, depending on the progress made in the plenary.

5. The drafting group would have to decide bow 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 disarmament, since up to the present time the Commiti,ea
had concentrated its work mainly on the declaration and the programme of actiono He

* This statement has been given fu11 coverage in the sumnary record in
accordance with the decision taken by the Ccmni.ttee during the lUeeting.
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4
also felt thet the drafting subgroup dealing with the declaration shoulc} complete
its work by the end of the week, so as to begin the tOllowinz Monday to ~tudy the
machinery.

for 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 special
appeal to all delegations to limit their substantive statements to points which
related to the negotiations under way. The general positions were already well I

known to everyone, and it did not seem necess~' or appropriate to renew a general
debate at the present stage of' the Committee's work.

7. As members of the Committee would recall, the Otfice of Public Information had
been requested at the fourth session to study the possibility of including a

hown reference to the special session~n the final portion of the. film Nuclear Countdo~m.

e He was please~ to announce that, following consultt ~ions with the delegations
e of directly concerned, OPI had nOl" i~corporated that addition. He also drew

attention to the OPI paper of 23 February 1978, submitted at the request of the
ion Committee, concerning the expenditures for various activities of OPI which could
~ not be covered bY'" its regular bUdget. - At a future meeting the Commi1;itee would

l'equest the presence of representatives of OPI uith a view ~o 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 draf't early enough for the
Committee to study it carefully, it was only fair that he should receive guidelines
as sool) 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 11seful to kee~ in mind the- p:r:ecedent

Irk. established by the Committee's report to the General Assembly: at its thirty-second
. session~ namely, an account o-r facts presented objectively and a list of specific

lad recommendations.
!ld
in 9. There still remained the question l"!~ether the Plena'"Y Committee of the General

Assembly would meet after or simu1+~eous1ywith the generaJ. debate and, in the
latter case, what would be the m" ~ appropriate date for it to begin its work. It
would be useful if delegations wldich had expressed opinions in the matter would
intensify their informal consultations, so that the Preparatory Committee cou~d

1so decide the question without an extensive debate which would distract attention from
the substantive work. llse, in connexion with the Plenary Committee' members of· the
he Preparatory Committee lV'ould doubtless remember that at the 33rd meeting he had

Fesented the opinion of the officers of the Preparatory CoMmittee concerning the
composition of the Bureau of the Plenary Committee of the General Assembly. He h~d

ems said at that time that there "1ere two alternatives. One would be for the Plena.ry
Committee to elect a Chairman, three viee-chairmen and a rapporteur, so that every

cns geographical region would be represented. ':the other alternative, following the
ttee precedent of the Preparatory Committee, would be to have a chairman, eight

He vice-chairmen ~d a rapporteur as officers of the Plenary Committee. The officers

-215- Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



of the Preparatory Committee had exp~essed their preference for the second
alternative, ,dth the understanding that tl11'Lt would not prejudge the election of
officers of the Plenary Con:mittee durin(' the speci.al session. The Preparatory
Committee should, in his view, prepare a recommenfiation on the subject.

10. Also in conne~ion with the special session of the General assembly, the Centre
for Disarmament had infor.med the Under-Secretary-General'for Administration and
)~agement that there might be financial implications during the session which
would require the conveni'ng of the Fifth Committee and the Advisory Committee on
Administrative &~d Budgetary Questions.

11. The Committee should also consider and decide as soon as possible on
arrangements for the participation of non-governmental organizations ip the spt;.Cial
session. As members would recall, he had informed the Committee of the opinion of
1ihe officers on the ,question. They had felt that if a day "ras 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 desirable for non-governmental organizations
to choose their own representatives ahead of time, so that their names cotld 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 organizations and of institutions connected with
disarmam~nt to speak at the special session.

12. ~lith regard to the facilities which would be available,_ he sa.id that, pursuant
to the Cowmittee'srecommendations,which had been endorsed b~' the General Assembly
at its thirty-second session, the Secretariat had informed him·of the provisional

.arrangements it wal;! making to facilitate access to the building and to assign a
certain number of seats to non-governmental organizations Juring the 'special
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, m~ldng the

.necessary efforts to remove as many square brackets as possi'Qle. 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 Gen,eral 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 informal negotiations from September 1971 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
hadbe~n entrusted with preparing a'draft introduction for the main document or
documents' as pa:r.1i of the work to be done during the fifth session. He hoped to be
able in a few days to submit "~hat personal contribution to the Committee for its
consideration~ .
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15. I"oting that he had repeatec1.1y stressed the negotiatory nature of the current
staee of the Committee's work, he reminded members that the officers of' the
committee had made a point of recommendin~ at the end of' the preceding session
that delegation:; should be represented at a negotiating level at the current
session in order to :rea-ch agreement on as :u:a.ny texts as pos;;ible. In view or the
importance of the matter, the Committee should constant.ly bear in mind that it ,
vas entering a critical stage in its deliberations.

16. In conclusion, with regard to the method for reaching decisions on matters
of sUbstance, which was to decid.e on the basis of consensus, wherever possible,
he reminded delecations that that method had been one of the first points of
asreement in the Committee and had been followed in its 'Work up to the present.
However, the Committee ~-Tould soon have to take important decisions; in the
interest of presel'Ving consensus, all delegations without exception would have
-to act with flexibility and in a spirit.of compromise. No one could seriously
claim that consensus could be reached on rigid positions which were held only by
a limited number of delegations. 'Those who had laid particular st~ess on the
rule of consensus had thereby implicitly declared their readiness to adopt
compromise formulas. rlow was the time to deJl10nstrate that willingness to
compromise, so that the Committee could advance in its work. If the Committee
wisbed to submit to the special session texts which would merit general approval,
it 'was essential that at the current final, session all members should endeavour
to make concessions which, without detracting from the essential core of their
viel1S, would make it possible to harmonize those views with, the views held by
others. He therefore appeale'd to the members of the Committee for refiection and
co-operation.

17. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico), supported by Mr. DATCU (Romania), proposed that
the Chairman's statement should be given full coverage .; n the summary record of
the meeting.

18. It was so decided.

:its The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m.
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35th !IIe~t1.nr

PriUY. 1 April 121~ at 11.05 &.lIe

Chail1l18lU 1Ir. OR'l'IZ DB ROUS (Argent:lll8)

ORGANIZATIOli OF l-IORK

1. The CHAIRMAN said that he had received a telegram from the Chairman of the
Stockholm International Peace Research Institute requesting that a representative
of. the In~titute 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 participation of non-governmental organizations
and research institutes in the work of the special session and would
subsequently make a statc;mtent to the Committee on the subject.

PRINCIPAL DOCtD-IEBT(S) OF THE SPECIAL SESSION

2. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to document A/AC.187/29/Add.l, dat~d 24 March 1978,
which contained the disarmament resolutions adopt~d by the General Assembly at its
thirty-second session.

3. Mr. SCHELTEMA (Obsel"Ver for the Netherlands), introducing the working paper
"entitled "Study' on t.he establishment of an international disa.rmament organization"
(A/AC.1BT/lOB), which had been prepared by his delegation, said that the interest
Q nUiliber of countries had, recentiy shown in a disarmament organization and the
fact that a number" of important disarmament treaties were approaching conclusion"
and would require elaborate permanent machinery seemed to justify renewed.
consideration of a proposa1 ~hich his Government had initially ma.de in the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) in July 1973. An international
disarmament organiza.tion could be given the necessary functions to implement, for
example, a chemical-'tJea.pons~ban treaty er a nuclear-teat-ban treaty and to provide
a. f~amework for consulta.tions between the parties. Such an organization could
also be entrusted with orf)anizing revi.ew conferences provided for in disarmament
treaties end could assume furiiher 'functions as it gained experience.

4. As more and more disarmament measures were adopted in the future t the need
for an j,mpartial body to oversee the implementation of agreements would become
greater 0 In that connexion, his delegation agreed with the premise on which the
Fre~ch proposal to" establish an international observation-satellite agency
(A/AC.1B7/105) was based, namely, that the present situation, in which on17 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, tbe internationalization ot satellite information could not provide "all the
answers to the problem of verification, which, at least with regard to chemical
weapons, must employ ~ 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 cOl,1sideration would be required before a decision
could be taken on the establishment of an international disarmament organization,
his "Government, in the final paragraph of document A/AC.187/10B, was simply
'proposing that the Secretary-General should seek the views of kember States on the

-218~ Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



e
ive

t in
s

1918,
its

er
ion"
est

on.

al
ror
ride

i

le

me
ihe
L

don
,n,

the

possible functious and structure of such an organization and that the final
document of the special session should include a request to tha.t effect. ,If the
response warranted any fu.!'ther steps, a special committee could be set up to
continue lrork on the subject.

6. Mr" VINCI (Italy) said that his .delesati~n, whic.h had been giving much thought
to the question of' the implementation of international arms-control and disannament
treaties, found the worlting paper introduced by the representative of the
Netherlands most interesting and timely. The United Nations, besides setting
disarmament gOMs, should also devote attel'ltion to th~ir attainment. In document
A/AC.187/97 Italy had proposed, inter alia., the establishment of an international.
body to supervise the implementation of the disarDldJlloot agreements in force. His'
delegation trusted that the Italian, French and Netherlands proposals .
(A/AC.181191, 105 and 108, respecti:vely) a."d the constructive ideas submitted by..
the Austrlan 'delegation in document A/AC.187/l0l would be given carful
consideration_ .

7~· ~1r_ GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that document A/AC.181/10"7 had originally.
been submitter. to the Conference of .the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) by the
members of the Group of 15 in document- CCD/530 and was being .resubmitied at the
present time on behalf of the same States because the Preparatory Committee had
been called upon to consider issues l-elating to international' negotiating
machinery. .

8. IntroCiucing the working paper, he said that the measures which it proposed
were designed to enhance the effectiveness C)f CCD and to help establish conditions
conducive to the participation of all nuclear-weapon States in its work ..

9.. The first proposal waa designed to strengthen the li.nk 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. 1'1ith respect to the second proposal, there was no need
to dwell on the advantages of reple.cing the system of co-chairmanship, since they
had.been sufficiently emphasized in CCD and the First Committee of the General
Assembly and were self-evident to any objective observer of the. international
situation_ He merely wished to stress that, in the opinion of the sponsors of the
working paper, the introduction of a new system would in no wa:y hamper the
legitimate interests of the Un;,tedStates and the Soviet Union, particularly in a
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
customal"'Y' practices which had developed during its 16 years of existence and to
give it greater flexibility_In the fourth and :fifth .proposals the sponsors
suggested that CCD should est~blish a standing SUb-committee of the whole and
that the plenary meeticgs of CCD sho~d be public.

The meetin~ rose at 11.30 a.m.
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!,on4g;, 10 '&121'11=1978, at J.J2 P.:.1l,:.

.2.e11"1¥!l8 1Ir. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

PRINCIPAL OOCUMENT(S) OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

J\I -

1.. Mr... ULUCEVIK (Turkey) said experience sho'we;! that verifica.tion was one of the
main factors necessary for success in negotiations on arms control and disarmament ..
.It also showed that for the applicetion of specific measures in the sphere of'
disarmament to be successful, there must exist a truly effective systeiIl ot
verification. CctDsequently i he supported the ideas expressed thus far in the
Preparatory Committee with regard to that question.. In particula~, he welcomed
the Netherlands proposal to establish an international disarmament organization
which would' act mainly in the sphere of verification (A/AC..181/l08). He hoped
that the Preparatory Committee would take favourable action on that proposal.

2. In view ot the need for practical and effective systems that ~uld strengthen
mutual trust among States, France's proposal to establish an International
Observation Satellite ,Agency (A/AC.181/105) was interesting.. The working paper
submitted by Austria under the title "Disarmament and verification" (A/AC,,181/l01)
was also 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 deliberations
as a Working Gro~p.

The meetinp; rose' at 3.,40 p~.
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37th meJetl!lJt

Wednesday, 12 April 1978, at 3.~ p_m.

C!1airmaru IIr. ORTIZ DE .ROZAS (A?gentilla)
A/AC.IS',/sR.3?
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PRINCIPAL DOCUMENT(S) Ol" THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

1. Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden), referring to th~ 'Working paper submitted by the
Netherlands (A/AC.18T/lra), welcomed the initiative to revive the idee ot a
consl.derable strengthening of resources for international disarmament efforts.
When, in 1973, the Dutch Government and the Swedish Government had presented
suggestions to the Conference of the Committee ~n Disarmament concerni~g the
possible establishment of an international disarmament organi~ation, they had .
recognized the need t'or adequate base resources, as well as for co-ordination ot
follow-up measu:res accompany-lng disarmament treaties. It was to be h:=:ped that the
Dutch initiative would lead to· more long-term fundamental consideration of the need
for effective machinery to achieve' the objectives of disannament.

2. Although no glaring successes had been experienced in the field of disarmament
since. 1973, some new approaches had been tried to the problem of effective follw
ups of present and future treaties, including verification of complience f

consultative committees and'review conferences. Those' and other possible measures
had become an integral part of international dis3.rma.ment control. arrangements,

3. New emphasis was being placed on truly multilateral aisa~ent ne!p~iations,

the widening interest in disa.rmamen"ii among States Members of the United Nations .
and, consequently, on the importance ot the role of the United Nations in that
field emd the need to strengthen the resources' of the United Nations Secretariat.
In that resTlect, certain' measures had been acted· upon and propo~ed. The Swedish
Government considered those measures of urge~t importance and would contribute to
promoting their approval.

4. In its working paper, the Netherlands recommended the initial setting up of
an organization for the implementation ot a particular disarmament treaty_·
Recalling l'1hat had already' been said to the effect that both consultative
co1nmi:ttees and revi ..~w conferences were considered as ingredient parts ot
disarmament treaties, she said that any future international disarmament
organization had to be considered as the machinery for organizing and administel:ing
all relevant implemel1tation measures, including verification, complaint and review
arrangements.

5. The cuestion of the relationship between any future international disarmament
organization and the United Nations would present a probiem of duplication of
effort at both the intergovernm~ntal and Secretariat levels, if the pl'Oposed or~
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 0·1' the United l~ations, but should. not be politic8.:Uy loaded" with arr:f

veto rights.
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6. As early as 1973, the Swedish delegatio~ had envisaged the possibility ot a
reportinc; system within the framel'Tork ot. the United Nations similar to the body
currently being proposed by the delegation ot India, for which various models
could be considered. In that connexion, and with reference to the working paper
submitted by Franc:~ (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 ~Jations in order to establish
effective disarmament verification activities within the framework of the United
Ife.tions.

1. In conclusion, emphasis should.be placed on the need not to allow any longer~

term aspects of the interna.tional disarmament machi.nery to stand in the way of
immediate measures necessary to give the international community the resources to
~plement effectively decisions presumably to be taken at the special session

.devoted to 4isarmam~nt.

8. In working paper A!AC.181!95, her delegation had proposed an increase in the
resources of'the United Nations Centre for Disarmament corresponding to suggested
iDcreased responsibilities, and continued .to attach considerable importance to
the appro~ of that proposal.

FIIfAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTE.'E TO Tm: 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 01' 10 members, namely, a Chairman, eight Vice-Chairmen and a Rapporteur.
He resel:Ved the right to submit nominations for those offices later, with due
regard to the principle of equitable geographical distribution.

10. 1'he CHAIRMAN said that the opinion of the group of Western European and other
States, as stated by the representati.ve of France gave an over-all yiew 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 recommeIII~.

to the General Assembly at its special session devoted to disa~ent that the
Bureau of the Committee of the tiho1e should consist of 10 members,. namely, a
Chairman, eight Vice-Chairmen and a Rapporteur.

11. It was so decided.

PRINCIPAL DOCill-1E;NT(S)OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

12. The CHAIRI·W~ pointed. out the necessity of confirming the decision taken in
pl"inciple by the Committ~e meeting as the Working Group held on Monday, 10 April.
If' he heard no objection, he would take it that there was a consensus rega~ding
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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 machinery). In
its final report, the Preparatory Committee would include a recommendation on the
matter and the draft prin~ipal document would follow the guidelines indicated.

13. It was so decided.

STATEt-mNT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION

14. The CHAIRMAN drew the attention of the Ccmm:ittee to the note by th~ Secretariat
dated 23 February 1978 showing certain items for which the Office of Public
Information had requested additional funds, and invited the representative of OP.,I
to address the Committee on the question.

15. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that the programme of public
information activities in connexion with the special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament was still as described in document A/Ae.187/83.
However, in that document were described certain expenditures which could not be
absorbed by the regular budget of OPI. The pre-session information activities
included the transle.:tion and publica.tion of a brochure in a number of unofficial
languages, for which the over·all cost ef $15,000 could be reduced if the Committee
felt that one of those versions could be dispensed with. Work had already begun
on the special display on disarmament and, as anticipated, the cost of external
services amounted to $2,000. With regard to the production of a poster in two to
three colours, printed in several languages, the Office of Public Information
would be prepared to undertake the project with a budget of $6,000 if some languages
were eliminated and if, as was expected, use was made of one o.f the posters
offered without charge by one delegation. Although, for technical :-easons, 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 otlier display
materials, for the provision of captions in various languages and for the shipment
of the materials to United Iiations 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.
~osts to be reducede

17. lo1ith regard to the dissemination of information relating to the special
session devoted to disarmament, the General Assembly, .at its thirty-second session,
had· approved an amount ·01' $54~800 to covex the additional needs of OPI. In the
event of more than two meetings being held simultaneously, or of night meetings,.
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22. It should be borne in mind also that a 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
positive aspects of United Nations activity instead of merely criticizing its
negative aspects.

20. Bis delegation considered that the activities which OPI planned to carry out
vere appropriate and 'W-ould therefore support the recommendation that the fund5'>
reguired should be granted.

21. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said that there was no need to discuss one by one the
intormation'activities suggested by OPl. Having examined them separately, he
tomd that' they ~~ll'e 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
..aunt of $54,800 approved by the General Assembly at its thirty-second session,
~d the possibility, referr'ed to in the Secretariat· note dated 23 FebruarJ 1978,
ot redeploying or reallocating the resources at- its disposal. OPl should make
tbe 1\Ulest possible use of those three sources" However, the aforementioned
8B)unt 01' ~54i800 had not been assigned to information activities but, as was
stated in the. Secretariat note of 23 February 1978, to the recruitment of
additional personnel. He had grave doubts as to 'tihether that was a proper use of
the funds. At least half of the aJlI.ount should be spent on genuine information
activities. Since the Advisory COThillittee on Administrative an~ Budgetary
Questions (ACABQ) was currently meeting in New York, its opinibn on the subject
.bould be sought •.

23. Mr. VINCr (Italy) endorsed the opinion expressed by the representative of
Austr8lla on the value of publishing a brochure in several unofficial languages
and asked which langUages it was thought necessary to eliminate. He also drew
attention to the questions put by the representative of Poland.

OP1 would :require additional resources of Dome $11,000, and he understood tha.t the
~ittee would ha~ the relevant recommendations to proceed accordingly.

18. Mr. HAHRY (Australia) emphasized the importance of the work being done by
the Office of'Public Info~ation (OPI) in connexion with the special session of
t~. General Assembly devot~d to disarmRment and expressed agreement with the
changes in the programme of information activities suggested at the current
...tins. In the interest of reflecting the progress mede, it was proper and
balanced to spend on the post-session brochure double the money which would be
spent on the pre-session brochuree Likewise, it was important that the brochures
should be prepared ~n various non-official languages.

19. He had no objection eith~r to the suggestion to restrict the poster production
project, since that method of attracting 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 C:L poster.

_. -I.a__I.I••_1 Ii·_~!Jllfl!~M!'I.Jlllllililllll__.'•••IIIII!"E"':.,.II.I__-!!!!2!'-2!!!14.-.·n__••• •• ••.~.; _
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24. Mr. FOKINE (Union ot Soviet Socio.list Republics) said that his delegation
had already stated on other occasions its desire that the information relating to
the special session and the subjeet of disarmament in general should be
disseminated as widely. possible. On the other hand, the questions raised by; the
representative of, p,.·dand w.ere extremely important, since it was a matter not
Aimply of elimiriating or expanding programmes but of determining the proper
administrative course and the correct way of financing the activities, bearing in
mind that the special session had as its aim the strengthening of the econanic
bas1! ot United Nations activities in the field of disarmament.

25. In that connexion, it would be recalled that the General Assembly, in
resolution 32/201 t t;rf' 21 December 1977, which had been' adopted unanimously, had
urged the Secretary-General to draw a.ttention to activities that were obsolete,
of marginal usefulness or ineffective, indicating the resources 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 reSOl,ll"ces 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 thir'liy-second
seesiorl of the General Assembly, the United Nations budget had failed to secure
the support of the States 'W'hich bor~ 57 per cent of its cost.

26. His delegation reiterated its support for the information programmes, but,
at the ~ame time. it opposed the easy solution of requesting additional funds
instee.d of seeking available resources within the regular budget. It therefore
supported the suggestion made by the representa.tive of Poland that ACAEQ should be
asked to sub:ni.t to the Preparatory Committee its view, or at least its comments,
on the subject.

27. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that he would endeavour to
reply to all the qU~F:lt.ions put by the repr~sentative of Poland, to the extent that
the .information available at the current session permitted. It should be
empha.Jized, above al.l, that the OPI activities in connexion with the special
session went beyond those described in the Secretariat note of 23 February 1978.
That note merely covered the activities which could not be financed fl'Qm'the United
Nations regular budget. As to the suggestion that· the existing al.location of
resources should be changed, that ".1&5 an important question which would have to be
carefully considered by al.l the divisions of OPI. OPI had already made a
preliminary attempt to absorb al.l the planned activities within t}le regular budget
and had been unsuccessful. It would be necessary to redouble efforts to find new
resources i.Jr to elindnate or prune some activities. The fact that, tor t!),e current
year, the United Nations ha.d planned new activities which required inforr.a.ation
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 Gen(:ral Assembly itself at. the special session. OPI had
therefore assigned those funds to ""le three categories of activities described in
paragraph 2 of the Secretariat note of 23 February 1978 (Press and publications,
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1Wdi0 end visual services, and cCllUl\micatiooa engineers). on did not consideritself eapcwered to :reassign those fUnds approved by the General AsseI1bly toactivities which did not pertain to the intoration COftrage ot tile specialaeasiOll.
.

29. There could be no doubt that it vas Decess&17 to re17 OD the additionalefforts of Governments and the national JlBSS intol'llaticm _dia. OPl vas not a.aBs colllllUllication agency and, in order to attain it" ePals, it depended on itsrel.atiODS vith 'those media and the support ot the Governments ot Hember States.

30. With respect to the question put by the 1'epresentative ot Italy concerningthe laugueges in which it was intended to publish the brochure on the progress_de at the speciai session, he drew attention to the eDUleration inpuagraph A.l. (b) ot document AlAC.1ST/S).

31. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) welcomed the statement by the represE:ntative of OPI thatnew etforts would be made to redeploy or reassign existing resources. Vith respect'to tbe additional funds allocated by the General Assemb1)r at its thirty-second.sessicn, the Preparatory Committee could request ACABQ to advise it regat"ding thepossibility ot their use for activities other than the information coverage of thespecial-session, instead oZ requesting additional" f'unds for those activities.Furthermore, consideration should be given to the possibill~¥ that OPI nfficialsDO~ assigned to other functions should concentrate OD the tasks vhich it hadbeen intended "to assign to addi"tional staff to be recruited for that purpose.

32. Hr. SIMARD (Canada) suggested that the Controller, not ACABQ, should beconsul:ted regarding the financial implications ot the proPosa1s made by OPI.

33.. The CHAIRMAN, referring to the request for additional funds submitted by OPI,said that the CoJllm:ttee was faced vith three alternatives: it col1ld approve theadtti:tiOllal. funds requested, which appeared to amount to $65,000, or $59,000 if thefigure for "the special. poster was ba1ved~ it could reca.aend that no additionalt'uDds be approyed and request OPI 'to use the funds in its reguJ.ar budget; or itcould approve the recommendation vith the proviso that the fullest possible useshould be ..de of the funds in the regular budget and "that the Mditional fundssboul.d be assigned to information activities and not to the recruitment ofadditional staff.

3IJ. Hr. COifGDOlf (United states) requested "that the decision sho~d be deferred·tmtil he 'Was able to receive instructions :from his GoveZ'lllDent and that, in the.eantiae, 1IIl)re information on the implications of the decision should be obtained.

35. Mr. SIHARD (Canada; asked whether the c1ecisioD involved immediate expenditures-or was llereq a recommendation 'to che General Assembly ~ and vhether theexpenditures would be made before or after the special session, since the la"tterease raised a procedural. question regardiDg t-he Caudttee's competence "to adopta deeisian which 'Would seem to rest with the General Assembly.
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36. The CHJ'.IRt.lAN said ~hat the decision would ~2r~ly be 8 recommendation,wllich
would then ha.ve to be approved by the relevant bodies. Regarding the timing of the
expenditures, he said that the request submitted by OPI clearly referred to
expenditures prior ,to and tollowing the special session.

31. (!}r. VINeI (Italy), referring to the question of' the publication of the OPI
brochure in nOD-off'ic1al languages, endorsed the view that the advice ot the
competent Secretariat ofticials should be sought bef'ore a .decision' was taken.

36. The CHAIEt.1Alf suggested that the decision regarding OPI' s request for
additional 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.

!l.t
Clt The meetins rose at 4.55 p.m.
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38th meeting

J'ridal' ,14 April 1278, at 11.10 a.lI.

Chaimuu Hr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

FINAJ, REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE TO THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE GENERAL
ASSEMBLY (continul!d)

1 •... The CHAIRMAN said that a decision had yet tp be taken on the proposal ot the
representative of\Mexico (A/AC.18T/SR.w8) that all documents submitted to the
Committee .should appear as annexes to the Committee~a final report to the special
session of th.e Assembly'. With regard to the financial implications ot the decision,
the Secretariat had reported that many of the documents in question were ou.t of'
stock and wuld have to be reprinted. The cost of producing the documents aDd
compiling' them into several volumes would be greater if translation into Arabic was
included; there was also the possibility that the Arabic vez-sion would not be read:'
in time for the opening of.the special session.

2. Mr. DURANT (Office of Financial Services) said that the existing docume"1tation
in five languages (approximately 1,000 pages) would now have to be reproduced in
six languages \l in~l~ing' Arabic. The Department of Conference Services ~
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 prQduce all the documents, including the series in .A:l-abic ~ that would
bring the amount to $144,TOO; lafltly, "When the cost of distriputing 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 a pupplement~:

appropriation 'would have to be requested of the General Assembly. If' such a requ~st

pro.ved necessary, it would have to be made when the budget performance report Was .
submitted.

4·. Mr. KUBBA (Iraq) pointed out that Arabic was an official language of the
General Assembly and that the necessary action should therefore be t4ken 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 cov~r the cost of translation into'. Arabic with tunds
from the regular budget.

5. . Mr. .LENNUYEUX-C01~iNENE (France) said th&.t 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 the:zoefore supported the
Mexican proposal that the reportshov.J.d ~ontain as annexes all the documE:nts
prepared as a result of the Committee's work.

6. Mr•.BARTON (Canada) said that 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 all the.official languages at the
beginning of the special session.
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1. If' there was a time problem, the matter ~ould be dealt wit.h in two stages by
concentrating first..,.on the preparation of basic documents (contributions by the
Secretariat, conclusions of the Committee, etc.) and leaving until later the
publication of a separate annex which could contain earlier documentation of
historical value.

8. Mr. WEILER (United States of America) said that he agreed in principle with
the Mexican del.egation's proposal, but requested that a decision should be postponed
until the next meeting to allow time for co~sideration of the f'inancialinformation
presented by the Secretaris"t 0

9. Replying to a question put by Hr. WEILER (United, States of America), ]!!!.
CIIAIRMAN 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.
Spealdng personally, he pointed out that world expendit~e on armaments amounted t~

$40 million an hour.

11.. Mr. GABCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that a:ny delegation which had voted in favour
of convening, for the first time, a special session of the ,General Ass~bly devoted
to disarmament had ipso facto voted to' incur whatever costs might be necessary to'
meet "customary" obligations. 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 fQur volumes, which was not much in ,comparison with the
six volumes that had been issued for the Third United Nations Conference on the Law
at the Sea. In the view' of his delegation, there was an inescapable obligation to
provide the General Assembly with all the documents referred to in Conference Room
Paper 16; the fact that one or another of them 'Wa;'; not available in one of the
Official languages was no reason for tailing in that obligat'ion. Moreover, as the

,representative of the Office of Financial Services and the Chairman had noted, some
of the documents WG?e out of stock and '",ould have to be reprinted • Although i twas
not possible at the moment to determine whether the 'cost o-r reproduci.!lg those'
documents would be partly or wholly absorbed within the approved budget, the'
additi"nal costs would at worst amount to $222,000, a sum only slightly larger tb8n.
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 Na"tions'organs with ,respect
to the funds needed to finance the documentation should make it e~sier to take an
immediate decision. In his view, the documents should be ready before the ope~ing

of the special session, so as to facilitate the work not only of delegations but
also of ~he information media.

OTHER BUSINESS

13. Replying to a question put by Mr. BARTON (Canada) concerning the request for
addit.ional funds submitted by the Office of Public Information (note by the
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Secretariat of 23 February 1918), the CHAIRMAN said that, even if the CODmlittee
approved the additional funds, their use would require the approval 01' the relevant
organs of the General Assemb1¥.

14. Mr. BARTON (Canada) asked whether, in that case, it would not be reasonable to
us~ the funds available to the Secretary-General 1'01' 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 1918, the funds available to the Office of Public
Information would not cover the activities envisaged. Consequently, if the Committee
decided to recommend that those activiti~s should be carried out, the prior approval
of ACABQ would have to be sought before they could be initiated. The Advisory
Committee was at present in session, but only until early in the following week.

16. Mr. ADENIJI(Nigeria) said that he was in favour of giving the widest possible
dissemination to the proposed brochures before and atter the special session,
although he appreciated the restrictions imposed by the limited funds available for
producing them in non-official languages. Judging bY' the document of
23 February 1918, the range of non-official languages did not seem to reflect an
equitable geographical distribution, and his delegation would therefore like to know
trom the representative of OPI whether any specific criteria had been used in
sel.ecting the languages.

11. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Information) said that the languages mentioned in
the Secretariat note of 23 February 1918 were only an indicative listing. In the
first place, the list of non-official languages was incomplete; in addition, there
was the possibility that some Member States would arrange for their own ser.vices,
official or other, to help with the translation. Generally speaking, the criteria
used to determine the need for tr~slations of the brochures would be mainly
numerical; in other words, the decision would depend on the number of people who used
a language. It should be borne in mind that the system of United Nations information
centres covered only some languages!l and Swabi1i and other African languages should
certainly have priority if agreement was reached on the provision of addHdonal
funds.

18. Hr. PFEIFFER (Federai Republic of Germany) observed that the number of languages
into which the brochure-s were translated would affect the final cost, and it would
therefore be necessar,r to have a list before a decision was taken.

19. Mr. ADEllIJI (Nige::ria) said that, even if the list of non-official languages
was illdicative and not "exhaustive, it should take into account the purpose of
producing the brochurC!a and the resources available. In his view, the basic
criterion should be the nwnber of people whom the various language versions would
reach.

20. He was glad that the representative 01' ItO.had pointed out the omission of
Swabili fro. the list 01' non-official languages, which he hoped would include
Swabili and possibly another language that wa!! widely used in West Africa, Hau:s':l;
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othe~wise, one or perhaps 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), f,Ir. DURANT (Office of
Financial Services) said that the activities could begin as soon as the approval
of ACABQ was obtained.

22. Mr. GRIBKOV (Office of Public Informati.on) said tha.t, in carrying out the
proposed activities, the Office of Public Information would be guided by the
decisions O~ recommendations of the Committee. As for the reallocation of resources,
that was in accordance with the decisions taken at the thirty-second session of the
General Assembly.

23. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said that he had no objections to the activities planned
by OPI in connexion with the special session, which 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
tJie programme -:,'1' 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.

24. 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 additional 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 bp. reduced from $12,000 to $6,000 and that of item (e) from
$10,000 to $5,000, on the understanding that OPI would take 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 meetln,

lIondal~:.ll April 1218, at 3,~ R.II.:.

Chairman. Yr. OR'l'IZ DE ROZAS (Argentina)

PRI1~CIPJlL DOCUUr~rT(S) OF TIlE SPECIAL SESSI01~ (~ontinued)

1. lJr. VINCI (Italy) said that o~e of the basic ~uestions to be tackled was the
adequacy of the existing mUltilateral disarmament machinery. His delegation
shared the vielT~that effective multilateral forums for the consideration and
negotiation o-r'arms limitation and disarrc.ament measures were of great importancs
to counter and reverse the ever-expanding arms !'ace. A 'good negotiating
structure was admittedly no substitute for political 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 disarmament progl'amme,
his delegation had emphasized that, although nuclear-weapon States and other
militarily significant States bore a special responsibility in the disarmament
process, all nations had a vital interest in the outcome of disarmament
negotia:cions. Consequently., the active participation and support of all States
was required. His Gbvernment therefore considered the GeneraJ. Assembly tr' be the
most qualified forum to consider' the principles governing disarmament and ~':le

regulation of armaments, and was ready to support any con.$tructive step which
could strengthen the ro~e of the United Nations and implement the relevant
provisions of the Charter~

2. The special session would be a suitable occasion for the Security' Council to
review its achievements in regulating armaments in accordance with Article 26
of the Chartero It might 'also consider the establishment, under Article 29 of
the Charter, of subsidiary organs for specific disarmament purposes, starting with
a committee to oontrol the international transfer of conventional weapons which .
lTould be diyided into regional sub-committees. An international organ could also
be established to supervise t11e application of disarmament agreements ..

3. The range and complexity of disarmament issues made an effective negotiati~g

body essential, and CCD, despite some unavoidable short-cornings, had undeniably
;elayed 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 disarmament
measures. Although it had been suggeated that CCD might be enlarged in order to
ensure a better geographical and political representation pf Member States, his
Government ¥as convinced that a restricted forum was essential to ensur~

businesslike negotiations. 'While it 'lOuld not oppose a smBll increase in the
membership of CCD~ it maintained that the principle of selected membership should
be respected, and· tl}at in recruiting ne'\T members, careful attention should be pai.d
to their ability to make a consistent contribution to disarmament negotiations.
Consideration might also be given to the possibility of opening the meetings ot
CCD to other interested Members of the United r!ations. Hhile some Governments had
recommended strengthening tl~e link betwe~n CCD and others had recommended
incorporating CCD into the United Haticms structure, his delegation considered that
CCD should preserve· a degree of autonomy and flexibility, although the General
Assembly mieht be called up to give broader guidance to disarmament negotiations~

1be principle of consensus must.be maintained in all deliberations involving so .
vital an is~ue as the security of individua~l nations. To a.chi-eve closer liaison
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between CCD and the General Assembly, CCD might be asked to send the Assembly a
periodic progress report after the s;prinz session, toc;ether ,·Tith special reports
OD particular topics. At. the beginnin~of its annual activities, CCD should seek
to plan its negotit'.ting work for th(, spring ann. summer sessions. It could also
set up functional 110rking groups to negotiate draft treatie:3 OT to consider
specific items. In.addition, steps could be taken to facilitate the presence in
CCD of the nuclear-weapon States 'ihich currently did not participate in its
deliberations.

4. His delegation was anxious to end the stalen:a.te bet"Teen those Members of t't~

United Nations wishing to,preserve the current CCD co-chair.mar~hip and those
s~ekiDg to replace it by the principle of rotation. However, little progress had
been 'aehiev~d thus far, and his delegation's views on the matter had therefore been
omitted from its working paper on internationa...l i!!.echanis~ms for disarmament, to be
circulated shortly. It was, hO~Teve~, hoped that a compromise solution could be
found•

5. Mr. DIEliliE (United ~Jations Educational, Scientific and Cn1tural Organization)
said the.t the past ,and present activities of mmsco in the field of disarmament had
already been described to the Committee at its third session in September 1977,
.and in Ul'fESCO' s contribution to the 1977 United !lTations Disarmament Yearbook.
However, the Committee should be infomt.d. about UNESCO's most recent .a.ctivities.

6. At itS' '-eleventh session, the General. Conference of mlESCO had defined as one
of its es'sential tasks the creation of a climate of pUblic opinion favourable to the
attainment of the disarmament objectives set by the United Nations. At the
seventeenth session, a decision had been t&~en to mobilize public opinion in favour
of disarmament by r.lore inten'sive use of the maas media and the encouragement of
relevant activities by non-governmental organizations. At its eighteenth session
the General Conference ha~ adopted an intersectoral programme on human rights and
peace t intended inter alia to promote education on disarmament problems.

7. Among its current activities, the General Conference at its nineteenth session,
in 1976, had adopted .reso1ution 13.l! uhich stated that UnESCO by virtue of its
experience ar."\ its world-wide authority. could and should malte an effective
contribution to the problem by generatin~ a climate of public opinion conducive
to th:~ halting of the a.rms race. Relevant articles on disarmement "Tere disseminated
by means of uNESCO pUblications, and the Director-General had been asked to conduct
some preliminary work on disarmament research, bearing particular1~on illiteracy
and cultural progress, and to plan for future symposia on disarmament topics for
educators, scientists and cultural ~lorkers. At its nineteenth session, the General

. Conference had also approved the medium-terLl plan for 1977-1982, which included a
number of objectives rela.ting to the strengthening of peace'.. I~ 1977, UNESCO
had intensified its activities in the field of disarmament in ·order to contribute
to the preparation of the s~cia1 session of the General Assembly. The report
submitted ~o the Committee in September 1977 had indicated currelit mmsco
activities likely to make a particular contribution to the sp~cia1 session: the
i,u'blication of a document on the role of the international organizations in
disarmament; radio programmes; the publication of a brochure containing articles
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on disa.rmamen't topics; two S11l10tated bibliographies ~.nd a study of recent trends in
, research on the social ancl, e~cnomic aspects oi' the arms race; a 't'TOrld s~·ey of
disarmament eQ.ucation; and a study of the pedagogical aspects of disa.rm~.ment

education.

8. A meetin5 of ex"yerts 0.0 obs'tacles to c1isarma.ment ha.d been held at m:!2Slj~

h~adquarters frOll\ 3 t07 April 1978 and hl?G.been attended by experts from Came"i")/jiJ,
Colombia, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic: R~pt:.bli~,!)

India:Jj Ireland, i4or"Tay, Pol .Cl, ~omania, th~ Soviet Union, 'the United K:L"'e;Q.o-m tLlle.

the United States. The experts had cOL1cluded the.t tile peoples of the ~c:l:'ld htiu
a key role to play in creating the social 3Dd cul'tural conditions, 'the political
climate and the will on 'the part of States needed for progress 'to't-Tar'lS diSE...:-Y.imimt,,,
T"ney had also concluded that 'the special session should recognize the exi~ltenc~ !..t
a human right to a disarmed world' as an essential cor-Jl1a.ry to the right to
development and 'the right ~o peace. 'They had sta'ted t;hat ·'there was a need to
develop the study of disermement ls.w as an integral part of international lal'r..
-r'he inclusion of a reference to disarmament la.w in the preamble and declaration of.
the final document of 'the specie.! session would stimulate study of the topic 'IJY
la"zyers, scholars and governmental and non-go' ~nmental organizations. In order
to promote a favourable climate of public opi~!.c.on, the programme of actioll should
be addressed noto~ly 'to ?iember states, but also to international organiz~tions

such as Ul~ESCO, l!hich l!ere ,·rell equipped to influence those aspects of diSartlament
that were related to education ancl culture. The experts had therefore re'q\lested
UioJESCO, as provided in the draft programme and budget for ,1919-1980, to give
special emphasis to the development of education for disarmament. HOl-Tever,
special recommendations in the programme of action of the special session
would help to intensify 'th~ efforts already being made by urmsco in the field of
dis~:rmame''''~. In its draft programme for 197~-l980, mmsco was planning an
international congress on education for disarmament.. It hoped that the special
session would recommend the continuation of its activities in fostering a
favourable climate for disarmament, 1-Thich in fact' was rooted in the disarming of
men's minds. The constitution of ·U1iESCO stated that peace must be based on 'the
intellectual and moral solidarity of mankind, and not exclusively upon the
poiitical and economic arrangements of C-overmt£:nts.

ORGAiUZATIOlf OF HOnK

9. The CHAIrJ1.'-\!1 remnded members of the Preparatory CornmittE:e that a decision
vn-s s'till pending .on the Iviexican proposal to publish all the relevant docwnentation
t:lrepart.d f'or the Committee's nork in an annex or annexes to i'ts final report.
A stt;'.tement on the financie.l implications was before 'the ·Committee in Conference
Room Pa!ler 17.

10.. lir .. FI3w:'e!l. (United S'tates of America) sa.id that, if a consensus should emerge
to adopt the I:lexican proposal, his delegation "Tould have no objection.. However,
personally, he believed that to produce an annex as lengthy as 2,000 pages ,.,ould
"ce a sure wlay of keeping the naterial SeCiL"et; no one would read it. Presumably,
any re~uest for appropriation "'ould, have to be. submitted to the Advisory COJ!lluittee
on lidministrative and Budce'tary Questions e Althoueh therewe.s provision in General
JI.s::'Gllbly resolution 32/214 for unforeseen and e~raordinary expenses, he did
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not believe that supplementary appropriations for the special session came -into

that category. The expenditure $.hould be absorbed within existing appropriations

for the bienniUID., even tl-:oug.1l the- need to have the documents printed outs ide would

~ue tha+: difficult.

11. Mr. BARrQ! (CanadE') sai.d that he found it some'!-1hat difficult to accept the

idea contained in··Cont'crence Room Paper 17 that the proI:0sed annex should be

circulated before it was ready in all six lanBuages. If the Arabic version "TaS not I

ready in tiIte, he '-Tould prefer to see the final report circulated in :ill official

languages and then all language versions of the annex circulated simultaneously at

a later stage.

12. The CI:llIFEfll snic1. th .....t it i.-Tro.S only the IlTc.bic l~-nGucG~ 'T.-::-sicn 1-ihich ~cscd

certain pract1caJ. problems, but he understood that every effort would be m..~de to

have all the documents ready in Arabic as soon as possible. There i-laS no question

tbat all documentation would have .to be made a.vailable in all six languages.

13. Mr. I1ARUlU (Libyan Arab Jazna.hiri~ra) said that ~he second para[':,raph of

Conference Room Paper 17 stated clee.rly that the documentation should be ,'e,roduced

in six lane;uages and he could not l.:.11derstand vThy Arabic had been singled out in the

statement of financial implications 11 since the problems involVed ~;ere prac"ticaJ

rather than financial. Eis deiee;ation would like to make .it Imol-Tn that t:iere could

not be a special session without docum~ntation and interpretation in all six

languages•.._The Preparatol'Y Committee could not advise or recorninend t~e Gener8.l

Assembly or its subsidiary bodies to t~e reea.::;ures w1"lich 'ttTould be in violation of

General Assembly resolutions which called for all. documents to be made available in

all official languages. Extraneous considerations could not be taken into account

and the Department of Conference Services should be prevailed upon, in the fevT

"Teeks reUlaining before the special session, to Cio its utn:.ost to have the

documentation translated and made availa.ble in all languages.. B;e s~ported the

view expressed by the representative of CanaCl.a that documents should be distz:ibuted

simultaneousl~r in all languages.

14. Hr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said it was sorcetimes difficult to be consistent, but

the Prepara.tory Committee should. bear in mind. General Assembly resolution

2837 (XXVI) which, in its annex I1, paragraph 107 (c), stated that "as a rule, no

previously. iss~led material snould. be incorporated in or a.ppended to reports i1
•.

15'. His delegation ,;{ould only agree to support the Ney.ican proposal on the

\ll1der,tal1ding that any exp~nditure vTould be .absorbed vdtbin ex~stibg appropriations.

16. .I.:lI'. truB~ (Iraq) stated ths.t the problem of the Arabic -lang~~e version v1as a

separa.te question. It seemed that the Secreta.riat did not cOl1sider Arabic as an

Official langua5e, othe~.;ise, the v10rk vTould already have been put in hand. Jle

.appreciated the suggestion made by the representative of Canada regarding

document distribution•

."17. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said that, since the material produced in conney.ion with

the activities of the Preparatory Committee had not been mc;,de available for general

distribution, it was important that the basic documentation should be provid.ed for
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all i!eniber States lJsfol'e or ci.urina the s;;:eciel session. It 'tlas assunled that
documentation ~·loulu. be e:w.ilcble in all lr.neuef:es, even if sOJte. of the earlier
doc~entation, for reasons be:ro\'ld ti1e control of ti.e Secrett!lriat.. could not be made
available ill Arr.l.oic. He "iondered if it had peer. intended to include the three
te.bu1s.tions ciraml up by the Secr6tl'l.rie.t. !t nlight' be possible to save some money
b~" oll1ittii,g thelil, s.inc~ "l:;hejr ""ere of a solte'tvhat transitory nature.

10. T"~e CIU\.IRl.uu~ said. it waG his im,:?ression tl~at the three. tabulations were to be
incltLclcd. Due note 't'lould -De taken of ~h.e COlliJller.:;;s mde- regardin8 the l'reparation ot
documentn:tion in Arabic. As Conference Room ?aper 17 made clear, the Secretariat
would do everything. posSible to mke the Arabic documentation available in time' for
the special session. If, tor lacl'..: of time, that proved to be impossible, i"t would
be circulated at 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 expenditurl!
could be t.bsorbed or not, ·but if it proved necessary to request supplementary
appropl'iationS, then that would. 'be d~ne through the competent bodies. If there
lrere no objections, he would take it that the Committee decided to annex the
documentation to its final report in all six official lanGuages.

19. It wa!. so deciciecl.

20. Hr,. KtIDBA (Iraq) sa.id he hoped that the Chairman's remarks with reeard to the
prepara.tion ot the documentation in Arabic 'uould be included in the decisIon.

21. The CHP.IRMAN announced tb,at the draft of the intr9duction to the final
document, which he had pI'epared, "Tould be circulatect the following day. It was
non-controYersial and he hoped ·that it l:rould be possible to adopt it for inclusion
in the final report, SUbject to any ne:cessary amendments. On the question of
non-governmental organizations a.nd research institutes, the officers were requesting
some aQditional information and hoped to be able to make a recommendation to the
Preparatory Committee at ita next meeting. The documents that had been received
from ·non-goverr..mental orean~zations were available to all members of the Committee~

22. The Drafting Groups and Sub-Drafting Groups were proposing to' complete their
l10rk by 19 April and it "ras hoped that by 20 April, at the latest~. it would be
p>ssible to circulate the draft of the final document. The draft of the final
report ",ould be circulated on 19 April. Obviously, any deciiaions talten between
tlien and the end of the session, such as a recommendation with re~ard to
non-governmental organizations' and research institutes, would have to be
incorporated into that draft.' He suggested that the Committee lilhould either hold
two meetings on 20 April and two on 21 April, or, alternativeIy, leave the morning
of 20 April free for deleGations to study all the drafts.

23. Replying to a question p\O.t by ~h". PFEIFFER (Federal nepublic of Germo.ny), he
sa.id that the list of delegates and summary records of the plenary meetin(!:s ",ould
be circulate", shortly.

24. Nr. LEmruYFjUX-COivm~Iqr: (France) aslted ...·,hether tht: Preparatory Committee ''lould
be meeti.Dt: as an informal worl:ing' Group or in plemiry on 20 and 21 April.

"
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25. i'ir. BARTON (Canada) proposed that the COF.mdttee should rooe"t as an informal
working group on the morni11g of 20 April and. endeavour to complete its work in two
plenary ~etings, on the afternoon of 20 April and the morning of 21 April •.

26. The CHAIR~~N said he was in the Committee's hands. He did not foresee many
difficUlties in adoptinc; the final report. i·lembers would recall that the
Preparatory Co1llIllit,tee' s report to the thirty-second session of the General Assembly
had been adopted without a single amendlllent. In any case, the amendments "Tere more
likely to be of a drafting nature. mlere the draft final docUIilent "ras concerned.
although there were many square brackets to be removecl in some sections, hp did not
believe there w;ow.d be any need for.renegotiation; it would only be needed to check
t1':a.t the docun:ents fully reflected the discussions in the Drafting Group and
Sub-Drafting Groups.

27. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (i.iexico) said that the Committee sho-ald follow the method
which had so far siven good results, naIilely to begin the meeting in formal,selJsion
.and then to reconvene as an informal working group should further neBotiation prove
necessary.

28. Hr. LE!mUYEUX-COHl~Tt1:i\r.J: (France) said that, ill the case of the (lraft t"inal
document, many delegations had not been able to participate directly in t11e lrork of
the Dr!30fting Group and Sub-·Drafting Groups and he foresavT that sorne of them liught
wish to introduce substantive amendments. t-lhen the Committee met as an informal
'\oTorking group every delegation shoulu. be free to give its comments or even to mslte
new proposals. Logically, the Sub-Drafting Groups shou1d report to the Draftin~

Group which would, in turn, report to the plenary, through the informal working
group. '}{ollever, there llould not be time to do that within the' space of' four
meetings. "

29. The CHAIRHAi~ sai" that the Chairman of the Drafting Group would be mkine; l:1is
final report at the <': ...'mmittee I s meeting on 19 April and ,.,.oulCi. inform members of' the
whole conduct of nee;otiR~ions in the Drafting Group and SUb-D~af'ting Groups.
DeleGations would obviously be given an opportunity to comment on the drafts.' As a
compromise, he suggested tnat the Committee should meet on the I::crnil1g of ~O April
with a view to holding another mee'tine- in the afternoon anc1. then try, if possible,
to complete its lo1ork on the morning of' 21 April. HO~Tever, provision could be I:1ade
f~r a further meeting on the afternoon of that day, if necessary. 'lIe agreed 1i'ith
the method of' vTorl;: proposed by the representative of i',!e;)d.co.

305 Replying to a question put by f'r. YA~~GO (Philippines), he said that the draft
of the final report should have been distributed by the ti.ue. th~ Chairman of the
Drafting Group made his report on 19 April and the draft fi11al document loTould be
circulated, at the latest, on the morning of 20 April.

31. If there was no objection, he would ta1!:e it that the Preparatory Committee
agreed to the proposed organization of work.

32. It was so decided.

The meeting rose ~t_..2....P.:E.'
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FIliAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE TO THE SPECIAL BI:5SIOB OF THE GENERAL
ASSEMBLY (continued)

1. The CHAIRt-IAlf drew "the Committee's atten"tion to the i.ssue or document
AIAfJ.187/l09, containing a background paper on disa.rmament and verification prepared
by the Secretariat; A/AC.181/nO, con'tainiwr a VOI,-king peper on international
mechanisms for disarmament su'tmitted by Italy; Conference Boom Paper !fo. 18,
coptaining the draft final report ot the Prepa.re:to17 CODIIli:t"tee; and Conference
Room Pa.per No. 19, containing the Chairman's, draft introdUction to the draft
final document for the special session.

2. Mr. BENSMAIL (Algeria), Rapporteur, introducing Conferen~e :t~ Paper No. 18,
s&id "tha"t "the draft final report provided a :f'ull. accoUIJt or the 1t01'k done by the
Commi"ttee at, all. i"ts five sessions. 1't vas concise. objective and fac"tual and
similar "to "the Committee's earlier report (A/32/lIl) 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 reprodu,ced "the opera"tive part of resolution 32/88 B. Section VII
described the organization of the.Committee's work in 1918. Section VIII listed
"the documen"ts submitted by f.fember States in 1918 and also "the SlDJIlJS.r;y rec~rds for
the meetings held in p1enary and in the Working Group in 1918. Section IX referred
to the Commi"ttee' s decision "to annex ail. i"ts official documents "to the dratt final
report in separate volumes.. Section X contained the reCODlDe!ldstions prepared by
the Committee in 1918 for submission 1:0 "the special session and noted that both the
recommendatiQns regarding non-governmental organizations and "the CoJmDittee's draft
final document for submission to the special session would be annexed-"to the draft
final report once "they had been -approved by 'the Preparatory ~t"tee. Be drew
at"tention to the fact that in paragraph 11 (3), "the word "eighth" should be
replaced by "tent~".

9. ~
attend t"
general

io. If
endorse
should b
Governme

li. It

7. AD
special
during t
work rem
negotiat·
of the
due to b
would th
He recOIDD
of State
on 9 Jun

many repr
be though
committee
which wo
machinery
would re

A/AC.187/SU.40

J9th _tf.!«

Weclnesdal. 19 AS"!! 121.8a at )1"J5 p•••

Cha11'1DU1..! 1Ir. OImZ • IOZlS (hpntina)

3., In the drafting groups, nego"tiations on the' drafts for 'the declaration,.
disarmament negotiating machinery and programme of action 'to be submitted "to the
special session had been conc.luded, and "the documents in question would be read7
for consideration in their final form OD 21 April..

4. Mr. VINeI (Italy) pointed out that document AlAC.181/nO submitted by his
delegation would barve to be inclUded in "the list of dOcuments contained:. in
paragraph III of Conference Room Paper Bo. 18.

5. !.fr. GARCIA ROBLES (Men,=o) pointed out th8."t docuuent A/AC.181155/Add.l
submitted by the Group of Non-aligned Conntries should aJ.so be incll.tded in that list.

RECOOMEBDATIOiiS OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE (continued)
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6. The CHAIBMAlf said that, in the course of consultations, a number of delegations
had asked how many sub-committees or 'Working groups- "the CoJEi"ttee ot the Whole of
the special session would have•. Any decision in that respect wuld have to be left
to the Committee of the Whole itself. However, as delegations needed to know hOlT
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many representatives to send to the session and the level ef such. representation,

he thought that the Preparutory Committee would be sate in assuming that th~

Committee of the Whole of the special session would have -two working groups,. one of

which would work on the proglr"amme of action and the other on disarmament negotiating

machinery. Considerable pro~ess had been made on the declaration, so that all it

would require would be a few final touches.

7. A number of delega~jons bad also asked when the Committee of the Whole of the

special session would bel~in its work. Some had suggested that it should not meet

dlU"ing the general debate, while others had held the opposite view. As considerable

work 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 24 Ma.y, would be alrea.dy well under l1ay. The Committee of the Whole

would then have lU1til 26 June to complete its 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. Tile CHAIRMAN said tha.t thus far 14 Heads of State or Government ","ere due to

attend the': special session and would be free to speak at any time during the

general debate.

io. If there l1as 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 wel'e speaking in the general debate.

11. It '\r.?S.S so decided.

12. The CHAIRMAN recalled that, at the fourth session of the Committee, it had

been suggested that non-govermnental organizations should draw up a. 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 l-lhole and that two meetings of that Committee

should be allocated to statements 'by such organizations. In that ~onnexion, he

drew attention to a telegram received from Editb Ba,11antyne, President of the

Confer·ence 'of ~Ton-Governmenta1Organizations in Consultative Status with the

Eeonomic and Social Council and Convener of the Co-ordinating Group, and to a

memorandum from the Speaker's Committee of the Conference of lion-Governmental

organizations (CONGO), both 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 COlIGO 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 own

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 .Chairman ot the
Committee of the ~fuo1e asked to €nfor~e these time limits strictly; (3) each
speaker, while representing his Ol~ her ow organization, also w-il1 speak in
ways to enhance the contrib\l-tion of the entire NGOcommunity to
disarmament; (~) each speaker will. attack no State or group of states;

, (5) organizations and their speakers are to. follow the general debate and the
specia1 s'ession so that their statements are well informed on United Nations
disarmament work.

"On the basis of further consultations with the Chairman of the Prepa.ratory
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 So group meeting of all speakers with the Chairman of the CQmmittee
of the 't'lho1e to confer on detailed plans and u.nderstandings for the programme
of addresses; (2) setting the date required for submission ot names of
speakers; (3) establishing a simplified and effective liaison and coordinating
p~cess for completing the plans for the programme of NGO speakers and
accompariyingactivities."

13. The' Bureau had subsequently ciiscussed the whole issue of participation by
non-governmental organ~zations and research institutes in the ~rk of the ~~ecia1
~ession and had reached agreement on the following 'POints by consensus:,' that each
representative of a non-governmental organization or research institute should spewt
for not more than 12 minutes in the' Committee of the l'1hole so that a total of
25 'speakers could be heard at the t1J:'O meet'ings allocated to such organizations and
institutes; ·.'Dd that the list of non-government'al organizations submitted by
Edith 'Ba11antY'ne .was incomplete and should inclUde non-gover11Illenta1 organizations
from'developing countries. In that connexion, the Chairman had received from the
President of the t'1orld Peace Council a. copy of a telegram. sent to Edith Ba11antyne
indicating that the list she had drawn up was neither balanced nor representative.
Accordingly, the, Bureau had decided that the list should also inclUde a
representative of Japanese non-governmental organizations and the citizens of
Hiroshima anc. Nagas8.ki, in view of the special nature of their case. The Bureau
had also discussed a request for permission to address the special session from the
Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), which was very active in
favour of disarmament, and had decided that that request should be dealt with at
the same time as similar requests from other research institutes.

14. 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 organizations and institutes should be
approved in final form by the. Committ'ee of' the lfuole at its first meeting. He
also recommended that the day allocated to non-governmental organizations and
research institutes should be 12 June, the first available day atter the end of the
general debate.
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15.· Mr. HARRY (Austr81ia) said he !Jresumed that the non-goverr..mental organizati.ons
liated by FAith Ballantyne would not have to wait until the speci&!. sessiop to hear
whether 1;hey would be participating in the session. He therefore suggested, that,
subJect to &D7 additions which might make the list more balanced) tho~e

organizations already liSted should be able to assume that the~ would be
participating in the special session and would be able to start prepariI18 their
statements ac~ordingly.

16. The CJIA]JU\fAN endorsed the suggestion made by the representative of AustraJ.ia I

end said that it would also cover the representatives of Japanese non··governmental
organiza1;ions and the citizens of Hiroshima' and Naga.sa~..:i and' any non-governmental
organizations from developing countries which might be added to the list.

11. Mr. SOKALSKI (Po1"l11d) said that, if the list "T8.S to be more bala.nced
g~grapbically, more socialist countries would also have to be represented. The
World Peace Council telegram referred to by the Chairman had in fact indicated that
the list vas politically and geographically unrepresentative in that it failed to
give adequate repre$entation to non-governmental organizations from Latin Americ3:,
Africa, Asia and the socialist countries.

18•. Mr. MtJTuKtlA (Zambia) pointed out that at the previous session, a number of
delegations ha.d. aJ.ready drawn attention to the lack of balance in the
representation of non··governmental organizations. He was surprised that the
Don-governDiebta1 organizations had not tried to rectify that situation, and he
boped that they would do so before the special session.

19. The CHAIRW\,N said it was only fair to point out that the non-governmental
organizations had to face many problems, i.ncluding shortage of time: and 'Would have
difficulty in submitting an agreed list quicltly. HO~Tever~ the interval .befo~e the
meeting of the Committee of the t-raole on 1 June would be long enough for them to
make additions to their list on the basis of the Committee's recommendations.

20. }.fr. KUBBA (Iraq) and l.u-. MESHARRAFA (EGYPt) agreed uith the representa.tive of
Zambia tha.t the present list was insufficiently balanced, and that more s-r>eakers
trom the developing countries were needed.

21. Mr. ADEUIJI (Nigeria), speaking on a related issue ,. ref'erred to the· statement
by' the representative of' UNESCO at the preceding meeting concerning tbe programme
on disarmament questions launched by illm:SCO and suggested that the Committee should
consider inviting the Director-General of U~!ESCO to describe the piogramme to the
special session.

22. Mr. MISTRAL (France) supported the proposal of the represen:tative of Nigeria.

23. The CHAIRHAlil said that· the matter 'Would be dealt with ~Then a. decision I'i.d been
taken concerning the non-governmental organizations. He asked whether the
Committee approved the procedures for representation of' tIle non-governmental
organizations proposed by the Bureau.

24. It was so decided.
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25. l:t-. OGISO (Japan) sai~ that his delegation and Government were grateful for
the consideration and sympathy show tq the Japanese non-governmelital organizations
and the citizens of Hiroshima and Ilaga~alti by including them in the list ot
speakers. It was, well known that the JaT.lanese 'Ceo'Dle had been the first victims of
a nuclear explosion, and it was therefor~ reasonabie that Japanese representatives
should s!'eak.

26. 1\1r. ,P.B:HE (United Kingdom), recalling that .his delegation had originally made
the proposal' that a day Should be set aside for the non-governmental organb.ations,
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 honour ot speaking to the Committee of the l-Ihole, and lloped that a list which
,.,as both geographically and politically balanced could be produced~

27. The CHAIRi·fAN 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 millSCO to state that agency's views and describe its work on disarmament. topics.
If such an invi~ationwas to be issued, the' level of part.icipation must also be
decided.' The only precedent, relating to a specialized agency had been a previous
invitation issued to the Executive Director of the International Atomic Energy
Agency. The problem was that a number of specialized agencies might wish, to
participate. .

28. i,jr. VINCI (Ital.y) said that he had been deeply impressed by the statement made
by the representative of mlESCO at the preceding meeting. l-Jhile he favoured
inviting the Director-General of UlIJESCO to speak at the specia1 session,; the other
specialized agencies would then have an equal claim for inclusion, since aJ.1 their
worl~ was concerned with peace and co-operation. Ho,.,ever, 'UNESCO's pr:lgramme of
action was in line ,nth the work done in the Preparatory Committee, and he therefore
favoured representation from that ,agency.

29., Mr. BA.BTmJ (Canada) sue.gested that the Bureau could be empowered to take any
interim action required in relation to the specialized agencies, informing them of
the forthcoming special session and inviting them to speak if they wished.

30. rir. PALMA (Peru) said that the :t.!igerian proposal had great merit. The Genera.1
Confe~ence of UNESCO had adopted an important resolution on disarmament, and the
vielTs of tha.t agency ,.,ould be of Bl"eat interest to the Genera.1 Assembly at its
special session. Furthermore, the lqigerian proposal implicitly raised the question
of the arrangements to be made concerning participation by organizations in the
United I1fations system~ a question on which further consultations were required.

31. lire FOKIIm (Union ot Sovie't Socialist Republics) asked whether any other
United Nations bodies had expressed a desire to make a statement during the specia.1
session devoted to disarmament.

32. The ClfAIBt-ii\N sa.id that the Secretariat had received an informal request, from
the Adminis·trator ot urmp. who had expressed in'terest in statinG that body' s views
on disarmament.
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33. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) .agreed with earlier speakers that it would be wise to
hold further consultatiqns on the question 01' participa.tion by organizatioi!s·of the
United Nations system. His suggestion with rega.rd to UNESCO had been made because
that organization had a programme ot action on disarmament, al1d ~onsequently its
view~ would be extremely pertinent to the work of the General Assembly at the
special session. At the same time,· there l'1ereother· United Nations organizaticoiS
whose views would 'be relevant. 'Furthermore, the contributions to be made by
research institutes such as SIPRI should not be overlooked.

34. The CHAIIUWI said it was clear from the discussion that some members wished to
defer a decision until the following meeting.

35. He info1'Dled tbE' Committee that. the Permanent Observers of the Holy See. and
SWitzerland had expressed interest in t:~rticipating in the £en~rQ.l debate which
would be held at the special session. As they were in a position to make valuable
contributions, he suggested that th~ Preparatory Committee might wish to invite
them to make statements on the last dq of the general debate.

36. Mr. BARTON (Canada) said that to invii.ie the Permanent Observers of the Holy See
and SWi~zerland might give rise to a flood of requests from other permanent
observers.
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37. Mr. FIS~ (United states ot America) suggested that a decision Sbould be
deferred pending consultations.

38. Mr.VINCI (Italy) said that Stdtzerland, by virtue ot its Vocation for peace)
wisdom and centuries of military experience, and the Holy See, by virtue of its
mral·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 a pragmatic approach and deal with such
requests as they were received.

39. The CBAIR~·lAll reminded members that Sttitzerland vas the host country of the
Conference of the Committ.ee on Disarmament and many other international
organizations. He believed that that consideration and the pertinent comments made
by the representative 01' Italy should be taken mto account in reaching a decision.

. However, since some delegations required time for consultations, Q' 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.
Chaimanl lIr. ORTIZ DE ROUS (Argentina)

FIlfAL REPORT OF THE PREPARATORY, COHMITTEE TO THE SPECIAL SESSIOl~ OF THE GENERALASSEMBLY (Conference Room Paper 1'To. 18 and Add.l) (continued)

1. The CHAIRr.wT drew attention to Conference Room Paper ~10. IS/Add.l, whichcontained changes and additions to be made to the draft final report in ConferenceRoom Paper 210. ls,8.

2. He said that he had requested the opinion of the Office of Legal Affairs withregard to 'the proposal made at the previous meeting by the representa'tive ofIUgeria to recommend that the General Assembly should invite the Director-Generalof UImSCO to 'participate ,in the special session d~voted to disarmament. Accordingto the opinion furnished by that Office, there was only one precedent for theparticipation in the General Assembly's debates in plenary meetings of the,executive head or director-general of a specialized agency or other body relatedto the United ~Jations - that' of the International At~mie Energy Agency (IAEA).Under the Agreement governing the relationship between the United Nations andIAEA" the Director General of !AEA could participate in plenary meetings of theUnited l'Jations General Assembly, and had in fact done so in order to presentthe annual report of IAEA., The Office of Legal Affairs added that only on oneother occasion~ at a formal ceremony, the Director-General of ILO had spokenat a plenary meeting of the General Assembly during consideration of the itementitled IIFiftieth anniversary of the International Labour Organisation". As tothe possible participation of the Director-General of urmsco in the special sessionof the General Asse~bly~ the Office of Legal Affairs i~dicated that article 3,parf.l,graph 3, of the Agreement between UNESCO and the United Iiations did notcontain a speci fic provision concerning that question, except in regard toconsultations of an exclusively educationai-, scientific or cultural nature.

3. Mr. VELLODI (India) said that the past practice outlined in the opiniongiven by the Offic:e of Legal Affairs not, only did nO,t preclude following theprocedure proposed by the, delegation of rTigeria~ but even included t~·o cases inwJ1ich a similar procedure had been followed. He wished to know whether therewere any pre'cedents for rejecting requests of tha.t nature tor substantive orlegal reasons. Otherwise, he would strongiy support the proposal to recommendthat an invitation should be extended to the Director-General of UNESCO, which,as part of the United Nations 'system, should be treated differentl;y- fromorganizations outside the system.

4. The CI!AIFU~l replied that the op1n10n given by the Office of Legal Affairsmentioned no precedent for rejecting a request ,of a nature similar to that beingco~sidered. The General Assembly had sovereign cOIm;letence to lay down its ownprocedures and COuld, if it so desired, invite the Director-General of UHESCOto participate in its deba.tes, given the interest sholffl in that organization'scontribution to the subject of disarmament'. The Preparatory Committee, for itspart, could recommend that the General Assembly take a decision to that end.
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5. Miss FAROUrc (Tunisia) sa.id that, particularly in the li~ht of the information
given by the 'Cilairman, she supported the proposal to reconm~nd that the
Director~Genera.lof tnIESCO should be invited.

6. f~. HARRY (Austr~ia) requested a clarification concerning 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 f~lt that participation in
those debates should be confined to States Members of the United Nations. There
were other occa~ions when the General Assembly might feel '~he need to receive
information from other persons, or to hear distinguished leaders and, 't-There
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 tl-TO categories indicated,
and it might be appropriate to invite him to partici:9ate in the worlt of. the
Ganeral Assembly at its special session in order to furnish info:.:matiOl.. on mlESCO
prograrllmes relating to disarmament, but without that impJ..ving a right to
participate in the ~eneral debate. '

7. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) said that his proposal covered the two hypothetical
cases mentioned by the representative. of Australia. Nith regard to the
participation of the Director-General of UNESCO in the work of the' special
session in general, it appeared that the Preparatpr.Y Committee had already t&~en

u favourable position. The' fact was that of all the bodies ~'Thich the Preparatory
Committee had invited to participate in its work, as indicated in paragraph 10 of
Conferenc.~_Room Paper No. 18, only mm:sco and IAEA had shmm 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 lAEA be invited to make a statement, to the Assembly
at its special session devoted to disarmament (A/32/38l, para. 14). He
therefore suggested that the Preparatory Committee should make a similar
recommendation to the General Assembly in respec~ of the Director-General of
UNESCO. In that way, th/a Director-General could outline "-he uorJ.~ of UNESCO to
the Assembly, and the UIiJESCO staff co,.ud participate in the work of the Pain
Committees.

9. l.fr. ERl'YEHA.Iffl (Belgium) said it was necessary to proceed very pr1idently :i.u
the matter before the Committee and to abide by the principle tilat par~icipation

in the plenary meetings of the General Assembly should be reserved for States
l~mbers of the United Nations. The legal opinion before the 'Committee was an
inade,quate basis for a decision or a recommendation the case of lAEA '\Tas
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-General'of UlIESCO mi~ht

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 Committee
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Ol" otb.er workinl3 groups. ~l(j mo):"{ ~ ~ow.d be done in the case of the Director·-General
of m~DSCO th$n in t~, case of two States not Members of the United Nations
who~e possible participation in the special session was being considered, namely~

th~ Holy See and Switzerland; The solution to that problem rested with the
General Assembly, and the Preparatory Committee could do no more than recoum:.-end
its inclusion" together with a written legal o:pinion~ among the issues to be
settled by the General Assembly 'upon the opening of the special session.

10. The CHAIRk...AIi said that the opini,on given by the Office of Legal Affairs
referred 'to two !}reCedeilts in which States not 1!embers of the United Nations had
been invited to participate in the general deb~te: l3.t·the thirtieth session,
on the recommendation of, the General Committee, it had been decided to invite
the Permanent Observ.ers of the Democratic Republic of Viet-Iqam and of the
Republic of South Viet-Nam to participate in the general debate, and both had
made statemen~s at the 2354th meeting, held on 19 September 1915; and at the
thirty-first session, a similar invitation had been extended to the Permanent
OblServer of the Socialist Republic of Viet Ham, who had made a statement at the
plenary meeting held on 26 rTovember 1916. .

11. i·Ir. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that acceptance of the proposal by the
rYigerian 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 reco~ndations. Even had there been no precedents - and theTe
was a pre~~dent at least in the case of IAEA - that would not stand in the way
or issuing' an invitation as proposed, since the special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament would be the first devoted to tha1;; item (aJ,.though
it ,Tould be the tenth special session of the General Assembly), and it was
urderstandable that there ,.,ere no precedents. It would be enough to consider
the interest shown b;ol the agency in the questions considert.d by the kisemb'
and both the partici"""ltion of UNESCO in the work of the Preparatory Commit'\.· " ?"J

mentioned in paragraph 10 of Conference Room Paper 1'10. 18 ~ and t~e recent .
activi" tes of that organization in connexion WJ.th disarmament and its shcl"t-~ .rm
prozramme on that SUbject) as outliried by its representative at the 39th meeting
of the Preparatory Ccmmittee, fully indicated that interest 0 He therefoxoe
supported the NiBerian proposal.

12. The CHAIm!lhl' noted a divergency bet"Teen the Nigerian p:,;"oJ.",osal, supported by
various delegations, to recommend that the Director-General of illJESCO should be
invited to fK,'\rticipate in the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disa.rma.ment, and the position of Belgium, which propose4 that the General Assembly
should de,;:ide the matter ,rithout the Committee making 'any recommendation. Since
the Committee had hitherto talten all its decisions by consensus, it would be
appropriate to hold consulta~lons among inte~~sted delegations in order to prepare
a decision based on consensus. If there ,l~re no objections., he would take it
that the Committee wished to adopt that app~oach.

13. It was so decided.

14. The CHAIIDWi informed the Committee that consultations '((ere continuing with
reGard~to the possib:.-it.., ,::.+ recollU'llendin~ that the Holy See and St,Titzerland should
be inrited to make G·~""tements before the General Assembly at its special session,
and annour.c:edthat 'b'l' .':!ommittee "ould continue its discussions as a 1'10rldng Gron::,:.

The meeting rose a\i 4.20 p.m.
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Fridaz, 21 April li~., at 11022 a.m.

Cba.i1'lll!D.c Mr. ORTIZ DE ROUS (Argentina)

p~mCIPAL DOCUMENTS OF THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

A/AC.187/SR.42

1. The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's attention to Conferen~e Room Paper No. 20,
entitled "Draft final document", w'\..··.ch had been circula"ted in all the working
languages, and 'to C.onference Ro'om Paper No. 18/Add.2, which was available a.t
present only in\English and contained tho changes made by the Working Group in
the draft final report.

2. He recalled that the previous day the Working Group had considered the Nigerian
proposal to invi"te 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. ADENIJI (Nigerie) read out the propoeal that had emerged from the
consu1tations with the Belgia'1. delegation: "::3earing in mind the special programne
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 disarmronent." The
proposal, which was based on a similar invitation from the First Committee to the
Director-General of IAEA, did not state that the Director-General of UNESCO would
participate in the general debate.

4. Mr. ELLIOTT (Belgium~ said that Belgiu:n had expressed reservations concerning
the initial text because it had referred t~ participation by a United Nations
specialized agency in the generaJ. 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 Nigeria was adopted.

6. The CHAIRMAN recalled that he had recently informed the Cornmittee that the
Permanent Observers (If the Holy See and Switzerland wished to sta.te their views at
the t~ecial session, a~ ~ result of 'which a brief debate had arisen; he had learned
in informal consultations that the two ~ermanen~ Observers had decided to reconsider
the situation 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 and to the Permanent Observers of the Holy See and Switzerland for the1r
contribution to the cause of disarmament and for the interest with which they
had followed the Committee's work since its inception.

7. 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 examined at informal meetings. Some delegations had supported the
document, and he was grateful to them; however, in view of the reservations expressed
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by the otilers, he had decided to withdraw it formally. AccQrdingly, the General
Assembly W'ould have to prepare an intxooduction accepta.ble 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 tha.t the document had dot 'met with unanimous
approval in the COJ1\lllittee.

9; The CHAIRMAlI said that he had wiRhed to make sure that the text did not give
rise to any controversy; however, any delegation which felt that the draft
introduction had some merit was completely free to ma.ke use of it.

la. Mr. HARRY (Australia) said tha.t 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.

li. Mr. GARCIA ~OBLES (Mexico) again expressed his gratitude to the Chairman for
his draft introductir"'O, which, he felt, could win genera.l apprQval. To be sure,
rummary records had 'been prepared for the opr~n meetings and for the closed
meetings of the Committee as (, working group, and document AIAC .18T/SR •W9 related
solely to the draft intrOduction prepared 1,' the Chairman. However, his delegation
did not want the 100 or so Member States not represented in the Committee, which
were UDaware of that text, to think tha.t the Chairman had not prepa.red his draft
introduction. as requested. He was still convinced of the value of the draft and
considered it a praisewortby effort to clescribe the situation objectively and
concisely and to state the rea.sons which had motivatp.d the convening of a special
session devoted to disal'lI1SJ1!ent. In order not to pl,.l,cA at a disadvantage the States
which had not read it, his delegation, supported by ihe Swedish delegation,
requested. that the Chairman' ~ draft introduction should be reintroduced a.nd
suggested that the full text should be issued in square brackets, which would m.ake
it possib1.e 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. BEPBURN (Bahamas) fully enlorsed the views of the Indian, Australian and
Mexican delegations.

-", ..-- .---- ---------
13. Mr. BERG (Sweden) felt that the Chairman's draft introduc1;ion was excellent
both in substance and in form. For that rea.son, he had joined the representative
of Mexico in reque~ting that tbe document should be reintroduced a.na included 
between square brackets if necessary - in the draft final document which would be
sUbmitted to the special session.

1J,.. Mr. MISmAL (France) also endorsed the draft introduction prepared by the
Chairman and supported the proposa.l by the representative of Mexico to retain the
text, while reserving the right to revise all o~ pa.rt of it at the special session~

15~ Mr. MESHA1mAFA (Egypt) and Mr. HACHEME (Benin) expressed their admiration for
the way the Chairman had carried out his task snd their regret that he had decided
to withdraw his draft introduction ..
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16. The CHAI~~ ~aid that his draft introduction would be reintroduced by the
~jexican and Swedish delegations and issued between square bracltets.

17. He recalled that the closed meetings held by the Committee as a Working Group
had been recorded in summary 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 seneral distribution.

18. 1~. HARRY (lustra~ia), supported by the Indian deleBation, said that
according to established usase, closed meetings were not recorded in summary
records and that it had been asreed that summary records A/AC.187/SR.Wl9 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 seneral distribution
was, of course, for the Committee to decide. Since the formula he had sugsested
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 C01IJMI'ITEE TO THE SPECIAL SESSION (continued)

21. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to proceed to the se~ond reading of the
draft report (Conference Room P-:-per No. 18). Some changes, issued as Conference
Room Paper. l~o. 18/Add.2, had b~ .! 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 chanBes. The first two sections,
entitled "Introduction" and llOrgalliz8o'don of' the Committee's Work in 1977", 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
Committee's 17th meeting would be stated in the fir.al report.

23. Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria) asked whether the rest of the first sentence of
paragraph 33 after the 'VCI'd "consenslls" would be changed.

24. The CHAIRMAN replied that it would not.

25. ~~. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) observed that in section VIII the list of documents
ill paragraph 41 did not include the draft introducti on prepared by the Chairman. He
believed, therefore, that the following subparagraph should be added: "Uorking
paper entitled 'Draft intrOduction to the final documentO submitted by Mexico and
S'o1eden". The text itself would appear between square brackets in the draft final
document, as had been aBreed.
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26. The CHAInMAN said that the draft introduction should indeed be added to thelist in paragraph 41. In addition, in section X, paragraph 53 would probablycontain the recommendation reia:ting to UImSCO which the Committee had approved atthe beginning of the meeting, and the present paragraph 53 would become paragraph 5ls..
21. )fr. ELLIOTT (Belgium) said that, to jUdge by the reactions which it hadelicited., the proposal made by the Belgian delegation the preceding day concerningparagr~ph 48 of the Committee's report had not been introduced with sufi"icientclarity and its interpretation had giv~n rise to some conf'usion. His delegation hadby no means intended to propose that the COiiIIilittee should impose the rule ofconsensus on the General Assembly, whose ruJ.es of procedure could not be amendedin that way.

28. Like a number of other delegations, .the Belgian delegation had supported theidea of preparing a singl.e document because it bad believed that, by using thatdevice, it would be possible to unite the :four sections within one and the sameconceptual :framework; however, it had assumed that the Camnittee lfould reach a.consensus on the text as a l'Tho1.e. It -would bf: a pity if ~ome countries, -becausethey were unable to approve or accept some o:f the provisions in the :final documentat the special session, subsequently :felt bound to reject the text as a. whole onace,ount of the Committee's decision to submit a single :final. document.

29. In connexion with his delegation's vievpoint, it bad- been argued that theCommittee could not revert to a decision which it had taken at i:ts meeting on10 April; his delegation there:fore wished the swmnary r~cord o:f the currentmeeting to indicate that a number of delegations had accepted the recommendationconcerning a single :final document contained in paragraph 48 cnJ.y because they hadtaken it for grairted that the .ork would l:!ontinue to advance on the ba&is ofconsensus and that the adoption of the :final document would not constitute anexception.

30. Mr. MISTRAL (France) said that his delegation's interpretation was consonantin every way with the interpretation just given by the Be1gian delegation.

31. The CHAIRMAN observed that processing of the draft l'i~ document bad alreadybegun when the Mexican delegation had proposed, at the meeting held in thea:fterooon o:f the previous day ~ that in t,he :final version, the title o:f ~he dra:ft:final document should 't' amended as indicated in paragraph 53 of Qon:ference RoomPaper No. l8/Add.2~ namely: "Draft resolution embodying a draft finaJ. document o:fthe special session o:f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament."

32. As the dra:fting groups and subdra:fting groups had had plem,y 01' time todiscuss the contents o:f that document, and bearing in mind its size, he doubtedwhether there was anything to be gained by reconsid-ering it pu-agraph byparagraph and suggested that the Commi:ttee should discuss it as a whole.
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33. Mr. ABBE (United Kingdom) obsel""tred that the f'oot=.note on page 12 of'
Conference Room Paper No. 20, under the heading "j(JJ!Bj", erroneously indicated
that 'the full text of 'the Treaty would be inserted "Then available, whereas the
intention was to insert the of'f'iciaJ. title of' the Treaty.

34. The CHAIRU@! said that the remark of' the representa.tive of' the United
Kingdom was qui'te pertinent.

35. l~. BENSMAIL (Alg~ria),* 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 all
the delegations whfch were members of the Committee•

..
36. He associated himself with the ChaiT.man's observations concerning the first

.page of that document,wose final version should refle,t:t 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 ti'tle of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty.

31. 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 01:'
Mr'. Vt1kovi;: (Yugoslavia). As all. the deleg&'tions would have noted, there were
no square brackets in the draft resolu'tion, on which agreemen't 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
appraisal" had yet to be agreed. The paragraph concerning the role of. t:1e United
riations was still in dispute. The part entitled "Goals and priorities" contained
a consolidated text, although .some of the wording had not yet be~n agreed. Some
progress had been made in connexion with the part entitled "Principles", but there
were still fundamental differences, some of which ,vere connected with related
questions dealt with in the programme of action, inclUding nuclear-weapon-free
zones, zones of peace and the. unbar.pered transfer of nuclear technology.

38. The part relating- to machinery for negotiating disarmament measures had
been partially consolidated. The subdrafting group had succeeded in dra'toTing up
some paragraphs, but a number- of questions had not been settled and would have
to be negotiated a't the special session itself. Those questions inclUded,
inter alia, the role of the United Nations in 'the field of disarmament, the
establishment of a d,eliberative organ in the field of disarmament, the restructuring
of CCD'and the strengthening of its links with the General Assembly, and the
\'1orld 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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40. The draft programme of action contained, in square brackets, a new part Dentitled "Implementation of disarmament agreements". That part consisted chiefly ofthe new proposals submitted by France and the ~retherlands concerning theestablishment of an international observation satellite agency and an international.disarmament organization. The proposals had not been thoroughly discu~sed in thesubdrafting group and therefore remained in square brackets.

44. He expressed his deep appreciation for the valuable assistance and wise counselwhich the Chairman had unstintingly given him in carrying out' his mission. He wasgrateful. to all the members who had participated in the negotiations for the~r

39. The subdrafting group on the programme of action had also recorded someprogress. Commendable efforts had. been made to consolidate texts which at theoutset had merely stated the positions of' the different delega.tions or of groups ofdelegations. In addition, the negotiations had helped to clarify positions and toidentify the difficulties and problems. Progress had been made in drafting the partentitled "Other weapons of mass destruction", in which the number of squa"'~ -,cketshad been considerably reduced. The same was trp.e of the parts relating toconventional weapons, reduction of' military bUdgets and armed forces, and othermeasures to strengthen international security and to build confidence, although anumber of square brackets remained. Furthermore, appreciable progress had been madein drafting the parts entitled "Disarmament and development" and "Information".

41. No significant progress had been possible on some basic questions, includingnuclear disarmament, non-use of nuclear weapons, nuclear-weapon-free zones, zones ofpeace and non-proliferation, in spite of the laudable efforts made by delegations.Those complex and difficult problems should certainly be thoroughly discussed andrecei:ve,special attention from all delegations prior to the special session.

43. He had dwelt on some aspects of the work of the two subdraftiug groups becauseit seemed necessary. to highlight the progress made in carrying out the mandate lThichthe Committee had received from the Gener.al Assembly and to indicate the many basicquestions on which agreement had not been possib~e. The scope and complexity ofthe task which remained to be accomplished at the special session could not beminimized, but he was convinced that the task was not impossible if the spirit ofcompromise and dialogue which had so far. characterized the Committee's proceedingsprevailed during the final stage.

42. The last two parts of the programme of action, namely, parts H and I,. respectively entitled "Comprehensive programme tor di~armament" and "Guidelines forimplementation", had been fully reproduced in square brackets in the same form asin Conference Room Paper No. 15. The subdrafting group had decided not to considerthem at the present juncture owing to their clearly direct connexion with thequestion of machinery, which had not yet been settled. The square bracketsconcerned simply indicated that the contents of the two parts had not beennegotiated. With respect to the declaration, the titles "Review and appraisal","Goals and pl'iorities tf and llprinciples" should be in square brackets; all were. ag:reed that the titles should not appear in the final document and that theirpurpose was to simplifY reference and negotiation.
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co-operation throughout the Committee's deliberations. He also thanked all the
officials in the United Nations Centre for Disarmament and the Secretariat, 1·,ho had
spared no effort in facilitating his task, often under very difficult circumstances.

45. The CEAIRr~~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.

a
made 46~ It was so decided.
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41. The CHAIRMA,lI said that he wished to make it clear that the draft introduction
submitted by Mexico and Sweden would also appear in square brackets' in the draft
final docwnent, of which it ~,ould constitute section I; if he had understood
correctly, the repr.esentative of Mexico had proposed the previous day that the
title and number of the preamble should be deleted, although the paragraphs would
be retained, and section I containing the draft introduction would follo"\-,
immediately.

48. Mr. FISHER (United States of .America) observed that there had been 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 changed. _
He pointed out that the second paragraph of alternative 2 under the heading "/SALT!"
(p. 11) vas in fact a separate alternative. His delegation would also lik~ 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
a.ccepting 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 1nth the suggestion
made by the representative of 'Mexico and that it would take the form indicated in
para.graph 53 of the draft final report of the Preparatory Committee (Conference Room
Paper No. l8/Add.2). He proposed that the t:'tle of section IV of the draft final
document - "Machinery for disarmament negotiations" - should revert to the
formul.ation "Machinery" used in Conference Room Paper No" 20 9 since it was a fact
that the machinery envisaged would cover more than negotiations. lThile recognizing
that the proposal of the representative of the Uni"~ed States l-Tith regard to
alternative 1 Lt the bottom of pa5e 13 of Conference Room Paper No. 20 was well
founded, his delegation believed that the representative of the United States, in
collaboration odth the Rapporteur, might be able to find a new wording for the first
part of' th~ sentence, now 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 t it was his
understanding that the text of the introduction would follow the draft resolution
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and would form section I. His delegation wished to know whether the text of thatintroduction would be published partly or wholly in square brackets and to pointout that it was not mentioned anywhere that~ unlike the other sections of the finaldocument, the text of the introduction had been given only preliminary consideration.That fact should be made c;Lear in the draft final document, so that the squarebrackets would not give tHe impression that the text had be~ri co~tested by a largenumber of delegations.

52. The CHAIRMAN, in response to the last proposal made by the representative ofIndia, suggested that, with the approval of the representative of Mexico, afoot-note should be added to indicate that the tex~ of the introduction had beenbriefly considered by the Committee as a working group but had not been debated inthe Drafting Group. He did not think there would be any objections to the firsttwo proposals. made by the representative of India.

53. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) said that his delegation had no objection tosection IV of the draft final document being entitled simply "Machinery" and wouldbe· prepared to accept whatever solution the Rapport'eur, the representative of Indiaand the Chairn:an considered appropriate with regard to the. square brackets in.alternative 1 on page 13 of Conference Room Paper No. 20. With regard to the thirdpoint raised by the representative of India, since the Rapporteur had indicated inhis statement, which would be reproduced in extenso, that i.t had not been possibleto consider one or two' parts of the draft final document, he wondered whether theRappQrteul: .Jllight not also point out that the Committee had not considered thedraft introduction either, since it had been submitted only at the present meeting.That was the solution he would pref'ei.", but if' the representative of India pressedhis suggestion, Mexico would not object.

54. It was decided to adopt the title "Machinery" for section IV of the draftfinal document.

55. The CHAIRMAI'J" said it was his understanding -that the members of the Committeewished to leave it to the Rapporteur, in consultation with the delegations of theUnited States and India, to solve the problem of the square brackets inalternative 1 on page 13 of' the draft final document. As to the clarificationrelating to the consideration given to the introduction to the draft final document,the comment made by the representative of M:exico was pertinent. Furthermore, itwould be appropriate to make it clear that the draft introduction had beensubmitted to the Committee at the last meeting of the session.
. .

56. Mr. ADENIJI (I~igeria) pointed out that paragraph 48 of the draft f'inal reportof the Preparatory Committee would have to be amended to bring it into line withthe amended title of section IV of the draft final document.

51. The CHAIRrv.1AN said that, personally, he would have tended to pr~fer the moreexplicit title "Machinery for disarmament negotiations". In any case, he feltthat the wording of paragraph 48 was sufficiently clear not to require amendment.
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58. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) agreed with the Chairman and said that it "lOuld 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 wordin~ of paragraph 48 of the draf't report
would therefore not be amended•

---00. -He suggested that the Committee should adopt its draf't final report as
amended, together with the draft resolution entitled "Draft resolution embodying
a draf't final docUment of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament", sUbject to the ame.a.mnents proposed by the delegations of' the United
States, India and Mexico.

61. It was so decided.

62.' 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 take 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 draf't final document as a wLole 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 problems 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 r.:eeting a week or 10 days before the s-pecial
session. If members of the Committee were in favour of that suggestion, he thought
that'the Rapporteur could be entrusted with arranging those conoultations.

63. The CHAIRl·1P,N said that that was a valuable initiative and suggested 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 CHAIRl-.1AN, before declaring the session closed, said he felt sure that the
members of the Committee shared his satisfaction at the work that had been
accom~lished during the fif'th session and at the atmosphere of cordiality and
mutual comprehension. in which the debates had taken place. He commended the
members of the Committee for the flexibility they had shown, which had made it
possible to adopt all decisions by consensus. That atmosphere had promoted all

exchange. of ideas which had been all the more fruitful because the discussions had
been devC)ted solely to the matter under consideration, namely, disarmament and
preparations for the special session, despite the well-know~ 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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preparation of' the draft f'inal document. Althoup)l he recognized that, given thecomplexity and dif'f'iculty of' the issues to be tackled, it had been somewhatunrealistic to hope that the Preparatory Committee ~yould be able to f'ind a solutionin every cases nevertheless, with a little more effort and good'~Till, the membersof the Committee might have been able to agre~ on more complete texts, inter aliaon the programme oC action and on machinery. From now on, tlie resp0z:lsibility vTouldrest with the special session of' the General Assembly, and he hoped that ~t wouldsucceed "There the Committee had failed. However, if the facts VTere to confirm t.hepessimism of those who claimed that the United Nations was incapable ofsuccessf'ully promoting a genuine disarmament process, then the special sessionwould disap:POint many legitimate hopes and, instead of giving new impetus to thecause of' disarmament, ~·,ould serve only to postpone indef'inite1y any ne"T initiativesin that field. He eY- _'essed the sincere hope that, on the contrary., the specialsession would represent a milestone in the Organization's efforts on disarmamentand that the General Assembly, by adopting the draft final document, would be ableto ensure that the special session had the favourable outcome that the whole worldwas ~l!aiting.

66. On beh~lf of all the members, he thanked the Committee's off'icers, Who,motivated by a spirit of' comprehension and friendship, had submitted proposalswhich 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 thathad arisen, had. amply contributed to the progress achieved in the preparation ofthe draft f'inal document and the draft report. He also thanked the Secretariatoff'icials, inter alia those from the Centre for .Disarmament.

67. The Chairman declared the session closed.

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.
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