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J.VlLG/acl 

The meeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m. 

t\GENDI\ ITEMS 34, 

49, 

, 4o, 41, 42, 44, , 47, 48 

and 53 (continued) 

THE CHJUmtJ\N: flfter hearing the statements of the representatives 

inscribed the ColYlr:Jit.L v; "" tai::e decisions ore the: 

following draft resolutions: .1/32/L. , ;C.jC.l/32/L.l8 and A/C.l/32/L. 

Nr. GARCII. ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): Even though 

the text of the drar't resolution in document 1-)C .1/32/L. on the 

i tern rep:a rd the bilaterel ta known as SALT is sufficient ex icit 

in i.tseJfJ I :ieve that in subnitting it no-1v o:Pc:'icia" before the First 

Committee - as I shall have the honour to do on behalf of the delegations of 

, Nigeria, 81-Jeden and Mexico - perhaps it \-Jill not be superfluous to make 

some comments and observations, the better to assess the significance and scope of 

the provisions of this draft resolution. 

I shall begin by saying tnat resolution .i\ (XXIV), vlhich is referred to 

in the first preambular paragraph, is the best proof of the interest with which 

the General \ssembly has been follmving the negotiations of the nuclear super-

Powers since the very inception of the Sf'.LT talks. That resolution, ,,.;as 

adopted on December 1969, that is to say barely a rr:onth after tLe ia ions had 

begun at Helsinld on Tlfoveober of the same year. 



(Mr. Garcia Robles) Mexico) 

The six resolutions nentioneci in the subsequent paragraph gave us 

of t.~ 

shc1rn con; i_H c0 12 c:cut:L '!I'; c:s 

the hrenty-seventh sessior., teld in , to the ttirty-first session, 

'vtich was held last year. It is tl::at same interest, tkn1 

since vrhat is at stake is the very survival of ;nankind, whicl:: 

explains 1vhy >tre believe trat the General Assembly should, ·;;1 

the resolution it adopts en this question, ei:.~>rR.·<s ~'.t 

of positive results durint: the last three years of those bilateral 

negotiations. 

last preambular paragraph of the draft resolution. 

11itt regard to the first two operative parat:;rapts of the draft 

resolution, "-P'' : 

made by the Heads of State of the tlvo major nuclear Fowers is that they should 

become part of the record of the United Nations. it vrill 

ntf~Lci the that 

1Jithin a frcm Jctober to 2 November , tliose two 

Heads of State made emphatic ;:d:;?,ten:::~/cs v:L the sj ficn 

they may have in the futur as well as because they essentially concur, 

I believe it to be my duty to read out here so that we may have a record 

t t:~e ver :::ord 

The President of the Jnited States, Mr. James Carter, said at the plenary 

meeting of the General Ass ::mbly \lhich \vas held on 4 October of this year: 
11 The United Stat,3s is to go as far as pass consistent 

with our security int;rests, in limiting and reducing our nuclear weapons. 

On a reciprocal basis we are now to reduce them by 10 per cent, 

20 per cent or even per cent. Then we >trill worl-~: for further reduction 

to a 'dOrld truly free of nuclear Tvreapons .n 

The President of the ;;upreme Soviet 

Party, Mr. Leonid I. Brezhnev, ir. a solemn statement n:ade on 2 November of this 

year said: 
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11 Today we are proposing a radical step : that agreement be reached 

on a simultaneous halt in the production of nuclear weapons by all States . 

All such weapons - whether atomic, hydrogen or neutron bombs or missiles. 

At the same time the nuclear powers could undertake to hegi n ~ gradual 

reduction of existing stockpiles cf such weapons, and move towards to 

thei r complete, total destruction. " 

These categorical stateme'<ts Jrad e at the hi c;hest levels shrAtlc'l 

obviously pr oduce pos i t.i ve res ul t.s . ll.r.cordingJ.y ) u e thot~cJlt t hat t.he 

best wording for operative paragr aph 3 would be t o invite the two countries 

" t o s trive to implement as soon as possible the foregoing declarations of 

t heir respective Heads of State11
• 

The penultimate paragraph stresses once again: 
11 t !1e neces s:i.ty and u:;: ~enc:y that the G.wer r.ments of 0otl1 cnnnt.ries reach 

nc;:!.·cement on impcrte.nt qu.alit ativP. U mitatir:·n.s ancJ. SL~~Jstantial reducti ons 

of their strategic nucl ear-ucaj_:'cn syst ems c.s c. pos i t i ve step tnrards 

nuclear disarmament ". 
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In operative paragraph 5, which is the last, the General Assembly, by 

adopting this draft reso:_ution, would reiterate "with special emphasis" its 

earlier invitation to bo·~h Governments 11 to keep the General Assembly informed in 

good time of the progresu and results of their negotiations" and express the 

hope of being able "to rE!ceive from them a special report in this regard during 

the eighth special session of the General Assembly11
• 

If it is not possible to approve this draft resolution by consensus - which 

is our definite preferen(:e - we entertain the hope that at least, as always has 

happened in previous instances, it will be adopted by an overwhelming majority. 

Indeed we are convinced that it reflects what might be described as the most 

ardent aspirations of all peoples. The reason for those aspirations must be 

crystal clear, it seems to us, to anyone aware of the abnormal situation in 

which the world lives because of the arms rae~. To have an approximate idea of 

it, it would suffice to 1hink over some of the views stated by the expert 

consultants who assisted the Secretary-General in the preparation of his recent 

report (A/32/88) on the 11 extremely harmful effects on world peace and security" 

of the unrestricted arms race which we have been living with for some time. I 

shall conclude my statement by recalling some of those opinions: 

"The threat of ultimate self-destruction as a result of nuclear war is 

the greatest peril facing the world. For many years, nuclear arsenals have 

been sufficient to destroy the entire world, but the accumulation and 

technological refinement of nuclear weapons continues, enhancing the perils 

and providing increasingly ample means for the final obliteration of 

mankind. 
II ... the milita~ forces of the largest Powers and the immense 

destructiveness of the weapons vTi th which they are equipped which casts the 

greatest shadow over the world ••• 

" ••• The threat of war, the risk of final obliteration and the immense 

human and material C•)sts of the arms race are still the reasons which make 

disarmament imperati7e.n (A/32/88, 12aras. 1, 4, 5) 
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Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia): '!he general debate in this Committee has 

confirmed that the problems related to the cessation of the nuclear arms race 

'nd nuclear disarmament have the highest priority, that there exist today more 

favourable political conditions for their solution, and that, moreover, 

additional efforts should be exerted with a view to overcoming the extended 

stalemate and reaching indispensable concrete results. 

Halting the arms race, in particular the nuclear arms race, constitutes one 

of the most pressing and most urgent tasks of our time. Since the Second 

vJorld Har the arms race has continued to assume ever new forms and dimensions. 

The number of participants in it has continued to grow, and if the present 

trends prevail it is quite realistic to expect that it will escalate even 

further in the future. The arms race is encompassing ever wider geographical 

areas, and in this respect the fact that the arms race is often part and 

parcel of bloc rivalry and narrow political interests is particularly dangerous. 

Draft resolutions A/C.l/32/1.20 and A/C.l/32/1.23 on a comprehensive 

nuclear-weapon test ban have been presented in this Committee. In our opinion, 

they contain several positive elements. They draw attention to the urgent need 

to complete the present trilateral talks as soon as possible so as to be able 

to proceed to the next phase of the work, that is, to multilateral negotiations 

for the elaboration of a comprehensive test-ban trea.ty. I should now like to 

submit some of the views of my delegation on certain issues which are related 

to the aforementioned draft resolutions. 

There is no doubt that the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of 

nuclear-weapon tests could mark an important step forward towards halting 

the nuclear arms race and initiating a process of genuine nuclear disarmament. 

However, in order to achieve that objective the treaty should contribute directly 

tcYvJards reaching at least the following two basic goals: first, the prevention 

of the further sophistication and stockpiling of nuclear l'l'eapons by present 

nuclear-weapon States and, secondly, the cessation of further horizontal 

proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

These two components of the problem of the non-proliferation of nuclear 

weapons are mutually firmly linked and cannot be viewed or examined separately. 

This has been, inter alia, the intention of two international treaties 

concluded thus far in this area: the Moscow Treaty on the partial 
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prohibition of nuclear tE:sts and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons. But, in spite of certain merits and the functions performed by them, 

those treaties have not 1;ecome reliable international instruments for 

preventing the further proliferation of nuclear weapons, precisely because 

they laid stress on the r:on-nuclear-weapon States and not on the nuclear 

Powers which have contim.ed to develop intensively their military nuclear 

programmes and to bring down their nuclear weapons to ever lov1er levels of 

their armed forces. 

A comprehensive test-ban treaty should logically be oriented primarily 

towards the nuclear-weapon States. They should provide clear proof of their 

readiness to accept the limitation of their own nuclear armaments and to 

assume the obligation to undertake measures of nuclear disarmament. In that 

sense, we view this treaty- as a first step in a series of other measures that 

should soon follow it. 

The cessation of th= manufacture of nevl and sophistication of existinc; 

systems should be accorded a special priority. The treaty should contribute 

most directly and speedil;r to the attainment of that goaL It should put an 

end to research activitie:> of leading nuclear-weapon States in the field of the 

use of nuclear energy for military purposes, that is, the development of the 

qualitative component of ·:;he nuclear arms race in general; otherwise the treaty 

would merely sanction once again the existinfS situation and the divisions 

created on that basis. 



ET/tg 

(Mr. Djokic, Yugoslavia) 

The cessation of the manufacture and stockpiling of nuclear weapons is 

the se~ond important objective to be achieved. by a comprehensive test-ban 

treaty. An essential precondition of the effective eliminaticn of the potential 

danger of the emergence of new nuclear-weapon States is the elimina~i~ of the 

existing real threat posed by the nuclear weapons already developed. Therefore 

the first step in that sense should unavoidably consis~ in a cessation ~f the 

further manufacture and st~kpiling of nuclear weapons. In this regard the 

nuclear-weapon States bear a particular respc;,nsibi.lity, and if this is not 

done it is certain that the road leading to a further proliferation of nuclear 

weapons will not be comple~ely barred, nor will it be possible to solve this 

problem on a l as t ing basis. 

Bearing in mind these and ~ther positive processes that could be set in 

motion with regard to the effective cessation of the nuclear-arms race, as wP.11 

as the immediate results that could be achieved in this respect, we attach. 

particular importance to the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

We share the view expressed by many representat ives in the c:)urse of the 

general debate that there e~ist today favourable political conditions for the 

conclusion of such a treaty. This is borne out by the intensive negotiations 

conducted recently by the USSR, the United States of America and Great Britain. 

We interpret the fact that thGse three nuclear-weapon States have agreed to 

accept, for a certain period of time, a moratorium on tests, including tests 

for peaceful purposes, as an expression of their desire to accelerate 

negotiations and their readiness to achieve concrete results in the near fUture. 

In this connexion we should like to emphasize that, with regard to the period 

of duration of the moratorium, it should be borne in mind that this should be 

based on i;he realities of the present nwruent end not on narrower political 

or other needs. 

We believe that all the necessary conditions are now extant for the 

adoption by the leading nuclear-weapon St~tes of a political decision on a 

comprehensive ban on nuclear-weapon tests. Of course, we do not lose sight 

of the remaining technical problems with regard to which agreement is still to 

be reached. Ho~ver, as heretofore, we believe that generally acceptable. 

solutions can be found for those problems, no matter how complex they are. No 
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doubt , in the absence of the political will and conditions, technical questions 

could as heretofore be used a;5 a pretc~:t for ar:d to just:i.fy P.i the:r. +.hP. l e.ck of 

progress or on~'s own actjons . He are convinced that t his will not be the 

case this time. 

The progress achievec. makes it possible for the trilateral negotiations 

to be completed soon and f'• r the Conference of the Committee on Disarmarrent (CCD), 

when it meets in January J.978, to undertake urgently the task af preparing an 

appropriate international treaty on a comprehensive ban on nuclear-weapon 

tests . We believe that tte CCD could co~rlete its part of the work on the 

preparation of this treaty before the beginning of the speci~l session of 

the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in May next year . 

Mr. BWMBERG ( l:':ln~ <.u:.d): On behalf of the delegations of Australia, 

Bahamas, Canada, Costa Rica , Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, Japan, Nepal, 

Norway, Poland, Tunisia ar.d Zaire~ I tak~ this. opportuni ty of introducing 

the revised draft resolution (A/C . l/32/L. 3/Rev .1) d.istrtbuted this morning ur.<'l.er 

agenda item 51 and entitled "Genera.l and Complete Disarmarrent; Report of the 

Internati onal Atomic Enersy Agency" . 

In the general statenent of the Finnish delegation on 27 O~tober I 

briefly outlined the structure and aims of the draft re.solut;iop • . ~e have 

regarded the first draft (P.jC. l/32/L. 3) r.1ai nly cs a vorl~L1ti pa.per. Its 

purpose was to assist us and other delegations in formulating and developing 

the draft further so as to refl~ct accurately the views of the Committee on 

the s ubject-matter of the draft. 

My delegation is gratified to note that a great number of delegations 

have indeed responded to our hope that. we could, in co- operation with other 

delegations , further improve the draft . We have received a number of 

valuable suggestions in consultations with our colleagues and several 

delegatiops have made comments on the draft in theirstatewents in this 

Committee . As a result pf thes~ cont~cts and comments, a new version of 

the draft resol uticn (A/C:.l/52/L. ) / Rev. l) has hr.en prepared and circulated 

in the Committee . 
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The response to our draft is, to our mind, a clear ii:dication of the 

urgency of the issues dec:.lt uith in the draft reso1ution; the urgency of 

nuclear disarmament, the prqmotion of peaceful u:9es of nuclear Gnergy and 

the strengthening of tte r:on-pJxliferation regime. Ue are &.11 the more 

gratified that the response concerning th~ substance of our draft has been 

overwhelmingly favourable and encouraging. 

Let me briefly reiterate the motivation of :iw delec;ation in proposing 

this draft resolution. It addresses itself to the annual report of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency as a follm.;-up of resolu:tion 31/189 D 

adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-first session. In taking 

this initiative the Finnish delegation has been motivated, on the one hand, 

by an awareness of the importance of nuclear energy to the wo~ld 1 s energy 

needs and of the particular needs of the developing countries. On the other 

hand, we consider theproliferatio~ of nuclear weapons to be a risk that 

threatens the security of all nation~ ar:d, as we have said before, the 

developments in South Africa are a telling reminder of these risks. 

In the absence of effective :Safeguards the spread of nuclear technology 

adds to the risk of proliferation. However, an intensified use of nuclear 

energy and efforts to checlc the prolifer.ation of nucJear weapons are not 

irreconcilable or even j_ncr;mpatUJ~.e aims. The purpose of our draft resolution 

is to set out the principles on which the international community could take 

co-ordinated action in tpe interest of both these objectives and for the 

benefit of all countries. 

Many countries have voiced in this Committee and elsewhere copcern about 

the availability cf and access to nuclear materials and facilities. In many 

respects international co-operation in the field of n~clear technology is 

characterized by inconsistency and lack of confidence. The countries whose 

national energy programmes re1y on imported nuclear. technology naturally view 

international nuclear co-operation as a vital issue, 

The basic reason for the lack of consensus that has been hampering 

international nuclear co-operation is not, we believe, the restraints exercised, 

but rather the fear of proliferation of nuclear weapons. The obvious 
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imperfect.iC":>ns in nuclea1· co-operation can only disappear if this fear is 

dispelled. To dispel H, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclea r 

~leapons (NPT) should be made universal or, f ailing that , other reasonable 

assurances against proljferation should b~ adopted, such as the application 

of complete nucl~ar-fue]-cycle safeguards . This is the main thrust of our 

draft resolution. It ie defined in a nutshell in its operative paragr aph 6. 
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He therefore believe that the problem of proliferation and the question of 

the availability of nuclear technology should be viewed and discussed as closely

related issues. In designing the draft, our purpose has been to reach a balance 

between these two issues and, as a third, indispensable element, include the 

question of nuclear disarmament. 

The Non-Proliferation Treaty expressly obligates the nuclear-weapon St~tes 

Parti.es t.hereto to tak::; m~asurr:;s for the cessation of Ute nuclc::ar f'rns ra~r:;. Such 

n:<clRR11r2S would l;e an important. c~ontrihut.ion to ;con-prolifAration. And we 1.ote 

with satisfaction that the latest developments in this respect, both in the 

Strategic Arms Limitation Talks and in the test-ban issue, give us cause for 

encouragement. This obligation, and the need to ensure the security of 

non-nuclear--v1eapon States, are clearly spelled out in the draft, especially in its 

operative paragraphs l to 3. 
The draft recognizes the right of States accepting effective 

non-proliferation restraints to enjoy fully the benefits of nuclear energy. This 

has been elaborated in operative paragraphs 4 to 7. The exercise of this right 

should be facilitatedJparticularly for the needs of the developing countries, 

co-ordinated international efforts; as one approach, operative paragraph 5 of the 

draft resolution calls for an essential increase of the International Atomic 

Energy Agency technical assistance programme. Paragraphs 4 to 7 contain the crux 

of the draft resolution. He are particularly grateful to a number of delegations 

for h-3lp:tng us tc re7ise the J.enguage of the draft, including ·:.he 

corresponding parts of the preamble. 

lis the third central element, the draft clarifies the notion of effective 

non-proliferation restraints: in particular it urges, in operative paragraph 6, 
that States at present outside the Non-Proliferation Treaty accerl.e to ·i~l-.e 

Treaty, or at least accept other arrangements involving the application of 

safeguards to their complete nuclear fuel cycle. In addition, Member States 

would, by adopting the draft resolution, affirm the principle that States should 

not convert civil nuclear materials or facilities to the production o:f' nuclear 

1-1eapons. 

That is the essence of the draft resolution now under consideration. The 

working out of the revised version of the draft has reinforced our belief in the 

vitality of the issue. The debate, both formal and informal, on the various 

aspects of the question has resulted in a draft resolution which, we hope, 
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reflects in as balanced a wa;r as possible the relevant views prevailing in the 

Committee. Therefore, the d·:;legation of Finland, on behalf of the sponsors, which 

themselves represent the different roles of nuclear co-operation as well as the 

various geographical areas, :xpresses the hope that revised draft :resolution 

.1./C .1/32/L. 3 will be adopted by a broad consensus in the Committee. 

Mr. ERDENCHULUUN (:.1ongolia): The Mongolian delegation wishes to make a 

few brief comments on the dnft resolutj ons contained in documents A/C .1/:..,'2/L.ll 

and j)C.l/32/1.25, under agenda item 52, on the session of the General 

Assembly devoted to disarmament, and item 53, on ths vJorld Dis8l'mament Con:~erence. 

The importance that we place on the special session of the United Nations 

General .:\ssembly devoted to :iisarmament vias amplified anew in the reply of the 

Government of the Mongolian People's Republic to the relevant note of the 

Secretary-General. Ue believe that the special session of the General Assembly, 

if properly prepared, could play a constructive role in the solution of the 

probleKS of halting the arms race and bringing abo~t disarmament. It is in this 

spirit that Mongolia, although not a member of the Preparatory Committee for the 

special session, closely followed and participated in its work. 

My delegation highly commends the vlOrk done so far by the Preparatory 

Committee. As we see from its report, nearly all organizational and procedural 

questions have been succes8flllly resolved. This has, in our view, become possible 

largely through the constructive and business-like atmosphere which prevailed 

throughou,t the deliberations. Ue cannot fail to note the excellent manner in 

which Mr. Carlos Ortiz de Rozas of Argentina gujded tl1e worl<: of that 

Committee. All that undoubt facilitated the adoption of all decisions of the 

Preparatory Committee by corsensus. lie consider it only appropriate that the 

same procedure has been reccmmended for the special session as well. 

The seriousness of the matter requires further sustained efforts on the part 

of all members of the Preparatory Committee, vlith a view to elaborating an agreed 

text of the final document, or documents, of the special session. 
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Here, however, I wish to point out that the present composition of the 

Preparatory Committee fails to reflect the important role which the socialist 

countries play in disarmament negotiations. My delegation is of the view that due 

account of this fact should be talcen in the draft resolution on the special 

session. 

'1s regards the final documents to be considered and adopted at the special 

session, the position of the Government of the Mongolian People's Republic found 

its clear-cut expression in the two working documents relating to the basic 

provisions of the Declaration and Programme of Action on Disarmament sponsored 

by the socialist countries, including my mm. 

The Mongolian delegation shares the view that the principal document, or 

documents, should consist of four essential parts - namely, an introduction, a 

declaration on disarmament, a programme of R~tion, and machinery for disarmament 

negotiations. Since the contents of the aforesaid parts are elaborated in detail 

in worldng documents of the socialist countries, ~· shRll confine myself at this 

stage to highlighting some basic elements of these documents. 

In the first part of the document, an account should be given of the. current 

state of affairs in the field of disarmament, based on oojecti.ve analysis. The 

second part - that is, the declaration on disarmament - could contain fundamental, 

provisions and principles which should form the basis of disarmament negotiations. 

An:cng them, the ultimate objective - that is, general and complete disarmament 

under strict international control - as vlell as the principles of the non-use of 

force in international relations, the non-impairment of the interests of any of the 

parties to an agreement, the abandonment of attempts to obtain unilateral 

advantage, and the importance of the universality of disarmament agreement~ 

should be reaffirmed. 

The third part would determine priority tP.s~.s upon ><hich the efforts of 

States should be concentrated. In this connexion, the Mongolian delegation 

considers that serious attention should be given to the memorandum of the Soviet 

Union on the questions of ending the arms race and of disarmament, which contains 

a comprehensive progra:mn:e of prlority rr.easures in the field of disarmament, 
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As regards the machint!ry for disarmament negotiAt i ons, v1e believe that the 

special session should help to enhance further the role and effectiveness of 

proven forums for disarmamEmt negotiations, such as the Conference of the 

Committee on Disarmament. The Mongolian delegation is still convinced that the 

\1orld Disarmament Conferenc:e represents an authoritative world f orum which 

would wor lt out practical mt!asures in the field of disarmament. 
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(Y~. Erdenchuluun, Mongolia) 

This view, which is shared by the overwhelming ma~erity of States, has 

been properly reflected in the agenda of the f()rthcoming special session. 

MY delegation has already made it clear that the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee 

on the vlorld Disarmament Conference should be extended. It is on this busts 

that the Mongolian delegation supports draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.25 and 

1vishes to be included among its spo;se,rs. 

J/r. CERYS'I'J:N_J1H"P11.,-"~J_~ ~ GJ·eece): I wish to make a brief statement 

on draft resolL:t~Lon A/C.l/3Z/L.2J 1 iY1tr0dnced by the rer;rt:s,::;ntntivt: 

of Cyprus, regard i.ng studies on the relationship of international peace and 

security to disarmament. 

Greece, a small country, situated in a sensitive part of the world, 

is 'curc1ened with an unbearably high military budget for exclusive defensive 

purposes and is vitally interested in t!1e ar~ 1-,-'~ ~:::·rel"lent of d isarmamE' ·t and effective 

internat·~-:::Pal control. IL fAc:t 5 a;.; n~J d '>J.egatio!t ha;~ alret=dy stated> my 

Government believes that peace and security are prere~uisites to, rather than 

the conse~uences of, disarmament. It is our firm belief that if the principles 

of the United Nations Charter are fully respected_.. and ·!;:,;:; resol~:.t1.o:'l13 P"iopted 

by its principal organs implemented, a general atrr.csphere of peace, goodwill, 

trust and security will prevail. 

Such a spirt t would, mCJre thar any other factor, contribute to the efforts 

a i tJJt:d at achieving general and complete disarmament. The need for arms 

would be reduced automatically irrespective of whether or not general, partial or 

region~l agreements were arrived at. On the contrary; without 

international security by means of the aforementioned measures, all agreements 

regarding disarmament become more and more difficult to negotiate and, if 

concluded, could well become a dead letter. Let us not forget that public 

opinion the world over is becoming increasingly impatient at the slc-v; 

progress of tnt<:>:rnP.tiOJJ~l deliberations on disarmament. 

For the aforementioned reasons, the Greek delegation considers the 

study on the relationship of i.nternat ional peace and security to disarmament as a 

f,- r;J "'•: t;::r · tte stL:.dy 'Jf: the 'l!r·ole lem uf 1 i.sarm<"ment. It therefore 

supports whole-heartedly draft resolution A/C.l/32/L.21, and will vote in 

favvur of its adoption. 
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The CHAIRMAN: 'l'he Committee will now proceed to take a decision 

on draft resolution A/C .l/32/L.l7, pertaining to agenda item 34 entitled 
11 Implementation of General Assembly resolution 3473 (XXX) eoncerntng the 

signature and ratiftcation of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the 

Prohi.bi.tion of Nuclear HeE.pons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)11
• The 

draft resolution has no fi.nancial impl icattons. It is sponsored by ?.2 delegations 

and was introduced by the representative of Mexico on 15 November 

I shall now call on those representatives who wish to explain their 

vote before the vote. 

M'r. 'iliLLIAMS ( Gtye.Ef; ~: St:.yar:.A has asked for the flocr to 

explatn its vote before the vote on the draft resolutions in documents 

A/C.l/32/L.l7 and A/C.l/3~~/L.l8. 

My delegation has noted that statements on the prir--:ip~:;_ Treaty made by 

various delegations during the general debate implied that every State on the 

Latin American continent 11hich wishes to become a party to the TreAty of 

Tlatelolco has done so or can do so. Furthermore, the language of the 

sixth preambular paragraph of General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) gtves 

credence to this implicat"Lon. 

It is now some 10 ye;:trs since the l'latelolco Treaty rec;tne was 

established and it is for that period of time that Guyana has embraced its 

noble purposes and suppor~ed the desire to see the Latin American continent 

a nuclear-free zone. How,~ver, Guyana is faced with the d iscri.minatory 

exclusionary paradox of a::-ticle 25, paragraph 2, of this Treaty. 

The paradox is that 'vhile the Treaty has as its aim the support of all 

Latin American States fo!' a continent free from the testing, manufacture, 

storing and use of nuclea:- weapons, it neverthe:.ess mi.l i.tates against 

a commitment to thi3 purpose by Guyana. That paradox i..s also inherent 

in a position in which the signatories to Tlatelolco seek support for the 

Treaty among extra-cont in:mtal, albeit nuclear States, and urge two such 

States to become parties to Additional Protocols I and II, ii'.1.Le at the 

same time the perpetuation of certain provisions in the Treaty prevents one 

of' the States of' Latin America from becoming a party t0 the Treaty. 
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(Mr. Williams, G~yana) 

Finally, Guyana has observed that the understanding of the General 

Assembly on the question, as expressed in the sixth preambular paragraph of 

General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) "that tt is the intent of the 

signatory States that all existing States within the zone deftned by the 

Treaty become parties to the Treaty without any restriction", is not yet a 

reality. For these reasons, while remaining committed to the purposes of 

the Tlatelolco Treaty regime 1 Guyana is constrained from supporting the draft 

resolutions in documents A/C.l/32/L.l7 and A/C.l/32/L.l8 and will abstain on 

the vote. 

Mrs. BORODOWSKY JACHIEWICH (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): The 

creation of nuclear-free zones is, of course, an essential factor in the 

strengthening of 'international peace and security, which itself contributes to 

general and complete disarmament. Proof of this i.s to be found in the numerous 

draft resolutions under consideration i.n our important internati.onal 

organization. Only yesterday we adopted the resolution on the denuclearizati.on 

of Afri.ca which rightly reflects the major concern that South Africa mi~ht ~ecome 

a nuclear Power, thus endangering the security of the African States. My 

delegation considers that the creation of nuclear-free zones, whether in Africa 

the Middle East, the continent of Latin America or elsewhere, is what the 

progressive and peace-loving forces sincerely desire. 
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(Mrs. Borodowsky Jachiewich, Cuba) 

For our part, in tryirg to conceive what should be the nuclear-free zor-es in 

the case of Latin America VJe come up against a contradictory situation, namely, hm-1 

can we possibly conceive of a genuinely nuclear-weapon-free zone on a continent 

where there are military bases in Puerto Rico, in the Virgin Islands, in Panama and 

in the very territory of Cuba itself, which moreover has been the object of 

innumerable acts of aggression and has been subjected to a blockade'? How is it 

possible for a nuclear-wea~on-free zone to be really effective if this situation 

persists? \Thich is the nuclear Power which has military bases in Latin America? 

At this time, when we are in an era of international detente, intentions are 

not sufficient. It is necessary for them to be put into practice. Life will show 

us to what extent these intentions will be translated into concrete realities. 

It is because of all this that my delegation will abstain in the voting on the 

two draft resolutions on tl:!e Treaty of Tlatelolco, for it believes that they do not 

reflect the fact that the cnly State possessing nuclear weapons in Latin America 

does not respect the status of this nuclear-weapon-free zone. Moreover, they do 

not call upon the only nuclear Power in the Latin American continent to dismantle 

its military bases, including nuclear bases, which are imposed and maintained 

against the will of the Governments and peoples of the region. Furthermore, these 

draft resolutions are not addressed to those who alone have the power to take 

practical and concrete ste~s so that Latin America could consider itself a genuine 

denuclearized zone 1 free from all acts of aggression or host.ili ty against any 

country of the region whatsoever. 

We would truly welcome the crowning of the noble purposes of the Latin 

American countries in general, and the work of Mexico in particular, by the 

attainment of a genuine denuclearization of Latin America, in order that, in the 

words of one of the draft resolutions, 

"the peoples of the territories in question may receive the benefits which 

derive from the Treaty and which consist mainly in removing the danger of 

nuclear attack and sparing the squandering of resources on the production of 

nuclear weapons11
• (A/C .l/32/L.l7, para. 3) 

Mr. NAZARKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): My delegation has repeatedly stated its support for efforts aimed at the 
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USSR) 

establishment of zones completely free from nuclear weapons. We consider that 

this is an important trend in the struggle to extend the process of 

international detente to all regions of the 1vorld, to reduce the danger of 

nuclear -vrar and to strengthen the regime of non-nuclear proliferation. It is, 

of course, important that a decision to set up nuclear-weapon-free zones should 

effectively ensure the nuclear-free status of the zones. 

As regards the treaty prohibiting nuclear weapons in Latin America, the 

Tlatelolco Treaty, we bave repeatedly noted here in the General Assembly and in 

other bodies that, in our opinion, that Treaty suffers from serious drawbacks 

which substantially weaken its effectiveness. It lacks any clear-cut ban on the 

conducting of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes by States parties to it 

or a ban on the transit of nuclear \·rea pons through their territories. The 

sphere of application of the Treaty covers the wide space of the open sea, which 

is not in keeping with the generally recognized canons of international law. 

For the reasons I have just mentioned, the Soviet delegation will abstain 

in the vote on both draft resolutions A/C.l/32/1.17 and A/C.l/32/1.18. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/1.17. The delegation of Mexico has requested a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, 

Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, 

Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde, 

Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, 

Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, 

Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Germany, Federal Republic of, 

Ghana, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, 

Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, 

Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Liberia, 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, ~~dagascar, Malaysia, 

N~ldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, 

Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, 

Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, 
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Portu€;al, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 

Singal'ore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, 

Swedert, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and 

Tobagc•, Tunisia, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, United 

Kingdc·m of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United 

Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, United 

StateE of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, 

Yugoslavia, Zambia 

Against: None 

Abstaining: Argentina, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 

RepubJ.ic, Central African Empire, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 

France, German Democratic Republic, Greece, Guyana, 

Hunga1y, Mongolia, Poland, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

The draft resolution wae adopted by 100 votes to none, with 16 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has thus concluded its consideration of 

agenda item 34. 
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(The Chairman) 

The Corrmi ttee will now proceed to take a clecision on draft resolution 

A/C.l/32/L.lB entitled "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 31/67 

concerning the signature and ratification o~ additional Protocol II of the 

Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of 

Tlatelolco)n. The draft resolution has no financial implications. It is 

sponsored by 22 delegations and was introduced by the representative of Mexico 

on 15 November. A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

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

Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, 

Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape 

Verde, Central African Empire, Chad, Chile, China, 

Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, 

Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, 

France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, 

Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, 

Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, 

Lao People•s Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Liberia1 Libyan 

Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, 

Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, 

Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, 

Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, 

Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 

Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, 

Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and 

Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, United 

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United 

Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, United 

States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, 

Yugoslavia, Zambia 

Against: None 
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Abstaininc;: J ulgRria, ByP-lorussian Soviet SociP.list Repuhltc, Cut-a , 

Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic , Guyana, 

Hungary , Mongolia, Poland, Uganda , Ukrainian Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

The draft resol ution was adopted by 105 votes to none , 'Nith 12 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN : We have concluded consideration of age nda item Ln .• 

The Committ ee will nov1 proceed to tal~e a decision on the d raft resolution 

contained in document A/C . lj32/L. 27, pertaini ng to agenda item 44 and entitled 

"Est ablishment of a nuclear- vleapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East". 

The draft resolution h as no financial implicati ons . It is sponsored by five 

delegations and was introduced by the r epresentative of Iran on 15 November 1977 . 

Yemen has asl~ed to be i ncluded among the sponsors . 

The representatives of Argentina, Brazil and I ndia have asked for separate 

r ecorded votes on operative paragraphs l and 2 ; and Fra nce ha s a sked f or a 

separate recorded vote on OJterati ve paragraph 2 (c) . 

The Committee wi ll proceed to vote on operative paragraph 1 of t he draft 

resolution. 

A r ecorded vote was taten. 

In favour: AfghHnistan, Auot.ralia, Austria, Bahamas , Bahrain, 

Bang:.adesh , Barbados , Belgium, Bolivia, Botsv1ana, 

BulgHr ia, Burundi, Byelorussia n Soviet Soci al ist Repub l ic, 

Canada, Cape Verde , Central African Empire, Chad , 

Colonbia, Costa Rica, Cyprus , Czechosl oval<ia, 

Democratic Yemen, Denmarl{, Ecuador, EGYpt , El Sal vador, 

Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, German Democratic Republic , 

Ger many, Federal Republic of , Ghana, Greece , HuDGary, 

Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, 

Japan, J ordan, Kenya, Kuwait , Lao People's Democratic 

Repul>lic, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg , Madagascar , 

Mala:rsia, Maldives , Mali , Mauritania, Mauritius , Mexico, 

Mong<)lia, Morocco, Mozambique , Nepal, Netherlands , 

New :~ealand, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Paldstan, Panama, 

Peru. Philippines, Poland , Q.atar, Romania, R>·Tanda, 
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Senegal, Si erra Leone, Singapore , Sri Lanl,a, Sudan, 

Suri nam, S·Haziland, s,~eden, Syrian Arab Republi c , 

Thailand, Togo, Tr inidad and Tobago, Tunisia, •.rurltey, 

Ul;:r ainian Soviet Socialist Republic , Uni on of Soviet 

Socialist Republics , United Arab Emirates , United Kingd~n 

of Great Britain and Northern Ire l and , Unit ed Republic 

of Cameroon, United States of Amer ica, Upper Volta, 

Uruguay , Venezue l a , Yemen, Yugos l avia 

None 

Algeria, Ar gentina, Bhutan, Br azil, Burma, Cuba, France , 

Guayana, India, I srael, Portugal, Spain, Uganda, 

United Republic of Tanzania 

Operative paraaraph 1 was adopted by 98 votes to none , ,dth 14 abstentions . 

The CHAIRMAN: He shall now pr oceed to vote on oper ative paragraph 2 . 

A recorded vote was t aken . 

In favour : Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria, Bahamas , 

Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, 

Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic , 

Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Empire, Chad, Chile, 

China, Col ombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus , Czechosloval<ia, 

Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, 

Et hiopia , Fiji , Finland, German Democratic Republicj 

Germany, Federal Republic of; Ghana, Greece , Hungary, 

Icel and, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, I t al y , 

I vory Coast , Jamaica, J apan, J ordan, Kenya, Kmvait, 

Lao People ' s Democrat ic Republic , Lesotho, Liberi a , 

Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives , Mali , 

Mauritania, Mauritius , Mexico, Mongolia, tifor occo, 

Mozambique , Nepal, Netherlands , New Zealand, Ni geria, 

Nori·Tay, Oman, Pal<istan, Panama, Peru, Phi lippines, 

Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanaa , Senegal, 

Sierra Leone, Singapor e , Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, 

Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic , Thailand, Togo, 
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Trinj dad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turl~ey, Ukrainian Soviet 

SociHlist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

Uni tt!d Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and lforthern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon, 

Uni tt!d States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, 

Yemen, Yugoslavia 

Against: None 

Abstaining: Argentina, Bhutan, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, France, Guyana, 

India, Israel, Spain, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania 

Operative paragraph 2 "as adopted by 103 votes to none, vTith 12 abstentions . 
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The CHA~Jill : I call on the representative of the Netherl ands on 

a point of order . 

Mr . MEERBURG (Netherlands) : It is not clear t o me why we did not 

vote on paragraph 2 (c) . I thought there was to be a se~arate vote on 

:paragraph 2 (c) . 

The CHAIRMAN : France asked f or a separate vote on paragraph 2 ( c ) 

and India rP.~UP.ste:l a sepr.J·ate vote on paragraph 2; so Ye ,-otecl on paragraph 2 

as n '·lhole. 

IJ'he Committee will now proceed to vote on draft I'E:?Solut i.on A/C . l/32/1.27 

as a whole. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour : Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Aust r ia, 

Bahamas , Bahrain, Bangl adesh, Barbados, Belgium, 

Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil , BulgAr1.a, :Stu-rr.a , 

Burundi , Bye:orussian Sovi et Socialist Republic , 

Canada, Cape Verde , Central African Empire, Chad, Chile , 

China, r.olombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus , Czechoslovakia, 

Democratic Yemen, Denmark, z.:::ue.dor, Egypt , El Salvador, 

Ethiopia, Fij i , Finland .. France, German Democratic 

Republic , Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, 

Juir.8 a -Bi ssau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, 

Indonesia, I ran, Ir~q.. Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, 

J amaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait , Lao Feople 1s 

Democratic Republ ic , Lesotho, Liberia: Luxembourg, 

Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali , .tvt.aurttani.a, 

!VJA.urittus , Mexico, Mongolia, t-1orccc"'J , l~ozambique , 

Nepal , Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, 

Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Pol~n:l , 

Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone , 

Singapore, 3pain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, 
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SwedE:n , Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, 'I'r inidad 

and ~ 'obago, Tunisia, Turkey_. Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet 

Soci.e J i st Republic , Union of Sovi e t 80c·i.£-!Hs t Republics , 

Unite:d Arab Emi rate s , United Kingdom of Great }~1· i. i..~ i.ll 

and l' iorthern I reland, United Republic of Cameroon, United 

Republic of 'l'anzania , United State s of Ameri ca, Uppe r 

VoltE., , Uruguay, Venezuela , Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 

Zambja 

Against : None 

Abstaining: Israel 

Tae draft r es ol utt0n as a >JhJle was adopted by 1:7 Yotes T-.:> :1·~ :1~, .... · -h 

one abstention . 

The C:F..A:f\!\:l!N: I ca l l on t he repr esenta tive 0f Israel , who u ishes t o 

explain his vote . 

Mr . ELIAV (lsrael: : My delegation has studied with interest draft 

resolution A/C .l/3~/L .27 on the establishment of a nuclear- weapon- free zone 

in the Middle East . The Go, ·ernment of Israel wishes t o reiter~te i ts support 

in principle f or the establlshment of such a zone in our regi or. . Hmvever, 

as we already noted last yee.r, the "Cm1prche ns 'i.ve study of the quest:i. on of 

nuclear- weapon- free zones in all i ts aspects", issued as a speci.et l repvr t cf 

the Conference of the Commi i.tee on Disarmament, wh:lch remains the most 

authoritat ive and comprehem.ive study of the subject , has demonstr a ted the 

considerabl e disagreement t l tat still exists concerning the pr acti.c:aJ m~an i.ng 

and implications of the conc:ept of a nuclear- Heaporr f ree zone . I t confirmed 

that what might have appeart:d at first sight to Pe a clearly defined concept 

in fact c ,Jntains several cc•ntroversial elements . 

Yet, with all these diYergencies , t hat report indicates clearly that 

such zones should be establ:.::.hed through negotiations between the St ates 

concerned . Thi s is brought out in s~ct i.or, r, of paragraph 90~ whi ch 

enumerates the principles for the establishment of a nuclea r - weapon- f r ee zone , 

and again in paragraph 96, "hich deals with the procedures for the establishment 

of such zones, from which I should l i ke to quote the following : 
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(Mr . Eliav , Israel) 

11 'I·he vie'W was C):pressc-d tl::-:4~ ,~,c:~ .:.~ i r.i t :l. ::.t i -:<>. r.o ~ ::: tablish a nuclear-

weapon-free zone had been ;tal{en, consultations t o that end should be he l d 

among the States concerned . The view was a lso expressed that prior 

cnnst1.lt at i ons'' - I r epeat, 11 prior consul tations" - " sJ:-.ould be ut~dl"rtal{An w·ith 

the countries c once r ned11 
- and again I repeat 11 with the count ries 

concerned" - 11 1·egard tng the i r.tpli cationR , feas i hility and accep~a::lility of 

the pr oposed zone , in order that an initiative for the ''~P.~tion of a 

nuclear- weapon- free zone could elicit the necessary support ••• n 

(A/10027/Add. l , para . 96) . 

My Government therefore C'0ntir-tt~s to hold the vieHs it expr<:::!sed in its 

lette r of 14 September 1976 addressed to the Secretary-General , as follmrs : 
II in accordance with ~;F. nm:aJ. internet ional practice, the Government 

of Israel f eels justified in its call for negotiations between all the 

States of the region as an i ndi srensable requirement for the establishment 

of such a zone in the Middle East •••• such negotiations l':hc.uJd l ead t o 

the conclusion of a formal , contractual, multilateral convention between 

al l the St at es of the region, on the lines of such notable precedents as 

the establishment of a nuclear- weapon- free zone in Latin America, through 

the Treaty of TJ.atel olco, and the proposals fpr similar agreetnents in 

the areas of South Asia and the South Pacific . 11 (A/31/189, p . 21) 

The most recent reaffirmation pf the position of Israel was made by 

the Minister of Fore ign Affairs, Mr . Moshe Dayan, in his statement during the 

general debate on 10 October 1977, when he said: 
11 Israel is ready to enter intp an agreement on arms limitation with all 

the States in the Middle East . 
11\o/ith r egard t o another crucial aR:pect of disarmament , Is rael has 

frequently called on its Arab neighbours to join it in direct negotiations 

y~th a view to establishing a nuclear- free zone in the Middle East • 

••• Israel fi r mly believes t hat such negot iations should lead to the 

conclusion of a formal, contractual, multilateral convention between 

all the States of the region, on the lines of such notab.~.e ):' recedent::; 

as the e13tablispment of a nuclear-weapon- f r ee zone in Latin America ••• 11 

(A/32/PV .27, 'PP . 68-71) 
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(Mr. Eliav, Israel) 

However, no response h~s yet been made to this particular offer and 

the Arab, refusal to take part in any ~uch consultations with Israel still 

persists. 

By way of contr ast, we have noted with interest in this respect the 

draft resolution on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in 

South Asia, and in particular its fifth and sixth preambular paragraphs and 

operative paragraph 2, which reads as follows: 

"Urges once again the States of South Asia and such other 

neighbouring non- nuclear-weapon States as may be interested to 

continue to make all p·)sstbJ.e efforts to establish a nuclear-weapon

free zone in South Asia ••• " (A/C .l/Y?./L. 7) 
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(Mr . Eliav, Israel) 

Thus , the principle of regional concert for the establispment of a 

nuclear-weapon-free zone has once again beeh put forward . 

Still, I would like to remind the Committee that last year when a 

similar draft resolution on South As i a was presented here, several 

delegations expressed the view that t hat call for regional concert was 

not clear enough and did not indicate sufficiently the need for actual 

negoti ations between the States of the region for the establishment of the 

zone, and therefore abstained in the vote . It would seem that this 

attitude should prevail, a fortiori, with regard to any draft on the 

establishment of a regional nuclear-weapon- free zon~ which does not even 

include an implicit call for regional consultations . 

Be that as it may, the Government of Israel for its ~art has noted 

with regret that the proposal uow before the Committee on the establistillent 

of such a zone in t he Middle East does not call for the consultations which 

are the only ~ay for creating it and does not even refer implicitly to 

this appr oach . This conscious omiss ion, 'Hhich, of course, is predicated 

on the attitude of our neighbours~ in fact contradicts the declared aim 

of the draft resolution before us . For those ~easons we could not s~pport it 

and have theref.:Jl'P. abstab:ed in the vote . 

Having stated our position with regard to the draft resolut ion, I would 

not wish to conclude my remarks without expressing the hope - particularly 

in the light of recent developments - that when the issue e~...mes before the 

Assembly next year, or even earlier, a text will be presented which will 

be fully consonant with the concept of ~egotiation,. and thus wi ll be 

acceptable to all the St~tes of our region. 

U Tirt,r SOE .'Burma): l'JY d~legetion has novr voted in favour of draft 

resolution A/C .1/ 32/L. 27 as a 1·rhole . It provides for the creatie>n of f'. nuclear 

weapon- free zone in the Middle East . He m ve done so because of our 

belief that the creation of nuclear-weapon- free zones in the var ious 

regions of the wo:rld is an impor;tant step tovrards the achievement of 

general and complete disarmament . 
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It is encouraging that all States in the Middl e East region agree 

in principle to t he cre€.tion of' a nuclear-weapon- free zone . Burma has 

consistently supported ~:.;11 genuine efforts towards the achievement of 

world peace and security. 

Mr . MISTRAL (!'ranee) (interpretat ion from French): My delegation 

abstained on, the twp s.=r·a·at.e vctes on orerative r arae;:raphs 1 

and 2 of A/C . l/32/L. 27 ~md voted in favour of t he resolution as a whole . 

That is because we favour t he establishment of a nuclear-weapon- free zone 

in the Middle East, partie ularly i n v i evT of the fac t t hat all 

t he count ries of t he re~;ion have given their assent to that initiative, 

at least i n principle . Nevertheless , we cannot accept t hat on this 

occasion my country should be requested to waive its, basic options 

concerning, inter ali a, the Non-Proliferation-Treaty. In regard to that 

diplomat i c i nstrument, iTe maintain our reservations . We have not 

ourselves s t gned that treaty; therefore , we ca,nnot agree t o urc;e ether 

countries t o do whF!t •~e 0urselves refuse '\.o do . The same considerat:.or<s 

apply with regard t.o thE' cormni tment requested of a l l countries to place 

all the ir nuclear act.iv:.ties under internatiorlal control. 

Mr . FISHER (UHi ted States of A~rica): , My delegation is pleased 

to have voted in favour of resolution A/C .l/32/L. 27 because we strongly 

support the concept of nuclear- weapon- free zones in areas of t he worl d where 

they are appropriate, particularly the Middle East, under conditions that 

would assure the effect:~veness of such a zone. In our view tpe value of 

a nuclear-weapon- free z•me in the Middle East is sel f-evident. 

He continue to bel:~eve , however> that the actual provisions set 

forth in the resolution governing a nuclear-weapon- free zone in that area 

must be negotiated and agreed g.m.J~lG t l1e potent:iel pa~ticipants i n t he 

zone before States can ')e expected to undertake commitments regarding it . 

My delegation supp<)rts the efforts being made to explore new ideas and 

steps to reli eve apprehEms ions over possibl e p roliferation of nuclear weapons 

i n t he Middle Eas t and ·~p contribute to the creation of an atmosphere of 

confidence in the region. 
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Mr . ANDREESCU (Romania) : May I be allowed to present a fevr 

remarks that the Romanian del egation woul d like to malte with respect t o 

the draft resolutions concer ning the establishment of nuclear-weapon-fr ee 

zones which have been adopted or are goinG to be put .r •• , ,... 
t l .... vot'" . 

Under the present cir~umstances when the accumulation of armaments 

has reached huge and unprecedented proportions and some States possess 

in their arsenals mass destruction vreapons which jeopardi ze the destiny 

of mankind, the tine }' "P coKe for resolute and effective measures to be 

tal<en in the field of general disarmament on the basis of a ccmprehensive 

prograiilllle wi thin the framework of '"hich the highest priurity should 1:-e 

given to nuclear disar mament . 

In that respect , Romani a appreciaten the init i atives aimed at 

establishing nuclear-•reapon- free zones as being important steps towards 

t he g;radual e l imination of the nuclear danger in different ge0graph:i c.')l 

areas . Such measures are expected to contribute progressively to the 

banning of the testj_ng, production and. stockpiling of nucl ear weapons and, 

f i nally, to their complete destruction . 

Romania takes the view that the nuclear-weapon- free zone should be 

consider ed as a n independent di sarmament measure and not merely, as a 

c,·::.!ot2ral measure subordinated to the Non Proliferation Treaty . 

Of course, t he two concepts have some common features , as for . instance 

the renunciation of the producti on and acqui sit ion of nuclear arms . Ho"I-Tever, 

the concept of nuclear-\.,reapon- free zones has a much wider scope than the 

politipal, mili tary and juridi cal e l ements contained in the Non-Proliferaticn 

Tr.:!~rt.y . 

The establi shment of a nuclear-weapon- free zone repre~ents in fact 

a real and effective measure ::>f nuclear disarman:ent ••hich j ncludes tile 
practica l disarmament measures conduc ive to the attainment of, the final 

goal, which is the concl usion of a general di sarmament t reaty . 

At the same tiree , the establishment of nuclear-weapon- free zones 

of fers wide poss ibilit ies for promoting relati ons of good neighbourliness 

and extending co-operatiJn to every field o-:: act h ity, includ.iug the 

peacef ul uses of nuclear energy . Such co-ope r ation woul d naturally 
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involve and stimulate reseHrch in that sector and t he utj.l i zat ion of the 

achievements of nuclear p}:l~·sics for t he benefit of the eccnomic and social 

development of all States . 

It i s also necessary that the concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones 

be gradually widened in or~ler to include, in the final analysis, the States 

possess i ng nuclear weapons ,. The conditions could thus be created for 

starting the m~e.l.P.ar disarpament process even before the conclusion of a 

general disarmament treaty,. That could be achieved by a number of 

agre~ments concerni ng the es t ablishment of nuplear- weapon- f ree zones to 

which the nuclear pO'I·rer!l would become parties . 
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The nuclear-weapon-free zone should not be affected by dimensional 

restrictions or considerations. Enjoying first the participation of a 

small number of participants, it could be progressively extended, finally 

to include all the countries from a given geographical area.. 

Starting from the position of principle that I have briefly mentioned, 

Romania has always supported the idea of establishing nuclear-weapon-free 

zones. Being deeply interested in the creation of a climate of peace 

and co-operation in the geographical zone to which it belongs, as early as 

1959 Romania suggested makinc; the Balkans a nuclear-Heapon-free 

zone. This matter continues to be given unremittinc; attention and 

consideration in Romanian foreign policy. 

At the same time Romania firmly supports the role tha.t the United Nations 

is called upon to play in the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

This world Organization could indeed offer its machi::1ery and 

facilities to speed up the progress of consultations betw·een the various 

countries that may wish to participate in such zones. The United Nations 

could also play the role of a guarantor of the status of nuclear-weapon-free 

zones by adopting appropriate resolutions in the General Assembly. 

The inclusion in the agenda. of the United Nations General Assembly of 

ma.ny items relating to the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones 

represents an acknowledgement of the importance of and present interest in 

this concept which enjoys an ever wider audience and support at the 

international level. 

In conclusion, I should like to assure the Committee that Romania will also 

in the future consis~ently lend its full support to the efforts made by 

the international community to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones as a. 

significant step towards general and complete disarmament. 

Those were the reasons that led my delegation to cast its vote in 

favour of the draft resolutions which have just been adopted. 
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Mr. MOYILA (Zaire) (interpretation from French): J regret that I vras 

er:t clLlring the ~;::rte on d:~aft resolutions P./C.l/32/1.17, 1.18 and J,. 

dele13ation would have vo·~ed in favour of all three draft 

resolutions, and I request -~he C'1aj_n,an to be so good as to have my 

del·? 1 s intention duly recorded. 

The CHAIRMAN: ThE~ wish of the representative of Zaire has been noted. 

Mr. HSU Yi-min (China) (interpretation from Chinese): \-lith regard 

to the drBft resolution just adopted, entitled 1'I'stab2.isbment of a nuclear

weapon-free zone in the reg::on of the Middle East", we voted in favour of it. 

Hovlever, in a separate vote on operative paragraph l which reads: 

"Urges anew all pc:rties directly concerned to adhere to the Treaty 

on Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons as a means of promoting this 

objective 11 
-

in accordance with our consistent position on the Non-Proliferation Treaty, 

we have reservations on that paragraph and, therefore, 1:1e did not participate 

in the vote on it. We request the Choj.nw.n to te e:ood enc-' .. lQ;h to have 

our position reflected in the records of this meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN: The statement of the Chinese delegation has been noted. 

I should like to announ:::e that the following delegations have joined in 

sponsorir:g draft resolution A/C.l/32/1.28: Ghana, Morocco and Pakistan. 

Mr. SATTAR (Pakist:m): As I had indicated earlier, I have asked to 

be allowed to speak to make 3. few preliminary remarks on document 

AjC .l/32/L.3/Rev .1, which was introduced earlier this morning by 

Mr. Blomberg, the representative of Finland. 

As the Committee is awa::-e, on an earlier occasion we expressed some 

reservations 1-.rith regard to ·~be original text of the draft resolution contained 

in document A/C.l/32/1.3. A~ that time ¥Te stated, and we reiterate, that 

Pakistan fully shares the objective of preventing a proliferation of 
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nucl r \veapons. Our difference vrith the 

it 1·1a.s over the mean of achieving that laudable 

draft was not over the goal: 

tive. We had therefore 

informa suggested some ideas I·Thich, ir: our vievJ, vlOuld the draft 

r:::solution, :rake it 'I·Jidely epta1Jle ar.d enhance its usefulness as a means 

of 2chieving its objective. 

This morning we thro i:he revised cc~:t. On first 

reading it seems to us thc:t the ideas vle had suggested in re to the 

part of' the first draf't had not been found 

as I have said, that vms a first ~·Je should like to study the 

revised text carefully. He shall have to see if the draft resolution as 

formulated succeeds in achieving cor:sistency with the universally 

acce view that the objective of the accelerated spread and deve nt 

of oucle2r technology for peaceful purposes can be reconciled with the 

tive of the dar:ger of a proliferation of r:.uclear -vreapons. 
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. !e believe that the rights and obligations of '~he suppliers of nuclear 

and the an(, obligations of the recipients can be reconciled and 

balanced. .Ihethc:r the revisE:d draft succeeds in achieving that :::ecessary balance 

is a matter \Thich, as I have said, 11ill careful examination. 

In those circunstanc;es, 

that draft re soluJ ion A/ C .1/ 
Pald.:rtan i'lOUld lH;:e to express the hope 

.l will net Co;Fc:it+:-c: for decision 

or in any grea-:; hurry and that time 'Hill be 

the revised text, ref=.ec-c. on <:.he matter and 

considered vieus at a some1-rh~_t later time. 

to to 

express their 

Eel ready , the First vill conclude its 

consideration of the disarmanent items on Friday, lt3 

members to be ready to vote on the draft resolutiow3 11hich are still outstanding. 

other CODJmit;rnents, the Committee Hill not be in a position to go the 

deadline of 18 November. If red, ue shall have to hold a night to 

our p1·ogramne. 

'Ibere are no for this afternoon 1 s mee1::,ing and I am c;herefore 
' 

com~elled to cancel it. I should lil:e to propose that the Committee tal;:e 

decisions on ·the follm·ling draft resolutions at tomorro>v 1 s 

.3/Rev.l, 1.8, 1. , 1.22 and 1.26. 




