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INTRODUCTION

As in the last few years, in 1987 the General Assembly again adopted a
large number of resolutions. After thorough consideration of 79 draft
resolutions and decisions, the First Committee recommended 63 of them for
adoption. In adopting them, the General Assembly agreed upon a record number
of 25 by consensus, including several on important substantive issues. These
numbers reflect a greater consolidation of proposals and more consensus
adoptions of resolutions than in other recent years. This shows that Member
States were able to achieve some progress in harmonizing their positions in
1987.

The United Nations General Assembly and Disarmament 1987 offers a summary
of the proposals made and action taken on disarmament issues by the Assembly
at its forty-second regular session. It is published in the framework of the
World Disarmament Campaign, which was launched by a unanimous decision of the
Assembly in 1982 to inform, to educate and to generate public understanding
and support for the objectives of the United Nations in the field of
disarmament.

Ever since the Campaign was launched--and even before--the Department for
Disarmament Affairs has endeavoured to provide the general public with
information materials on the problems and prospects of the various issues
concerning disarmament. The demand for such materials has increased steadily,
particularly from non-governmental organizations (NGOs), the educational
community, libraries and the media around the world.

In order to satisfy such demands and to comply with General Assembly
resolutions requesting the Secretary-General to give wider publicity to the
work of the Assembly in disarmament, paying attention, in particular, to the
proposals of Member States and the action taken on them, the Department for
Disarmament Affairs provides, in language understandable to the public at
large, a short account of each regular session of the Assembly. This is in
addition to the thorough review of all efforts in the field which the
Department presents in The United Nations Disarmament Yearbook.

-ix-
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CHAPTER I

UNITED NATIONS DISARMAMENT BODIES AND THEIR ACTIVITIES IN 1987

On 18 September the General Assembly decided to allocate 26 of its agenda
items to the First Committee, the following 22 of which concerned disarmament:

1. Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/45 concerning the
signature and ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty
for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco).

2. Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions: report of the Conference
on Disarmament.

3. Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty: report of
the Conference on Disarmament.

4. Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the
Middle East: report of the Secretary-General.

5. Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia: report
of the Secretary-General.

6. Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects: report of the Secretary-General.

7. Conclusion of effective international arrangements on the
strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons: report of the
Conference on Disarmament.

8. Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons: report of the Conference on Disarmament.

9. Prevention of an arms race in outer space: report of the Conference
on Disarmament.

10. Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/54 on the immediate
cessation and prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests: report of the
Conference on Disarmament.

11. Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa:

(a) Report of the Disarmament Commission;

(b) Report of the Secretary-General.
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12. Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons: report
of the Conference on Disarmament.

13. Reduction of military budgets:

(a) Report of the Disarmament Commission;

(b) Report of the Secretary-General.

14. Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons: report of the
Conference on Disarmament.

15. General and complete disarmament:

(a) Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use
of radiological weapons:

(i) Report of the Conference on Disarmament;

(ii) Report of the Secretary-General;

(b) Objective information on military matters: report of the
Secretary-General;

(c.) Conventional disarmament: report of the Disarmament Commission;

(d) Nuclear disarmament;

(e) Naval armaments and disarmament: report of the Disarmament
Commission;

(f) Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposes: report of the Conference on Disarmament;

(&) Conventional disarmament on a regional scale;

(h) Notification of nuclear tests;

(i.) Review of the role of the United Nations in the field of
disarmament: report of the Disarmament Commission.

16. Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth
Special Session of the General Assembly:

(a.) Regional disarmament: report of the Secretary-General;

(b) World Disarmament Campaign: report of the Secretary-General;

(c_) United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in
Africa: report of the Secretary-General;
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(d) Freeze on nuclear weapons;

(e) Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons:
report of the Conference on Disarmament;

(f) United Nations programme of fellowships en disarmament: report
of the Secretary-General;

(g) Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/60 I on a
nuclear-arms freeze;

(h) United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and
Development in Latin America: report of the Secretary-General.

17. Third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament: report of the Preparatory Committee for the Third
Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament.

18. World Disarmament Conference: report of the Secretary-General.

19. Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions
adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special session:

(a) Report of the Disarmament Commission;

(b) Report of the Conference on Disarmament;

(c_) Status of multilateral disarmament agreements: report of the
Secretary-General;

(d) Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies: report of the
Secretary-General;

(e) United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research: report of
the Director of the Institute;

(f) Review and appraisal of the implementation of the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade: report of the
Secretary-General;

(&) Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war:
report of the Conference on Disarmament;

(h) United Nations disarmament studies:

(i) Report of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies;

(ii) Report of the Secretary-General;

(i.) Disarmament Week: report of the Secretary-General;

(j.) Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament:
report of the Conference on Disarmament;
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(k) Prevention of nuclear war: report of the Conference on
Disarmament;

(1.) Review of the implementation of the recommendations and
decisions of the tenth special session: reports of the
Secretary-General;

(m) Implementation of the reccmmendations and decisions of the
tenth special session:

(i) Report of the Disarmament Commission;

(ii) Report of the Conference on Disarmament;

(iii) Verification in all its aspects: report of the
Disarmament Commission;

(n) Comprehensive programme of disarmament: report of the
Conference on Disarmament.

20. Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of
Peace: report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean.

21. Israeli nuclear armament: report of the Secretary-General.

22. Relationship between disarmament and development: report- of the
International Conference on the Relationship betveen Disarmament and
Development.*

In addition, four agenda items on related security questions were
allocated to the First Committee—the items on the question of Antarctica, the
strengthening of security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region, the
review of the implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of
International Security, and a comprehensive system of international peace and
security.

Altogether, the Assembly adopted 62 resolutions on disarmament, 24 of
them without a vote, and took two decisions without a vote: a procedural one
and a substantive one.

A/C.1/42/1.
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Res. 42/38 0 - "Review of the role of the United Nations in the f ield of
disarmament"

On 27 October, 52 mostly non-aligned States , l a te r joined by 13
others , 2 submitted a draft resolution ent i t led "Review of the role of the
United Nations in the field of disarmament". In introducing the text on 4
November, Cameroon stated that i t was encouraged by the progress made on the
subject at the 1987 substantive session of the Disarmament Commission. I t
emphasized the Commission's view that thorough and r ea l i s t i c reforms were
required to enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of various mult i la teral
forums engaged in the arms control and disarmament process. Cameroon was also
pleased to note that the po l i t i ca l climate had improved and that there was a
more business-like at t i tude towards the matter, and i t expressed the hope that
the Commission would maintain that momentum.

On 9 November the Committee approved the draft without a vote. On 30
November the General Assembly adopted i t , also without a vote, as resolution
42/38 O. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 39/151 G of 17 Deceniter 1984, 40/94 0 of 12 December
1985 and 41/S9 0 of 3 December 1986,

Bearing in mind that the primary purpose of the United Nations is to maintain
international peace and security,

Reaffirming its conviction that genuine and lasting peace can be created only
through the effective implementation of the security system provided for in the
Charter of the United Nations and the speedy and substantial reduction of arms and
armed forces, by international agreement and mutual example, leading ultimately to
general and complete disarmament under effective international control.

Reaffirming further that the United Nations, in accordance with its Charter,
has a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament.

2 Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Bolivia,
Brunei Darussalam, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d ' lvoi re , Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Equatorial Guinea, F i j i , Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hait i , I t a ly , Jamaica,
Japan, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Morocco, New Zealand, Niger, Panama, Philippines, Rwanda, Saint
Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, Surinane,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Ukrainian SSR, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Zaire,
Zambia.
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Recoqnizing the need for the United Nations, in discharging i ts central role
and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament, to play a more active role
in the f ie ld of disarmament in accordance with i ts primary purpose under the Charter
to maintain international peace and security.

Taking into account the part of the report of the Disarmament Commission
relating to this question,

1. Requests the Disarmament Camission to continue i ts consideration of the
role of the United Nations in the f ie ld of disarmament as a matter of priority at i ts
next substantive session, in 1988, with a view to the elaboration of concrete
recommendations and proposals, as appropriate, talcing into account, inter a l i a , the
views and suggestions of Member States as well as the aforementioned documents on the
subject;

2. Requests further the Disarmament Commission to submit i ts report on the
subject, including findings, recommendations and proposals, as appropriate, to the
General Assembly at i ts forty-third session;

3. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Review of the role of the United Nations in the f ie ld of
disarmament: report of the Disarmament Commission".

Res. 42/38 J - "Implementation of General Assembly resolutions in the field
of disarmament"

On 27 October, Czechoslovakia and the Ukrainian SSR submitted a draft
resolution entitled "Implementation of United Nations resolutions in the field
of disarmament". On 10 November they submitted a revised draft wherein the
words "United Nations" were replaced by the words "General Assembly" and
slight changes were made in operative paragraph 1. In i ts introduction the
next day, the Ukrainian SSR noted that despite the growing number of
resolutions adopted annually, their practical effect remained far from
satisfactory. The draft invited all Member States to exchange their views on
ways and means of improving the situation and requested the Secretary-General
to report to the General Assembly each year on the subject.

On 11 November the First Committee approved the revised draft by a
recorded vote of 100 to 2, with 23 abstentions.

The United States, which voted against, recalled that General Assembly
resolutions were recommendations, neither more nor less. In i ts view, the
draft purported to accord all resolutions on disarmament a special
quasi-binding status among other Assembly resolutions. The United States
pointed out that there was no basis in the charter for such a proposition.
Among the States that abstained in the vote, Australia noted that while i t
supported most disarmament resolutions, i t did not see value in a resolution
that called for the implementation of a whole class of resolutions. It could
not support provisions that called on it to implement resolutions i t had
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opposed. The United Kingdom agreed that General Assembly resolutions were
important expressions of opinion, but also considered i t clear that they,
whether carried by consensus or net and whether on disarmament or other
subjects, were not legally binding. It also saw l i t t l e value in the proposed
annual report by the Secretary-General.

Among those that voted affirmatively, the Byelorussian SSR held that in
enhancing the effectiveness of the United Nations, the implementation of
resolutions adopted by consensus would be of particular use. In i ts opinion,
States should also be expected to pay attention to the resolutions that were
voted upon and to consider themselves morally bound to determine their future
action by them. China considered that the main thrust of the draft was
positive in that it called upon all Member States to make an effort to
faci l i tate the implementation of General Assembly resolutions. However, i ts
affirmative vote did not affect the positions which i t had maintained
regarding certain disarmament resolutions. India voted in favour on the
understanding that operative paragraph 1 could apply only to resolutions that
i t had supported.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 128 to 2 (Israel and United States), with 24 abstentions
(mostly Western States), as resolution 42/38 J. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling paragraph 115 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the General Assembly, which states, inter a l ia , that the General Assembly has been
and should remain the main deliberative organ of the United Nations in the f ie ld of
disarmament and should make every effort to fac i l i ta te the implementation of
disarmament measures,

Mindful of the fact that the role of the United Nations in the f ie ld of
disarmament could be strengthened substantially through an increased effort by Member
States to implement fai thful ly General Assembly resolutions in the f ie ld of
disarmament,

Convinced of the importance of treating recomnendations of the General Assembly
in the f ie ld of disarmament with due respect in accordance with the obligations
assumed by Member States under the Charter of the United Nations,

1. Deems i t important that a l l Member States make every effort to fac i l i ta te
the consistent implementation of General Assembly resolutions in the f ie ld of
disarmament, and thus show their resolve to arrive at mutually acceptable,
comprehensively verifiable and effective disarmament measures;

2. Invites a l l Member States to make available to the Secretary-General
their views and suggestions on ways and means to improve the situation with regard to
the implementation of General Assembly resolutions in the f ie ld of disarmament;
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3. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the General Assembly, on an
annual basis, a report regarding the developments in the f ie ld of arms limitations
and disarmament, which would include a l l relevant information provided by Member
States concerning the implementation of General Assembly resolutions in the f ie ld of
disarmament, as well as their views on possible avenues to improve the situation in
this respect;

4. Calls upon a l l Member States to render every assistance to the
Secretary-General in f u l f i l l i n g the request contained in paragraph 3 above;

5. Decides to continue i ts consideration of the issue of the implementation
of General Assembly resolutions in the f ield of disarmament at i ts forty-third
session.

Res. 42/42 G - "Report of the Disarmament Commission"

On 27 October, 10 States 3 submitted a draft resolution ent i t led "Report
of the Disarmament Commission", which was introduced on 29 October by the
representative of Bulgaria, the Chairman of the Disarmament Commission during
i t s 1987 session. He noted that the draft contained, as usual, a number of
basic elements concerning the role and mandate of the Disarmament Commission
as a deliberative body in the field of disarmament. By i t , the General
Assembly would note the progress achieved on some of the agenda items during
the 1987 session; the Chairman referred specifically to verification in a l l
i t s aspects, the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament,
conventional disarmament, and naval armaments and disarmament.

On 9 November the Committee approved the draft without a vote. In that
connection, the United Kingdom expressed the view that the request for "full
provision . . . of interpretation and translation" should not be read to imply
that every informal meeting held during the Commission should be serviced in
that manner. I t also believed that the lack of verbatim records had not
hampered the Commission's work, and therefore stated i t s position that nothing
in the draft constituted a request that those records be resumed.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution, also
without a vote, as resolution 42/42 G. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Having considered the report of the Disarmament Comnission,

Emphasizing again the importance of an effective follow-up to the relevant
recommendations and decisions contained in the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the f i rs t special session devoted to disarmament,

3 Austria, Bangladesh, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Denmark, Jordan,
Ukrainian SSR, Uruguay and Venezuela.
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Taking into account the relevant sections of the Concluding Document of the
Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly, the second special session devoted
to disarmament.

Considering the role that the Disarmament Commission has been called upon to
play and the contribution that it should make in examining and submitting
recommendations on various problems in the field of disarmament and in the promotion
of the implementation of the relevant decisions of the tenth special session,

Recalling its resolutions 33/71 H of 14 Oecember 1979, 34/83 H of 11 December
1979, 35/152 F of 12 December 1980, 36/92 B of 9 December 1981, 37/76 H of 9 December
1982, 38/183 E of 20 December 1983, 39/148 R of 17 Oecember 1984, 40/152 f of 16
Oecember 1985 and 41/86 E of 4 December 1986,

1. Takes note of the report of the Disarmament Commission;

2. Notes that the Disarmament Commission has yet to conclude its
consideration of some items on its agenda, but notes also with appreciation the
progress achieved on some of these;

3. Recalls the role of the Disarmament Conrnission as the specialised,
deliberative body within the United Nations multilateral disarmament machinery that
allows for in-depth deliberations on specific disarmament issues, leading to the
submission of concrete recommendations on those issues;

4. Stresses the importance for the Disarmament Commission to work on the
basis of a relevant agenda of disarmament topics, thereby enabling the Commission to
concentrate its efforts and thus optimize its progress on specific subjects in
accordance with resolution 37/78 H;

5. Requests the Disarmament Commission to continue its work in accordance
with its mandate, as set forth in paragraph 118 of the Final Document of the Tenth
Special Session of the General Assembly, and with paragraph 3 of resolution 37/78 H,
and to that end to make every effort to achieve specific recommendations, at its 1988
substantive session, on the outstanding items on its agenda, taking into account the
relevant resolutions of the General Assembly as well as the results of its 1987
substantive session;

6. Also requests the Disarmament Commission to meet for a period not
exceeding four weeks during 1988 and to submit a substantive special report,
containing specific recommendations on the items included in its agenda, to the third
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, as well as a report
to the Assembly at its forty-third session;

7. Requests the Secretary-General to transmit to the Disarmament Commission
the report of the Conference on Disarmament, together with all the official records
of the forty-second session of the General Assembly relating to disarmament matters,
and to render all assistance that the Commission may require for implementing the
present resolution;
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8. Also requests the Secretary-General to ensure full provision to the
Commission and its subsidiary bodies of interpretation and translation facilities in
the official languages, and to assign, as a matter of priority, all the necessary
resources and services to this end;

9. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Report of the Disarmament Commission".

Res. 42/42 K - "Report of the Conference on Disarmament"

Res. 42/42 L - "Report of the Conference on Disarmament"

Two different draft resolutions entitled "Report of the Conference on
Disarmament" were submitted.

On 27 October, 12 States, later joined by 2 others,4 submitted one
draft. In introducing it on 3 November, the Netherlands stated that it was
not the intention of the sponsors to give an evaluation of the work that had
been undertaken by the Conference, but to reflect the state of affairs and to
confirm that discussions and negotiations had reached a certain stage, as
indicated in the report of the Conference. The sponsors held that the
Conference deserved to have its report meet with consensus in the Assembly and
called upon all delegations to help dispel any possible impression of a
division between what had been agreed upon in Geneva and what subsequently
would be recommended by the Assembly. On 11 November the sponsors submitted a
revised draft containing changes in two preambular paragraphs as well as a new
second preambular paragraph and new operative paragraphs 2 and 3. In
introducing the revisions that day, the Netherlands noted that the sponsors
wished to achieve consensus and were pleased with suggestions that had been
made to improve the text.

Also on 27 October, 28 States, later joined by one more,5 submitted the
other draft resolution. In introducing it on 6 November, Yugoslavia expressed
the sponsors' conviction that the Conference should be directly involved in
negotiating the priority issues of disarmament. However, the Conference's
1987 report to the General Assembly had shown that it had again been unable to
initiate substantive negotiations on the most important disarmament issues.

Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain and
United Kingdom.

Algeria, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burma, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Kenya,
Madagascar, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Sweden, Tunisia, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia and Zaire.
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The sponsors held that, owing to what they considered to be the selective
approach of some members to the questions the Conference should discuss, that
body was in effect being denied the possibility of fulfilling its mandate.
The sponsors hoped for full support for the Conference and its role in the
negotiating process.

On 13 November, Yugoslavia orally revised the draft by adding a new
operative paragraph 6, requesting the Conference to submit a special report on
the status of its negotiations and its work to the General Assembly at its
third special session devoted to disarmament.

In connection with the action on the two draft resolutions in the First
Committee, 10 delegations explained their positions on both drafts or on one
of them.

Among those addressing the two resolutions, Argentina, Burma, the Soviet
Union and Venezuela voted in favour of both. The Soviet Union expressed a
preference for the draft introduced by Yugoslavia, seeing in it a
reaffirmation of political will to ue<* fully the Conference's potential and to
step up its work in the most important areas. As for the draft introduced by
the Netherlands, although it did not contain provisions to which the Soviet
Union would object, it did not raise with sufficient clarity the question of
enhancing the effectiveness of the Conference on Disarmament. The Soviet
Union noted, nevertheless, that the draft stated that in the field of
disarmament considerable and urgent work remained to be accomplished. Both
Burma and Venezuela had sponsored the draft introduced by Yugoslavia, which
they regarded as a substantive document, an assessment of the work of the
Conference. They believed that the drafts were not incompatible with, but
indeed supportive of, each other. Burma held that the one introduced by the
Netherlands was procedural and had only general provisions. Venezuela noted
that in the previous year it had abstained in the vote on a draft
corresponding to the one introduced by the Netherlands. The current text no
longer contained the elements that it bad found unacceptable. Argentina would
have preferred a single draft resolution that would represent the consensus in
the Committee and avoid the necessity of voting. In the circumstances, it
found acceptable elements in both drafts.

Nigeria considered that the draft introduced by the Netherlands was
merely procedural. As the text did not contain contentious concepts or
principles, Nigeria voted for it.

Australia explained its affirmative vote for the first draft and its
abstention in the vote on the second one. It had also hoped that a single
text could be adopted by consensus. It felt that the text introduced by
Yugoslavia drew selectively on arguments and proposals made and conclusions
reached by consensus in the process of drawing up the 1987 report of the
Conference on Disarmament- an approach which it considered distorted.
Australia had sponsored the draft introduced by the Netherlands and believed
that it provided for the appropriate action by the Assembly on the matter.

Sri Lanka, for its part, explained its abstention in the vote on the
first draft and its affirmative vote on the second one, which it had
sponsored. It would also have preferred a single resolution on the subject.
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The draft introduced by Yugoslavia better reflected its expectations for the
Conference's future work. The draft introduced by the Netherlands contained
elements which Sri Lanka welcomed, but the text still presented a somewhat
partial picture. Had it provided more specific encouragement to the
Conference to fulfil its responsibilities, Sri Lanka would have supported it.

The two sponsors, the Netherlands and Yugoslavia, explained their
abstentions on each other's drafts. The Netherlands believed that a
procedural consensus resolution would have been justified after the hard work
done and the consensus reached in the Conference on Disarmament. Various
paragraphs in the second draft did not reflect the Netherlands views and it
had difficulties with the argument that the existence of the Yugoslav draft in
itself would prevent some from voting in favour of the procedural draft it had
introduced. It called on all delegations to reflect on the best ways and
means of recognizing the work done in the Conference and of restoring
consensus. Yugoslavia believed that the revised version of the first draft
represented a step forward, but it still did not satisfy Yugoslavia's
reservations. It considered that the General Assembly should not be satisfied
with the request that the Conference on Disarmament intensify its work in
accordance with paragraph 120 of the 1978 Final Document. Instead, it should
stress the priority issues of disarmament and request the Conference to
negotiate on them. That was necessary because the Conference should play an
important role in multilateral negotiations on disarmament.

The United States abstained in the vote on the draft introduced by the
Netherlands and voted against that introduced by Yugoslavia. It recalled its
view that, because the report of the Conference on Disarmament was a consensus
document and the resolution concerning it should foster co-operation, the
resolution should be a simple and business-like document. The United States
felt that the second draft attempted to superimpose the views of certain
States on what was collectively developed and agreed upon by consensus among
the participants in the Conference. The United States could not support the
first draft, either. Although it considered that draft's approach more
constructive, it still fell short of the goal of a strictly procedural
resolution.

On 13 November the First Committee approved the revised draft introduced
by the Netherlands by a recorded vote of 87 to none, with 32 abstentions. On
30 November the General Assembly adopted it by a recorded vote of 127 to none,
with 28 abstentions (non-aligned States and United States), as resolution
42/42 K. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling the relevant portions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament, in
particular paragraph 120 of the Final Document,

Bearing in mind that considerable and urgent work remains to be accomplished in
the field of disarmament.

Convinced that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum, should play a central role in the implementation of
the Programme of Action set forth in section III of the Final document of the Tenth
Special Session,
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Having considered the report of the Conference on Disarmament, which the
Conference adopted by consensus,

1. Takes note of the report of the Conference on Disarmament on its
1987 session;

2. Reaffirms the role of the Conference on Disarmament as the single
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum of the international community;

3. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to intensify its work in
accordance with the relevant provisions set forth in paragraph 120 of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session;

4. Also requests the Conference on Disarmament to submit a report on its
work to the General Assembly at its forty-third session;

5. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Report of the Conference on Disarmament".

On 13 November the First Committee approved the draft introduced by
Yugoslavia, as orally revised, by a recorded vote of 104 to S, with 14
abstentions. On 30 November the General Assembly adopted it by a recorded
vote of 135 to S (Western States, including France, United Kingdom and United
States), with 15 abstentions (mostly Western States), as resolution 42/42 L.
It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 34/83 B of 11 December 1979, 35/152 J of 12 December
1980, 36/92 F of 9 December 1981, 37/78 G of 9 December 1982, 38/183 I of 20 Oecember
1983, 39/148 N of 17 December 1984, 40/152 M of 16 December 1985 and 41/86 M of 4
December 1986,

Having considered the report of the Conference on Disarmament,

Convinced that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral
negotiating body on disarmament, should play the central role in substantive
negotiations on priority questions of disarmament and on the implementation of the
Programme of Action set forth in section III of the Final Document of the Tenth
Special Session of the General Assembly,

Reaffirming that the establishment of ad hoc committees offers the best
available machinery for the conduct of multilateral negotiations on items on the
agenda of the Conference on Disarmament and contributes to the strengthening of the
negotiating role of the Conference,
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Deplor ing the fact that, despite the repeated requests of the General Assembly
and the expressed wish of the great majority of members of the Conference on
Disarmament, the establishment of an ad hoc committee on the cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament, as well as on the prevention of nuclear
war, was once again prevented during the 1987 session of the Conference,

Expressing its deep concern and disappointment that the Conference on
Disarmament has not been enabled, this year either, to reach concrete agreements on
any disarmament issues to which the United Nations has assigned greatest priority and
urgency and which have been under consideration for a number of years,

1. Notes with satisfaction that further progress has been made in the
negotiations on the elaboration of a draft convention on the complete and effective
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons
and on their destruction, and urges the Conference on Disarmament to intensify
further its work with a view to completing negotiations on such a draft convention;

2. Calls upon the Conference on Disarmament to intensify its work, to
further its mandate more earnestly through negotiations and to adopt concrete
measures on the specific priority issues of disarmament on its agenda, in particular
those relating to nuclear disarmament;

3. Once again urges the Conference on Disarmament to continue or to
undertake, during its 1988 session, substantive negotiations on the priority
questions of disarmament on its agenda, in accordance with the provisions of the
Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly and other
resolutions of the Assembly on those questions;

4. Calls upon the Conference on Disarmament to provide the existing ad hoc
conmittees with appropriate negotiating mandates and to establish, as a matter of
urgency, the ad hoc committees under item 1 of its agenda, entitled "Nuclear-test
ban", on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament and on the
prevention of nuclear war;

5. Urges the Conference on Disarmament to undertake, without further delay,
negotiations with a view to elaborating a draft treaty on a nuclear-test ban;

6. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to submit a special report on the
status of its negotiations and its work to the General Assembly at its third special
session devoted to disarmament;

7. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to submit a report on its work to
the General Assembly at its forty-third session;

8. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Report of the Conference on Disarmament".
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Res. 42/42 B - "Review of the implementation of the recommendations and
decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special session"

On 26 October, Iraq and Jordan submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by
the General Assembly at its tenth special session", which was introduced by
Iraq on 3 November. In its introduction, Iraq recalled that the Conference on
Disarmament had been established to provide an opportunity for all Member
States of the United Nations to contribute effectively and positively to
negotiations on disarmament. Its rules of procedure affirmed that fact and
referred very clearly to the right of non-members to present relevant
documents and studies to it. In addition, articles 32 to 36 granted
non-member States the right to contribute to the preparatory work of the
Conference in connection with important questions. Iraq added that the
consensus provision in the rules of procedure was not meant to confer on a
member State the right to transform the Conference into a closed club, where a
member could exploit the Conference for its own purposes.

At the time that action was taken on the draft in the First Committee,
four delegations explained their positions on it.

The Islamic Republic of Iran, which voted against, held that it would
have been more appropriate had the sponsors merged their text with others so
as to reduce the number of resolutions. Iran believed that the fact that the
rules of procedure of the Conference on Disarmament were questioned in the
draft would indirectly harm the credibility of the negotiating body. It
further objected to the use of terms such as "misuse" in operative paragraph 2
and declared that the rules could not be altered to suit the wishes of a
single country.

Among those that abstained, Sweden reaffirmed its support for the
participation of all States in the work of the Conference. It noted, however,
that participation was to be decided upon by the Conference itself, while the
draft implied that non-members had the right to participate in the work of its
plenary session. Sweden also reiterated its view that a further report by the
Secretary-General on the matter would not add much to the Conference's yearly
report to the General Assembly on its work, and pointed out that the
Secretary-General's report submitted on that subject in 1987^ consisted of a
reference to the relevant paragraphs of the Conference's report. The United
Kingdom stated that it had no wish to prevent non-members from expressing
views in plenary meetings, particularly when the concerns of those States were
under discussion. Nevertheless, it believed that the entire question was a
matter for the Conference itself to decide.

France stated that by voting in favour, it wished to stress its agreement
with the general objective of the draft resolution. It believed that all
Member States of the United Nations should have the right to speak in plenary
meetings before the Conference on Disarmament, but emphasized its reservations
regarding the formulation of operative paragraph 2 (see below). In its view,
it would have been preferable to express the wish that members of the

6 A/42/552.
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Conference would respond favourably to requests by non-members to speak in
plenary meetings of the Conference.

On 13 November the Committee approved the draft by a recorded vote of 103
to 1, with 13 abstentions. On 30 November the General Assembly adopted i t by
a recorded vote of 137 to 1 ( I ran) , with 14 abstentions (mostly Western
States) , as resolution 42/42 B. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 39/148 L of 17 December 1984, 40/152 J of 16 December
1985 and 41/86 J of 4 December 1986,

Taking note of the report of the Secretary-General on this subject submitted
pursuant to resolution 41/86 J ,

Noting with concern that the problem identified in the above-mentioned
resolutions has not been alleviated,

Firmly convinced that a l l States have a vital interest in the success of
disarmament negotiations,

Bearing in mind paragraph 28 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session
of the General Assembly, in which i t affirmed that a l l States have the duty to
contribute to efforts in the f ie ld of disarmament and that a l l States have the right
to participate in disarmament negotiations, as well as paragraphs 120 (g) and (h) of
the Final Document,

Recalling further i ts resolution 38/183 F of 20 December 1983, in which i t
called upon the Governments of a l l States to contribute substantially, inter a l i a , to
halting and reversing the arms race, particularly in the nuclear f ie ld , and thus to
reducing the danger of nuclear war,

1. Reiterates once more the right of a l l States not members of the
Conference on Disarmament to participate in the work of the plenary sessions of the
Conference on substantive questions;

2. Urges States members of the Conference on Disarmament not to misuse the
rules of procedure of the Conference so as to prevent States not members from
exercising their right to participate in the work of the Conference;

3. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at i ts
forty-third session on the progress made in the implementation of the present
resolution.
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Res. 42/42 N - "Rationalization of the work of the First Committee"

On 27 October, Cameroon submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Rationalization of the work of the First Committee". On 4 November, 24
States, later joined by one other' submitted a revised draft resolution
containing several changes in operative paragraph 1.

In introducing the revised draft the same day, Cameroon stated that the
United Nations was an instrument, and could not achieve its objectives in
disarmament without the appropriate exercise by Member States of political
will. At the same time, States should be prepared to fix the instrument when
it needed fixing. Cameroon believed that there was a need to reform the
First Committee's method of work and approach. The draft contained
recommendations to that end, which were complementary to the ongoing review of
the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament being carried out
by the Disarmament Commission. The sponsors believed that a rational approach
to the Committee's work was long overdue and appropriate action was required.
Cameroon then mentioned specifically some of the reforms that the sponsors had
in mind, including careful organization of agenda items, the merging of draft
resolutions through organized, informal consultations and avoidance of the
proliferation of unnecessary, repetititous and overlapping draft resolutions.

On 9 November, Ghana proposed an oral amendment to operative paragraph
1. On 11 November the sponsors submitted a further revised draft resolution
which again contained changes in operative paragraph 1.

At the time that action was taken on the draft in the First Committee,
seven delegations explained their decisions to abstain.

Bangladesh simply stated that its abstention should not be interpreted as
meaning that, in its view, there was no scope for rationalizing the work of
the First Committee. Brazil was in broad agreement with virtually all the
measures suggested in the draft, but felt that it was not the most appropriate
vehicle to convey such a measure to the members of the First Committee
themselves. By adopting the draft, they themselves would be in the awkward
position of violating the recommendation in paragraph 1 (b), to the effect
that recommendations on procedural matters should be adopted as decisions, not
as resolutions. Brazil therefore felt that a decision would be more
appropriate. Mexico shared Brazil's opinion. It believed that
rationalization was of the highest importance and deserved thorough
consideration. In its view, the appropriate forum for that consideration was
the Disarmament Commission.

Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Venezuela and Yugoslavia all agreed that the
Disarmament Commission should continue to deal with the subject and make
recommendations on it to the General Assembly. While Pakistan appreciated the
concerns that motivated the sponsors, it felt that the Committee should avoid

1 Australia, Bahamas, Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad,
Colombia, Comoros, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Dominican Republic, Equatorial
Guinea, Germany, Federal Republic of, Guinea, Ireland, Kenya, Liberia, Mali,
Netherlands, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Somalia, Togo, Zaire and Zambia.
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any hasty decision that might prejudge or hamper the Commission's
deliberations. Sri Lanka considered the draft's evolution somewhat confusing
and would also have preferred to discuss i ts substance in a less hurried
atmosphere. Venezuela felt that in order to be viable and effective, the
draft should be adopted by consensus in the Committee. It believed that the
best way of achieving the rationalization of the work of the Committee was
through self-control on the part of delegations. Yugoslavia wanted to give
the Disarmament Commission time to complete its work and believed that the
issues raised in the draft should be considered further within the Commission
during i ts 1988 session.

On 12 November the First Committee approved the dr*»ft by a recorded vote
of 103 to none, with 24 abstentions. On 30 November the General Assembly
adopted it by a recorded vote of 134 to none, with 20 abstentions (non-aligned
States and China), as resolution 42/42 N. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Reaffirming that, in order for the United Nations to discharge effectively i t s
central role and primary responsibilities in the field of disarmament and related
security questions, the necess-ry political will of States as well as the effective
functioning of existing machinery must be demonstrated.

Convinced that the existing machinery for the consideration of disarmament and
related international security questions within the framework of the United Nations
can and should be reinforced through concrete measures to increase i t s effectiveness
and efficiency,

Emphasizing the need to strengthen the effectiveness and efficiency of the
activities of the First Cormrittee as the key organ of the General Assembly for
disarmament and related international security questions,

Acknowledging the valuable proposals already introduced with the
above-mentioned goal in mind, including those of the group of former and present
chairmen and other officers of the First Committee,

Taking into account the report of the Disarmament Comnission,

1. Decides to adopt the following recofimendations concerning the work of the
First Committee:

(a) The agenda of the First Conmittee should be rationalized by grouping or
merging related items to the extent possible in order to provide greater
organizational clarity and without prejudging their substance;

(b) Recomnendations on procedural matters should be adopted as decisions, not
as resolutions;

(c) In the interest of maximum effectiveness and efficiency, draft
resolutions on the same subject or under the same agenda items should be merged,
whenever possible;
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(d) A period of time for discussion and for organized informal consultations
among delegations should be allocated in the programme of work of the First Committee;

(e) The First Committee should have a single general debate on al l
disarmament questions during which delegations may speak on specific issues, in order
to ensure the best use of time and resources available;

( f ) The deadline for the submission of draft resolutions on disarmament items
should be advanced further to the extent feasible with a view to allowing sufficient
time for consultations bemre proceeding to take action upon them;

2. Requests the First Conmittee to implement the above-mentioned
reconmendations at the forty-third session of the General Assembly.

Res. 42/40 - "Convening of the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament"

On 27 October, 29 States , l a te r joined by 4 o thers , 8 submitted a draft
resolution ent i t led "Convening of the third special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament". In introducing the draft on 4 November,
Yugoslavia stressed that the international community attached exceptional
importance to the special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, which represented a unique opportunity for a l l Member States to
part icipate directly in defining the guidelines for further joint action in
the field of disarmament. The third special session should make a
comprehensive assessment of the developments in the area in the past few years
and ascertain to what degree the goals set at the ear l ie r sessions had been
accomplished. At the same time, i t should po l i t i ca l ly er.cou-age the ongoing
process of negotiations and provide fresh impetus for multi lateral
negotiations on the most important issues of disarmament.

At the time that action was taken on the draft in the '\ ;st Committee,
three States explained their positions on i t .

India fe l t that the third special session would be taking place in an
international environment which was perhaps more hopeful than at any time
since the f i r s t special session. In i t s view, the agreement in principle on
intermediate-range nuclear forces between the United States and the Soviet
Union (see chapter VI) was a modest, yet important, f i r s t step in disarmament,
which might open the way to more important steps. At the mult i lateral level ,
i t was possible that a convention on chemical weapons would be concluded in

8 Algeria, Australia, Bangladesh, Brazil, China, Colombia, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Japan, Madagascar, Mongolia, Morocco, Netherlands,
Nigeria, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden,
Tunisia, Venezuela, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.
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1988. The climate of disarmament negotiations was positive and conducive to
more meaningful multilateral efforts, and India hoped that the new opportunity
opening up before Member States would be used to infuse greater
multilateralism into the disarmament process.

The United Kingdom noted that certain elements in the preamble to the
draft did not adequately reflect its approach to security, arms control and
disarmament issues, and questioned whether those elements were necessary in a
procedural document. None the less, it was looking forward to participating
actively in the third special session, where it expected all points of view
and approaches to be adequately reflected. It also expected that the session
would take proper account of developments since the first and second special
sessions, including the evolution of new areas of common ground and principle.

The United States made several observations on the preambular and
operative paragraphs of the draft (see below). With regard to the third
preambular paragraph, it noted that the 1978 Final Document, however
important, had remained a static document, while events had not stood still.
International realities might no longer be accurately represented in a
document reflecting the situation obtaining in the late 1970s. As to the
fourth preambular paragraph, it shared the conviction that nations must turn
from the military to the peaceful solution of their disputes. However, in its
view it was disingenuous to imply criticism of actions taken by States to meet
necessary military requirements in the exercise of their right, under the
Charter of the United Nations, to individual or collective self-defence.
Concerning the fifth preambular paragraph, it did not agree with the
implication that nations could secure peace solely through disarmament. In
its view, arms limitation was merely one element — albeit an important one —
of the broader efforts to that end. International peace and security would be
ensured only if all States faithfully abode by the purposes and principles
embodied in the Charter. With regard to operative paragraph 3, the United
States hoped that the Preparatory Committee would conclude the necessary
preparations at its January session. Finally, it expected that the
Secretariat would make every effort to comply with the requests in operative
paragraphs 7 and 8 on the basis of existing resources. The United States
intended to participate constructively in the work of the Preparatory
Committee and would act in the same spirit at the third special session itself.

On 16 November the First Committee approved the draft without a vote. On
30 November the General Assembly adopted it, also without a vote, as
resolution 42/40. It reads as follows:

The Genera? Assembly.

Bearing in mind the decision, contained in paragraph 66 of the Concluding
Document of its Twelfth Special Session, the second special session devoted to
disarmament, concerning the convening of the third special session devoted to
disarmament,

Reaffirming its resolution 41/60 6 of 3 December 1986, in which it decided to
convene its third special session on disarmament in 198S and to establish an
open-ended Preparatory Cootnittee for the Third Special Session of the General
Assembly Devoted to Disarmament,
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Reaffirming the validity of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament, and its
conviction that disarmament remains one of the essential objectives of the United
Nations,

Expressing its concern at the continuation of the arms race, which aggravates
international peace and security and also diverts vast resources urgently needed for
economic and social development,

Reiterating its conviction that peace can be secured through the implementation
of disarmament measures, particularly for nuclear disarmament, conducive to the
realization of the final objective, namely, general and complete disarmament under
effective international control,

Having considered the report of the Preparatory Conmittee for the Third Special
Session of the General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament,

1. Decides that the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament shall be held from 3? Nay to 25 June 1988 at United Nations Headquarters
in Mew York;

2. Endorses the report of the Preparatory Corrmittee for the Third Special
Session of the General Assembly Devoted to Disarmament and the recommendations
contained therein;

3. Endorses also the recoomendation of the Preparatory Committee that it
meet in New York from 25 January to 5 February 1988 in order to consider substantive
issues related to the session for incorporation in the document or documents to be
adopted at the third special session devoted to disarmament, and any remaining
organizational and procedural matters, with the understanding that the Preparatory
Comnittee, at that session, would determine the need for a subsequent session;

4. Expresses its appreciation to the members of the Preparatory Conmittee
for their constructive contribution to its work;

5. Requests the Preparatory Committee to submit its final report to the
General Assembly at its third special session devoted to disarmament;

6. Requests all Member States engaged in bilateral, regional or multilateral
negotiations on disarmament issues outside the framework of the United Nations to
submit appropriate information on such negotiations to the General Assembly in
accordance with paragraph 27 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the General Assembly before the third special session devoted to disarmament;

7. Requests the Secretary-General to prepare necessary documentation,
including background material, as may be requested by the Preparatory Conmittee for
the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament;
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8. Requests the Secretary-General to render to the Preparatory Conmittee all
necessary assistance for the completion of its work;

9. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
an item entitled "Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions
adopted by the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to disarmament".

Res. 42/43 - "Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a
Zone of Peace"

On 2 November the representative of Sri Lanka, who was Chairman of the Ad
Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, introduced the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee containing the draft resolution recommended by the Committee. He
noted that the Committee had been able to recommend a consensus draft
resolution and that its Working Group had made progress. He summarized
briefly the contents of the draft, by which the General Assembly would
recommend that the Committee complete the remaining preparatory work during
its subsequent sessions in order to enable the convening of the Conference at
Colombo at an early date, but not later than 1990, in consultation with the
host country.

At the time that action was taken on the draft resolution, seven
delegations explained their positions on it.

Bangladesh endorsed the content of the draft, which was less than what it
had hoped for, but- in its view--worthwhile in order to gain the broader
support reflected in the consensus in the Ad Hoc Committee. Democratic Yemen
criticized what it considered obstruction of the objectives of the
Conference. It had agreed to postpone the Conference yet again, but
considered its holding necessary and urged further efforts to that end. The
German Democratic Republic shared the concern over the dangers of an
increasing militarization of the Indian Ocean region, in particular a massive
naval buildup in the Persian Gulf. It welcomed all activities undertaken by
the countries of the region and by other States aimed at scaling down tensions
and creating a climate of stability and security.

The Islamic Republic of Iran believed that the establishment of a zone of
peace in the Indian Ocean, a region witnessing the heaviest military buildup
by foreign navies, deserved special attention. It condemned the presence of
foreign navies in the Persian Gulf, which was a natural extension of the
Indian Ocean. Pakistan joined in the consensus despite the fact that the
draft fell short of its expectations. It particularly stressed the importance
of the security of the littoral and hinterland States, which had two aspects:
first, threats emanating from within the region, which were rooted in the
ambitions of powerful regional States and, secondly, extraregional threats
arising from the foreign military presence in the Indian Ocean region.

The Soviet Union considered the establishment of zones of peace in
various regions to be important to the building of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security and shared the concern regarding the
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developments in the Indian Ocean. Sri Lanka restated its disappointment at
the postponement of the Conference and renewed its offer to host at Colombo in
1988 the second of the three sessions of the Ad Hoc Committee.

On 16 November the First Committee approved without a vote the draft
resolution contained in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian
Ocean, and on 30 November the General Assembly adopted it, also without a
vote, as resolution 42/43. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly,

Recalling the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, contained in
its resolution 2832 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971, and recalling also its resolutions
2992 (XXVII) of 15 December 1972, 3080 (XXVIII) of 6 Oecember 1973, 3259 A (XXIX) of
9 Oecember 1974, 3468 (XXX) of 11 December 1975, 31/88 of 14 Oecember 1976, 32/86 of
12 Oecember 1977, S-10/2 of 30 June 1978, 33/68 of 14 December 1978, 34/80 A and B of
11 Oecember 1979, 35/150 of 12 December 1980, 36/90 of 9 December 1981, 37/96 of 13
Oecember 1982, 38/185 of 20 Oecember 1983, 39/149 of 17 December 1984, 40/153 of 16
December 1985, 41/87 of 4 Oecember 1986 and other relevant resolutions,

Recalling further the report of the Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland
States of the Indian Ocean,

1. Takes note of the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on the Indian Ocean and
the exchange of views in the Committee;

2. Takes note of the discussions on substantive issues in the Working Group
established in accordance with the Ad Hoc Conmittee's decision of 11 July 1985;

3. Emphasizes its decision to convene the Conference on the Indian Ocean at
Colombo, as a necessary step for the implementation of the Declaration of the Indian
Ocean as a Zone of Peace adopted in 1971;

4. Renews the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee as defined in the relevant
resolutions, and requests the Committee to intensify its work with regard to the
implementation of its mandate;

5. Requests the Ad Hoc Comnittee to hold three preparatory sessions in 1988,
each of a duration of one week, one session of which could be held at Colombo in
accordance with a decision to be taken by the Ad Hoc Committee at its first session
in 1988;

6. Requests the Ad Hoc Cotrmittee, should the preparatory work not be
completed to enable the convening of the Conference in 1988, to complete the
remaining work during its subsequent sessions in order to enable the convening of the
Conference at Colombo at an early date, but not later than 1990, in consultation with
the host country;

7. Notes that the Ad Hoc Committee will, during its preparatory sessions in
1988, give serious consideration to ways and means of more effectively organizing
work in the Ad Hoc Conmittee to enable it to fulfil its mandate;
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8. Requests the Ad Hoc Committee to submit to the Conference a report on i ts
preparatory work;

9. Requests the Ad Hoc Committee to present a report on its work to the
General Assembly at i ts third special session devoted to disarmament;

10. Requests the Ad Hoc Committee to submit to the General Assembly at i ts
forty-third session a fu l l report on the implementation of the present resolution;

11. Requests the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee to continue his
consultations on the participation in the work of the Corrmittee by States Members of
the United Nations which are not members of the Committee, with the aim of resolving
this matter at the earliest possible date;

12. Requests the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee to consult the
Secretary-General at the appropriate time on the establishment of a secretariat for
the Conference;

13. Requests the Secretary-General to continue to render a l l necessary
assistance to the Ad Hoc Committee, including the provision of summary records, in
recognition of i ts preparatory function, as well as verbatim transcripts for a
possible meeting at Colombo.

Res. 42/41 - "World Disarmament Conference"

On 27 October, Burundi, Peru, Poland, Spain and Sri Lanka submitted a
draft resolution ent i t led "World Disarmament Conference" in the Firs t
Committee. In introducing i t on 9 November, the representative of Sri Lanka,
who had been Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament
Conference,' stated that the draft reflected the resul t of ac t iv i t ies which
flowed from the implementation of resolution 41/61. The Chairman pointed out
that the draft made no specific provision to include in the provisional agenda
of the General Assembly's forty-third session the item enti t led "World
Disarmament Conference" in order to allow the Assembly at i t s third special
session to make i t s own recommendations on that subject.

On 16 November the Firs t Committee approved the draft without a vote, and
on 30 November the General Assembly likewise adopted i t , as resolution 42/41.
I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolutions 2833 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971, 2930 (XXVII) of 29
November 1972, 3183 (XXVIII) of 18 December 1973, 3260 (XXIX) of 9 December 1974,
3469 (XXX) of 11 Deceiver 1975, 31/190 of 21 December 1976, 32/89 of 12 December
1977, 33/69 of 14 Oecember 1978, 34/81 of 11 December 1979, 35/151 of 12 December
1980, 36/91 of 9 December 1981, 37/97 of 13 December 1982, 38/186 of 20 December
1983, 39/150 of 17 December 1984, 40/154 of 16 Oecember 1985 and 41/61 of 3 Oecember
1986,
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ReHerating its conviction that all the peoples of the world have a vital
interest in the success of disarmament negotiations and that all States should be in
a position to contribute to the adoption of measures for the achievement of this
goal,

Stressing anew its conviction that a world disarmament conference, adequately
prepared and convened at an appropriate time, could provide the realization of such
an aim and that the co-operation of all nuclear-weapon Powers would considerably
facilitate its attainment,

Recalling that, in paragraph 122 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament, it
was decided that, at the earliest appropriate time, a world disarmament conference
should be convened, with universal participation and with adequate preparation,

1. Takes note with satisfaction of the report of the Secretary-General on
the world disarmament conference,

2. Expresses its gratitude to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
World Disarmament Conference for his consultations with the representatives of the
nuclear-weapon States, as well as with all other States, as requested in resolution
41/61;

3. Renews the mandate of the Ad Hoc Conmittee;

4. Requests the Ad Hoc Committee to continue to maintain close contact with
the representatives of the nuclear-weapon States, as well as with all other States,
in order to remain currently informed of their positions on the question of convening
a world disarmament conference, and to consider any relevant comments and
observations that might be made, especially having in mind paragraph 122 of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session;

5. Also reouests the Ad Hoc Committee to report to the General Assembly at
its third special session devoted to disarmament;

6. Further requests the Ad Hoc Comnittee to hold one session in 1988 of two
days' duration for the preparation and adoption of its report to the third special
session devoted to disarmament.
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CHAPTER II

FOLLOW-UP OF THE SPECIAL SESSIONS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY DEVOTED TO
DISARMAMENT

The first special session on disarmament was held in 1978 as the tenth
special session of the General Assembly, and the second special session was
held in 1982 as the twelfth special session. The two collective items on the
Assembly's agenda pertaining to follow-up of the two special sessions were
entitled "Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions
adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special session" and "Review and
implementation of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of
the General Assembly". The 25 resolutions adopted under the two items are
discussed in this book as follows:

(a) In this chapter, beginning on the page shown-

(i) 42/39 A (Review and implementation of the Concluding
Document of the Twelfth Special Session of the General
Assembly), page 28;

(ii) 42/39 F (Consideration of guidelines for
confidence-building measures), page 30;

(iii) 42/39 I (United Nations programme of fellowships on
disarmament), page 31;

(iv) 42/42 E (International co-operation for disarmament), page
33;

(v) 42/42 F (Verification in all its aspects), page 36;

(vi) 42/42 M (Implementation of the recommendations and
decisions of the tenth special session), page 38.

(b) In other chapters, chapter number shown--

(i) 42/39 B (Freeze on nuclear weapons), chapter V;

(ii) 42/39 C (Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of
Nuclear Weapons), chapter VII;

(iii) 42/39 D (United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and
Disarmament in Asia), chapter XVIII;

(iv) 42/39 E (Regional disarmament), chapter XIV;
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(v) 42/39 G (World Disarmament Campaign), chapter XVIII;

(vi) 42/39 H (Implementation of General Assembly resolution
41/60 I on a nuclear-arms freeze), chapter V;

(vii) 42/39 J (United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and
Disarmament in Africa), chapter XVIII;

(viii) 42/39 K (United Nations Regional Centre for Peace,
Disarmament and Development in Latin America), chapter XVIII;

(ix) 42/42 A (Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of
nuclear war), chapter VII;

(z) 42/42 B (Review of the implementation of the
recommendations and decisions adopted by the General
Assembly at its tenth special session), chapter I;

(xi) 42/42 C (Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament), chapter V;

(xii) 42/42 D (Prevention of nuclear war), chapter VII;

(xiii) 42/42 G (Report of the Disarmament Commission), chapter I;

(xiv) 42/42 H (Disarmament Week), chapter XVIII;

(xv) 42/42 I (Comprehensive programme of disarmament), chapter
IV;

(xvi) 42/42 J (United Nations disarmament studies), chapter XVII;

(xvii) 42/42 K (Report of the Conference on Disarmament), chapter
i;

(xviii) 42/42 L (Report of the Conference on Disarmament), chapter
I;

(xix) 42/42 N (Rationalization of the work of the First
Committee), chapter I.

In addition, two draft resolutions entitled, respectively, "Obligations
of States to contribute to effective disarmament negotiations" and
"Constructive review and implementation of the Final Document of the Tenth
Special Session of the General Assembly", as well as a draft decision entitled
"Verification", which were introduced in the First Committee and later
withdrawn, are discussed in this chapter. A third draft resolution, entitled
"World Disarmament Campaign: actions and activities", which was also
introduced and later withdrawn, is discussed in chapter XVIII. All the draft
resolutions were adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November.



-28-

Re8. 42/39 A - "Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the
Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly"

On 23 October, Cyprus submitted a draft resolution entitled "Review and
implementation of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of
the General Assembly", which it introduced on 2 November. Believing that the
Security Council had never dealt with the question of disarmament and had
ignored resolutions adopted by the General Assembly calling upon it do so,
Cyprus hoped to bring to the attention of the Council its responsibility to
act according to the Charter.

The First Committee approved the draft resolution on 11 November by a
recorded vote of 103 to 1, with 21 abstentions. At that time two States
explained their positions on the text.

The United States voted against the resolution because it did not believe
that the United Nations should or could play a central role in nuclear-arms
reduction negotiations, though it felt that the Organization provided a unique
arena for discussing important international issues and the views of Member
States were fully taken into account in the bilateral arms control
negotiations. The Security Council had the potential to play a crucial role
in maintaining international peace and security, but, in the opinion of the
United States, it was incapable, institutionally, of assuming a pre-eminent
role in nuclear-arms reductions. Moreover, Security Council debates would
merely duplicate discussions already being held in United Nations disarmament
bodies and the creation of new machinery under the Security Council would
duplicate the ongoing responsibilities of the Department for Disarmament
Affairs.

The United Kingdom abstained because, although it firmly supported the
security system established by the Charter, under which the Security Council
had the primary role in the maintenance of international peace and security,
it had reservations about the appropriateness of the General Assembly
directing the Security Council to take specific action. It also doubted the
need to establish new bodies in the United Nations system to address
disarmament issues.

The General Assembly adopted the draft resolution on 30 November by a
recorded vote of 129 to 1 (United States), with 23 abstentions, as resolution
42/39 A. It roads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 34/83 A of 11 December 1979, 35/156 J of 12 December
1980, 36/97 K of 9 December 1981, 37/100 E of 13 December 1982, 38/73 H of 15
December 1983, 39/63 K of 12 December 1984 and 40/151 A of 16 December 1985,

Expressing the growing alarm of the world community over the dangers of the
arms race, in particular the nuclear-anms race, and its adverse social and economic
consequences,
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Noting that the present state of the international situation requires that the
disarmament principles embodied in the Charter of the United Nations become part and
parcel of any collective efforts aimed at ensuring a truly safe world, including
those undertaken by the Security Council,

Reaffirming that the United Nations under its Charter plays a central role and
bears main responsibility in the area of disarmament and the strengthening of
international security,

Recalling paragraph 13 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the General Assembly, in which the Assembly acknowledged that genuine and lasting
peace can only be created through the effective implementation of the security system
provided for in the Charter and the speedy and substantial reduction of arms and
armed forces, by international agreement and mutual example,

Recalling that under Article 26 of the Charter, the Security Council is
responsible for formulating, with the assistance of the Military Staff Committee,
plans for establishing an arms regulation system,

Noting the fact that the Security Council, which is vested under the Charter
with the principal responsibility for maintaining international peace and security,
has not yet conducted any examination of the question of the adverse effects of the
arms race, especially in the nuclear field, on international peace and security, as
provided for in the relevant General Assembly resolutions,

1. Calls upon the Security Council, in particular its permanent members,
within the framework of its main task, to contribute to establishing and maintaining
international peace and security with the least possible diversion of world human and
economic resources to armament, and to take the necessary steps for the effective
implementation of Article 26 of the Charter of the United Nations with a view to
enhancing the central role of the United Nations in facilitating solutions to the
issues of arms limitation, primarily in the nuclear field, and disarmament, as well
as the strengthening of international peace and security;

2. Recommends that the nuclear-weapon States, which at the same time are the
five permanent members of the Security Council, hold joint meetings and provide
regular information to the General Assembly, as well as to the Conference on
Disarmament, about the state of affairs as regards the range of issues related to
disarmament, especially in the nuclear field, prevention of a nuclear war and the
status of the current agreements in the field of arms limitation and disarmament, and
about progress at those negotiations which include the participation of the nuclear
Powers;

3. Recommends that the Security Council consider the question of
establishing, under Article 29 of the Charter, such subsidiary bodies as it deems
necessary for the performance of its functions to facilitate a solution to
disarmament issues;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the General Assembly at its
forty-third session a report on the implementation of the present resolution within
the framework of the agenda item entitled "Review and implementation of the
Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly".
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Res. 42/39 F - "Consideration of guidelines for confidence-building measures"

On 27 October, the Federal Republic of Germany submitted a draft
resolution entitled "Consideration of guidelines for confidence-building
measures", which was later revised and ultimately sponsored by an additional
eight States.1 By the original version, the General Assembly would consider
that recent developments in the field of disarmament could facilitate reaching
consensus on the draft guidelines for confidence-building measures as
contained in the Disarmament Commission's 1986 report? and would call upon
the Preparatory Committee for the Third Special Session to include the
consideration of such guidelines in the provisional agenda of that session.

On 10 November the Federal Republic introduced a revision, in which minor
changes had been made in the second preambular paragraph and the single
operative paragraph had been entirely revised. The sponsor explained that
after consultations, it had decided that the Disarmament Commission had a good
chance of finalizing the draft guidelines the following year. Consequently,
the operative paragraph had been changed from a request to the Preparatory
Committee to a request to the Disarmament Commission that it consider the
guidelines with a view to finalizing the draft. Behind the Federal Republic's
commitment to the guidelines lay its conviction that confidence-building
measures had the potential to contribute significantly to the enhancement of
peace and security and to facilitate the attainment of disarmament measures.
That potential was already being explored in various regions. The guidelines
did not, of course, exclude the simultaneous application of other
security-enhancing measures nor did they detract from the need for more
far-reaching arms control and disarmament measures. Rather, they were a most
useful corollary to those measures, as had been acknowledged in the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document. The Federal Republic hoped that the
unanimous adoption of operative guidelines would be the point of departure for
new co-operative disarmament thinking.

At the time of voting in the First Committee on 12 November, the
sponsors, responding to a request received from a number of delegations,
orally revised the draft by adding to the third preambular paragraph the words
"and for promoting and facilitating the attainment of disarmament measures".
The Committee thereupon approved the draft resolution, as orally revised,
without a vote, and on 30 November the General Assembly adopted it, also
without a vote, as resolution 42/39 F. The resolution reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolution 41/60 C of 3 December 1986, as well as the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Oocument of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly,

1 Byelorussian SSR, Cameroon, Canada, Costa Rica, Greece, Hungary,
Poland and Sweden.

2 Official Records of the Ganeral Assembly. Forty-first Session.
Supplement No. 42 (A/41/42), annex II.
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Considering that growing positive and concrete experience with
confidence-building measures could faci l i tate reaching f inal consensus or> the draft
guidelines for confidence-building measures, as contained in the 1986 report of the
Disarmament Commission,

Noting with satisfaction that the concept of confidence-building as an
important instrument for the strengthening of international peace and security and
for promoting and faci l i tat ing the attainment of disarmament measures meets with
growing acceptance among States,

Requests the Disarmament Commission to consider, at i ts 1988 session, the
"Draft guidelines for appropriate types of confidence-building measures and for the
implementation of such measures on a global or regional level", with a view to
finalizing them in the most expeditious manner to be determined by that body.

Res. 42/39 I - "United Nations programme of fellowships on disarmament"

On 27 October, 24 States, later joined by S additional sponsors,3

submitted a draft resolution entitled "United Nations programme of fellowships
on disarmament". The same States later submitted a revised draft in which
references to an assessment of the programme, to be carried out by the
Secretary-General, were deleted. In introducing the revised draft on 3
November, Nigeria recalled that the fellowships programme had been established
during the f i rs t special session to meet the needs of Member States in the
sphere of disarmament. I t noted with pleasure that the general opinion in the
First Committee was that the programme had been a success and that i t had, as
envisaged, turned out an appreciable number of public officials in the field
of disarmament, particularly from the developing countries.

During i t s consideration of the draft resolution, the First Committee
had before i t a report of the Secretary-General on the fellowships programme
containing information on the background of the programme and on i t s
implementation and the selection of the 20 fellows in 1987.* I t also
contained a statement to the effect that the General Assembly's decision,
taken by resolution 40/151 H, to expand the forms of assistance available to
Member States under the programme by including a regional disarmament training
programme and a disarmament advisory services programme had not yet been

3 Algeria, Argentina, Bahamas, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon, Ethiopia,
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Indonesia,
Kenya, Liberia, Mali, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Zaire, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

4 A/42/693. The 20 States whose nationals participated in the
programme in 1987 were: Australia, Bolivia, Burundi, German Democratic
Republic, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Mali, Netherlands, Nigeria,
Panama, Philippines, Sudan, Togo, Tunisia, Ukrainian SSR, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yugoslavia, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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implemented in view of the financial situation of the Organization. The
Committee also had before it a statement on the programme budget implications
of the draft resolution, according to which no additional appropriation would
be requested if the draft resolution were adopted.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 129 to 1. The three States that explained their votes—
Japan and the United Kingdom, which voted affirmatively, and the United
States, which voted against- -all expressed their support for the programme,
but felt that it would be premature to rename it at that time, as called for
in operative paragraph 5, since it had not been possible, in the current
situation, to start the new programmes of regional training and advisory
services. The United States, which voted against on financial grounds,
pointed out that operative paragraph 2 of the draft explicitly endorsed the
increased spending levels for that activity that the General Assembly had
adopted in 1985, in spite of the fact that, even with the increased financing,
the 1987 programme could accommodate only 20 fellows, rather than the
scheduled 25.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 156 to 1 (United States), as resolution 42/39 I. It reads as
follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts decision, contained in paragraph 108 of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the f i r s t special session devoted to
disarmament, to establish a programme of fellowships on disarmament, as well as i ts
decisions contained in annex IV to the Concluding Oocument of the Twelfth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the second special session devoted to disarmament,
in which i t decided, inter a l ia , to continue the programme and to increase the number
of fellowships from twenty to twenty-five as front 1983,

Noting with satisfaction that the programme has already trained an appreciable
number of public off ic ials selected from geographical regions represented in the
United Nations system, most of whom are now in positions of responsibility in the
f ie ld of disarmament affairs in their respective countries or Governments,

Recalling i ts resolutions 37/100 G of 13 December 1982, 38/73 C of 15 December
1983, 39/63 B of 12 December 1984, 40/151 H of 16 Oecember 1985 and 41/60 H of 3
December J986,

Recalling further that, in i ts resolution 40/151 H, i t decided to consolidate
the disarmament fellowship programme with the newly established regional disarmament
training programme and disarmament advisory services programme under the Department
for Disarmament Affairs, in the Office of the Under-Secretary-General of the
Secretariat,

Noting with satisfaction that the programme1, as designed, has enabled an
increased number of public o f f ic ia ls , particularly from the developing countries, to
acquire more expertise in the sphere of disarmament,
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Beiievinq that the forms of assistance available to Member States,
particularly to developing countries, under the United Nations programme of
fellowships on disarmament wi l l enhance the capabilities of their off icials to follow
ongoing deliberations and negotiations on disarmament, both bilateral and
multi lateral ,

1. Reaffirms i ts decisions contained in annex IV to the Concluding Document
of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly and the report of the
Secretary-General approved by resolution 33/71 E of 14 December 1978;

2. Requests the Secretary-General to implement the United Nations programme
of fellowships on disarmament, including the advisory services and training
programmes, within existing resources;

3. Expresses i ts appreciation to the Governments of the German Democratic
Republic, the Federal Republic of Germany, Japan, Sweden, the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States of America for inviting the 1987 fellows to
study selected activit ies in the f ie ld of disarmament, thereby contributing to the
fulfilment of the overall objectives of the programme;

4. Commends the Secretary-General for the diligence with which the progranme
has continued to be carried out;

5. Decides to rename the three programnes consolidated pursuant to paragraph
3 of resolution 40/151 H "the United Nations disarmament fellowship, training and
advisory services programme";

6. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at i ts
forty-third session on his assessment of the operations of the programme.

Res. 42/42 E - "International co-operation for disarmament"

On 27 October, Czechoslovakia submitted a draft resolution entitled
"International co-operation for disarmament", which it later revised and
introduced on 11 November. It stated that the main objective of the draft
resolution was identical with that of the General Assembly's Declaration on
International Co-operation for Disarmament, adopted in 1979. The draft
resolution was intended as an appeal to the international community to
redouble efforts to implement the recommendations and decisions of the first
special session, with full regard to new developments and positive changes in
the approaches to the issues of disarmament and international security, the
influence of which was already visible. Czechoslovakia pointed out that the
essential requirements for making international co-operation in the field of
disarmament more effective were contained in the eighth to twelfth paragraphs
of the preamble.

At the same meeting the First Committee approved the draft resolution by
a recorded vote of 90 to 18, with 11 abstentions. On 30 November the draft
was adopted by the General Assembly by a recorded vote of 118 to 18 (Western
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and associated States), with 14 abstentions, as resolution 42/42 E. The
resolution reads as follows:

The General Assembly,

Stressing again the urgent need for an active and sustained effort to expedite
the implementation of the recommendations and decisions unanimously adopted at its
tenth special session, the first special session devoted to disarmament,

Recalling the Declaration on International Co-operation for Disarmament of 11
December 1979 and its resolutions 36/92 D of 9 December 1981, 37/78 B of 9 December
1982, 38/183 F of 20 December 1983, 39/148 M of 17 December 1984, 40/152 I of 16
December 1985 and 41/86 K of 4 December 1986,

Stressing the vital need to proceed ta balanced, mutually acceptable,
comprehensively verifiable and effective measures towards halting the arms race and
attaining disarmament, particularly in the nuclear field, for the preservation of
peace and the strengthening of comprehensive international security,

Bearing in mind the vital interests of all States in the adoption of concrete
effective disarmament measures, which would, through conversion, release considerable
material, financial and human resources to be used for peaceful purposes and, with
the assistance of the respective international machinery, particularly for overcoming
economic underdevelopment in the developing countries,

Convinced of the need to strengthen constructive international co-operation
based on the political goodwill of States for successful negotiations on disarmament,
and on the increased openness in military matters in accordance with the priorities
established in the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General
Assembly,

Stressing that international co-operation for disarmament should, as a matter
of priority, be aimed at averting nuclear war through the gradual elimination of
nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, the discontinuation of
nuclear-weapon tests, the prevention of an arms race in outer space and conventional
disarmament on a global scale, taking into account the characteristics of the
different regions, and at confidence-building as an indispensable component of
relations among States,

Considering that the progress towards a nuclear-weapon-free world can be
executed stage by stage in terms of both participation and armaments to be covered,
with the steady strengthening of international security and stability,

Believing that a broader internationalization of all disarmament negotiations
would be an important factor contributing to their success,

Noting with satisfaction an increased dynamism of the efforts of the
international community to avert the nuclear threat and to make a genuine
breakthrough in the field of disarmament.

Emphasizing that the two nuclear-weapon States possessing the most important
nuclear arsenals should continue and further expedite their negotiations with a view
to curbing the nuclear-arms race while mutually refraining from launching weapons
into outer space,
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Believing that all nuclear-weapon States should make their national
contributions to the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free world,

Conscious that in the nuclear space age the reliable security of all countries
in all spheres of international relations can be ensured only by political means,
through the joint efforts of all States,

1. Invites all States further to increase co-operation and to strive
actively for meaningful disarmament negotiations on the basis of reciprocity,
equality, undiminished security and the non-use of force in international relations,
so that they may prevent the qualitative enhancement and quantitative accumulation of
weapons, as well as the development of new types and systems of weaponry, especially
weapons of mass destruction, and secure a meaningful and all-embracing disarmament
process;

2. Stresses the importance of strengthening the effectiveness of the United
Nations in fulfilling its central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of
disarmament;

3. Emphasizes the necessity of refraining from the dissemination of any
doctrines and concepts that may endanger international peace and security by
justifying nuclear war;

4. Invites all States to consider, in a spirit of co-operation, ways and
means to achieve a broader internationalization of the current disarmament
negotiations;

5. Declares that the use of force in international relations as well as in
attempts to prevent the full implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples constitutes a phenomenon incompatible
with the idea of international co-operation for disarmament;

6. Reiterates its profound conviction that outer space should be excluded
from the sphere of military preparation and used exclusively for peaceful purposes,
for the benefit of all mankind;

7. Appeals to States members of military groupings to promote, on the basis
of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly and in a
spirit of co-operation and openness, the gradual mutual limitation of their military
activities as well as the reduction of their armed forces and armaments, thus
creating conditions for their dissolution;

8. Calls upon all Member States and the international organizations
concerned to continue to cultivate and disseminate, particularly in connection with
the World Disarmament Campaign, launched by the General Assembly at its twelfth
special session, the second special session devoted to disarmament, the idea of
international co-operation for disarmament;

9. Calls upon the Governments of all States to contribute substantially to
halting and reversing the arms race, particularly in the nuclear field, and thus to
reducing the danger of nuclear war and to strengthening international peace and
security.
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Res. 42/A2 F - "Verification in all its aspects"

On 27 October, Bulgaria, Canada, Finland and Sweden submitted a draft
decision entitled "Verification", which was introduced by Finland on 4
November. The purpose of the draft decision was to facilitate further and
more concrete consideration by the Disarmament Commission of the idea of
establishing a United Nations verification data base, a proposal submitted by
Finland in the Commission. By the draft decision, the General Assembly would
request the Secretary-General to submit to the Commission at its next session
a preliminary report on existing capabilities and facilities within the United
Nations Secretariat relevant to the establishment of a computerized data base
for purposes of verification of compliance with international arms limitation
and disarmament agreements. The sponsors believed that such a data base could
assist Member States in verifying compliance with agreements to which they
were parties and could serve as a channel for the distribution of
confidence-building information. Finland stressed that the role of the data
base would be essentially technical in nature, with political judgements about
compliance continuing to rest with the sovereign States concerned, and that
the preliminary report to be requested would be prepared by the Department for
Disarmament Affairs within existing resources.

On 11 November, Finland stated that it had become apparent to the
sponsors that the draft could not command a consensus within the Committee.
Since they realized that the report called for in the decision would be of
assistance to the Disarmament Commission only if it were perceived by all to
be helpful, they had decided not to press the draft decision to a vote.->

On 27 October, 30 States, later joined by 2 more,*" submitted a draft
resolution entitled "Verification in all its aspects", which was introduced by
Canada on 3 November. The object of the draft, Canada stated, was to seek to
continue the progress made at the last session of the Disarmament Commission;
consequently, the draft incorporated the Commission's recommendation that it
continue to consider verification "as a matter of critical importance in the
negotiation and implementation of arms limitation and disarmament". Moreover,
since verification had been identified by the Commission as an essential
element of all arms limitation and disarmament agreements, the
Secretary-General was requested to bring the resolution to the attention of
the Assembly at its third special session.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution without a
vote, and on 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft, also without
a vote, as resolution 42/42 F. The resolution reads as follows:

5 See A/42/754, paras. 15 and 16.

6 Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Botswana, Bulgaria, Cameroon,
Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Malaysia,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Romania, Samoa, Singapore, Spain,
Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom and Uruguay.
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The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 40/152 0 of 16 December 1985 and 41/86 Q of 4
December 1986,

Conscious of the urgent need to reach agreements on arms limitation and
disarmament measures capable of contributing to the maintenance of peace and security.

Convinced that, if such measures are to be effective, they must be fair and
balanced and acceptable to all parties, their substance must be clear and compliance
with them must be evident,

Noting that the critical importance of verification of and compliance with
agreements is universally recognized,

Reaffirming its conviction, as expressed in paragraph 91 of the Final Document
of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, adopted by consensus at that
session, its first special session devoted to disarmament, that in order to
facilitate the conclusion and effective implementation of disarmament agreements and
to create confidence, States should accept appropriate provisions for verification in
such agreements,

Reiterating its view that:

(a) Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
and effective measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order
to create the necessary confidence and to ensure that they are being observed by all
parties;

(b) The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in any
specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes, scope and
nature of the agreement;

(c) Agreements should provide for the participation of parties directly or
through the United Nations system in the verification process;

(d) Where appropriate, a combination of several methods of verification as
well as other compliance procedures should be employed;

Recalling that:

(a) In the context of international disarmament negotiations, the problem of
verification should be further examined and adequate methods and procedures in this
field should be considered;

(b) Every effort should be made to develop appropriate methods and procedures
that are non-discriminatory and that do not unduly interfere with the internal
affairs of other States or jeopardize their economic and social development,

Believing that verification techniques should be developed as an objective
means of determining compliance with agreements and appropriately taken into account
in the course of disarmament negotiations,

Noting with satisfaction that part of the report of the Disarmament Commission
relating to this question,
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1. Calls upon Member States to increase their efforts towards achieving
agreements on balanced, mutually acceptable, comprehensively verifiable and effective
arms limitation and disarmament measures;

2. Encourages a l l States that have not already done so to conmunicate to the
Secretary-General, not later than 31 March 1988, their views and suggestions on
verification principles as invited by the General Assembly in its resolution 41/86 Q;

3. Urges individual Member States and groups of Member States possessing
verification expertise to consider means by which they can contribute to, and promote
the inclusion of, adequate and effective verification measures in arms limitation and
disarmament agreements;

4. Requests the Disarmament Commission to conclude i ts consideration of
verification in a l l i ts aspects at i ts 1988 substantive session, in the context of
pursuing general and complete disarmament under effective international control, as a
matter of cr i t ical importance in the negotiation and implementation of arms
limitation and disarmament, with a view to the elaboration of concrete
recommendations and proposals, as appropriate, regarding verification in a l l i ts
aspects, including principles, provisions and techniques to promote the inclusion of
adequate verification in arms limitation and disarmament agreements and the role of
the United Nations and i ts Member States in the f ie ld of verification, and to report
on i ts deliberations, conclusions and recommendations to the General Assembly at i ts
third special session devoted to disarmament and at i ts forty-third session;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to prepare for the Disarmament Commission
at i ts 1988 substantive session a compilation of the views received from Member
States on the issue;

6. Also requests the Secretary-General to bring the present resolution to
the attention of the General Assembly at i ts third special session devoted to
disarmament;

7. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Verification in a l l i ts aspects".

Res. 42/42 M - "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the
tenth special session"

Three draft resolutions concerning the implementation of the
recommendations and decisions of the tenth special session were submitted: on
21 October, by the German Democratic Republic; on 27 October, by a group of
non-aligned and developing countries (see below); and also on 27 October, by
the Federal Republic of Germany. The text of the German Democratic Republic
was merged7 with that of the non-aligned and developing countries, which was
then adopted, and the text of the Federal Republic was withdrawn.8

7 See A/42/754, paras. 5 and 6.

8 Ibid., paras. 20 and 21.
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The first draft, entitled "Obligations of States to contribute to
effective disarmament negotiations", was introduced by the German Democratic
Republic on 2 November. In its introduction, the sponsor stated that in the
nuclear and space age, the problems facing mankind could be solved only by
political means, by result-oriented negotiations. The text explicitly
indicated the need for bilateral and multilateral disarmament negotiations to
complement and stimulate each other. In particular, it underlined the need
for the Soviet Union and the United States to conclude an agreement on the
elimination of their land-based intermediate- and shorter-range nuclear
missiles; to reach deep cuts in their strategic offensive arms, while
maintaining and strengthening the anti-ballistic missile Treaty regime; and to
achieve progress in all agreed areas. It also invited the Conference on
Disarmament to concentrate its work on the substantive and priority items on
its agenda and to proceed to negotiations on a nuclear-test ban, on the
cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, on the prevention
of nuclear war and on the prevention of an arms race in outer space without
further delay, as well as to finalize the draft convention on the prohibition
of all chemical weapons and on their destruction.

The second text, entitled "Constructive review and implementation of the
Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly", was
introduced by the Federal Republic of Germany on 29 October. Given the
dynamic character of the international situation, it would be a mistake, the
Federal Republic stated, to rely exclusively on the tools provided by the 129
paragraphs of the Final Document for the implementation of its objectives; it
should be permissible to use other approaches in a complementary manner
whenever and wherever their use would be helpful. By the text, the General
Assembly would express its belief that a broad and comprehensive approach to
security, which took due account of the legitimacy of individual and
collective self-defence and of the need for military potentials not to exceed
defensive needs, was required for implementation of the Final Document. The
Assembly would also call for consideration of the new developments that had
taken place since 1978; and would request that specific attention be paid to
those areas where first substantive results had been reached and further
progress could be expected.

The third draft resolution, entitled "Implementation of the
recommendations and decisions of the tenth special session", was submitted by
21 States' on 27 October. In introducing it on 6 November, Yugoslavia
affirmed the sponsors' belief that the Final Document provided a valid,
comprehensive basis on which the international community could launch action
towards halting and reversing the arms race. It also noted their conviction
that it was necessary-precisely because of recent positive trends- to give a
new push to disarmament talks. The sponsors earnestly hoped that the draft
resolution would encourage disarmament negotiations on all levels: in the
United Nations, at the Conference on Disarmament, and on the bilateral and
regional levels.

9 Algeria, Bangladesh, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghana,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Madagascar, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, Venezuela and Viet Nam and, later,
Burma.
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Intensive negotiations were held among the sponsors of the three draft
resolutions in an effort to arrive at a single text acceptable to all of them,
but it proved possible to merge only the texts of the German Democratic
Republic and the non-aligned countries. On 11 November, Yugoslavia introduced
a revision of the original non-aligned draft in which the seventh preambular
paragraph had been expanded by incorporating the idea that all States had the
right to contribute to efforts in the field of disarmament. The revised text
was sponsored by the earlier group of States, joined by the German Democratic
Republic and, later, by Bulgaria and Mongolia.

The German Democratic Republic withdrew its draft resolution, thanking
the representative of Yugoslavia and the original sponsors for their
co-operation in combining the two texts. The Federal Republic of Germany
withdrew its draft, stating that the time and effort devoted to the
negotiations over combining the three drafts represented a worthwhile
investment: areas of common ground and areas where differences had been
narrowed had been identified, and it had become clear where basic differences
continued to exist. That understanding was an essential basis for further
talks between parties involved and would be useful in the process of preparing
for the third special session on disarmament.

On 12 November the First Committee approved the revised draft introduced
by Yugoslavia by a recorded vote of 115 to 12, with 3 abstentions, and three
States explained their affirmative votes.

The Islamic Republic of Iran stated that it had sponsored the revised
draft on the understanding that the statement that all States had the right to
contribute to efforts in disarmament did not imply that any change should be
made in the rules of procedure of any disarmament negotiating body. Both
Australia and New Zealand voted in favour because of what they considered to
be substantial improvement in the text over that of the previous year.
Australia, however, outlined some of the deficiencies that it felt the draft
still contained: the suggestion in the third preambular paragraph that no
concrete results had been achieved since the 1978 special session ignored
areas where progress had been made; the language in the fourth preambular
paragraph ignored the fact that peace and security could be maintained by the
balance of forces, at least until complete disarmament was achieved, and was
at variance with the concept, expressed in the Final Document, of general and
complete disarmament as the ultimate objective of the disarmament process; and
the call implied in operative paragraph 4 for the Conference on Disarmament to
commence negotiations on all agenda items was unrealistic. New Zealand
suggested that, in the future, the sponsors of the two merged texts agree on a
common text before introducing drafts in the First Committee.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the revised draft resolution
by a recorded vote of 142 to 12 (Western and associated States), with 3
abstentions, as resolution 42/42 M, which reads as follows:
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The General Assembly.

Having reviewed the implementation of the recomnendations and decisions adopted
by the General Assently at its tenth special session, the first special session
devoted to disarmament, as well as the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the second special session devoted to disarmament,

Recalling its resolutions S-10/2 of 30 June 1978, 34/83 C of 11 December 1979,
35/46 of 3 December 1980, 35/152 E of 12 December 1980, 36/92 M of 9 December 1981,
37/78 F of 9 December 1982, 38/183 H of 20 December 1983, 39/148 0 of 17 December
1984, 40/152 N of 16 December 1985 and 41/86 0 of 4 December 1986 and its decision
S-12/24 of 10 July 1982,

Deeply concerned that no concrete results regarding the implementation of the
recommendations and decisions of the tenth special session have been realized in the
course of the more than nine years since that session.

Convinced that international peace and security can be ensured only through
general and complete disarmament under effective international control and that one
of the most urgent tasks is to halt and reverse the arms race and to undertake
concrete measures of disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament, and that, in this
respect, the nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States have the
primary responsibility,

Noting with satisfaction that the two leading nuclear-weapon States have
reached an agreement in principle on the elimination of intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles,

Convinced that the conclusion of a treaty on the elimination of
intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles would positively affect the overall
negotiations on disarmament,

Stressing once again that the active participation of Member States in
effective disarmament negotiations is necessary for discharging their responsibility
to contribute to the maintenance of international peace and security, that all States
have the right to contribute to efforts in the field of disarmament, that it is more
than ever imperative in the present circumstances to give a new impetus to
negotiations on disarmament, in particular nuclear disarmament, at all levels and to
achieve genuine progress in the immediate future, and that all States should refrain
from any actions that have or may have negative effects on the outcome of disarmament
regotiations,

Reaffirming that the United Nations has a central role and primary
responsibility in the sphere of disarmament, %

Stressing that the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General
Assembly, which was unanimously and categorically reaffirmed by all Member States at
the twelfth special session as the comprehensive basis for efforts towards halting
and reversing the arms race, retains all its validity and that the objectives and
measures contained therein still represent one of the most important and urgent goals
to be achieved,
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1. Invites all states, particularly nuclear-weapon States and especially
those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals, to take urgent
measures with a view to implementing the recommendations and decisions contained in
the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, as well as
to fulfilling the priority tasks set forth in the Programme of Action contained in
section III of the Final Document;

2. Calls upon all States, in particular nuclear-weapon States and other
militarily significant States, to take urgent measures in order to promote
international security on the basis of disarmament, to halt and reverse the arms race
and to launch a process of genuine disarmament;

3. Calls upon the two leading nuclear-weapon States to intensify and pursue
their negotiations with determination and talcing into account the interest of the
entire international community, in order to halt the arms race, particularly the
nuclear-arms race, to reduce substantially their nuclear arsenals, prevent the arms
race in outer space and undertake effective measures of nuclear disarmament;

4. Calls upon the Conference on Disarmament to proceed urgently to
negotiations on the questions of disarmament on its agenda;

5. Calls upon the Disarmament Commission to intensify its work in accordance
with its mandate with a view to making concrete recommendations on specific items on
its agenda;

6. Invites all States engaged in disarmament and arms limitation
negotiations outside the framework of the United Nations to keep the General Assembly
and the Conference on Disarmament informed on the status and/or results of such
negotiations, in conformity with the relevant provisions of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session;

7. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Implementation of the recorrcnendations and decisions of the tenth
special session".
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CHAPTBR III

GENERAL AND COMPLETE DISARMAMENT

Fifteen draft resolutions and one draft decision were approved by the
First Committee and adopted by the General Assembly—as resolutions 42/38 A to
0 and decision 42/407—under the item on general and complete disarmament.
The Assembly's consideration of these resolutions and decision is discussed in
this book as follows:

(a) In this chapter, beginning on the page shown—

(i) 42/38 I (Objective information on military matters), page 44;

(ii) 42/38 K (Naval armaments and disarmament), page 47;

(iii) 42/38 M (Compliance with arms limitation and disarmament
agreements), page 49.

(b) In other chapters, chapter number shown—

(i) 42/38 A (Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations), chapter VI;

(ii) 42/38 B (Prohibition of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons), chapter XIII;

(iii) 42/38 C (Notification of nuclear tests), chapter VIII;

(iv) 42/38 D (Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations), chapter VI;

(v) 42/38 E (Conventional disarmament), chapter XIV;

(vi) 42/38 F (Prohibition of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons), chapter XIII;

(vii) 42/38 G (Conventional disarmament), chapter XIV;

(viii) 42/38 H (Nuclear disarmament), chapter V;

(ix) 42/38 J (Implementation of General Assembly resolutions in
the field of disarmament), chapter I;

(x) 42/38 L (Prohibition of the production of fissionable
material for weapons purposes), chapter V;

(xi) 42/38 N (Conventional disarmament on a regional scale),
chapter XIV;
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(xii) 42/38 0 (Review of the role of the United Nations in the
field of disarmament), chapter I.

(xiii) Decision 42/407 (General and complete disarmament), chapter
VI;

Three draft resolutions, entitled respectively "Confidence-building and
increased openness in military matters", "Confidence-building measures at
sea", and "Free exchange of views on disarmament and related security issues",
which were introduced in the First Committee and later withdrawn, are also
discussed in this chapter. Four additional draft resolutions that were
withdrawn are discussed in topical chapters—"General and complete
disarmament: nuclear disarmament" in chapter V, and "Transfer of conventional
armaments", "Confidence-building and security-building measures and
conventional disarmament" and "Confidence-building and security-building
measures and conventional disarmament in Europe" in chapter XIV.

Res. 42/38 I - "Objective information on military matters"

On 27 October, nine socialist States-1 submitted a draft resolution
entitled "Confidence-building and increased openness in military matters". In
the preamble, the General Assembly would express the view that openness in the
military and political sphere was intended to eliminate sources of suspicion
and contribute to genuine disarmament and that increased openness with regard
to military activities and military expenditure could contribute to
confidence-building; recognize the need to continue efforts towards a
realistic comparison of military budgets in order to limit them to levels of
reasonable sufficiency; and express the belief that the policy of
confidence-building could be stimulated by international agreement on
defensive strategy and reasonable sufficiency, which presupposed that the
structure of a State's armed forces would be sufficient to repel, but not
carry out, attacks. In the operative part, the Assembly would invite all
Member States to transmit to the Secretary-General their views concerning
principles and ways and means of ensuring confidence and furthering openness
in military matters.

On 26 October, 18 States2 submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Objective information on military matters", which was introduced by the
United Kingdom on 6 November. The sponsors of the draft believed that
objective information on military matters would help to establish an
atmosphere of greater confidence, in which the likelihood of an outbreak of

Bulgaria, Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian SSR and USSR.

o
£ Australia, Belgium, Botswana, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany,

Federal Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Samoa, Spain, Swaziland, Turkey and United Kingdom.
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conflict would be reduced, and hoped that in the near term States that had
withheld such information would be in a position to provide objective and
reliable military data. The draft would invite States to consider measures
such as the use of the United Nations standardized reporting instrument to
give practical effect to the principles of openness and transparency.

On 10 November, the same States plus Portugal submitted a revised text,
which was later sponsored by eight others.3 In introducing the revision on
11 November, the United Kingdom stated that following intensive consultations,
it had been possible to incorporate into the original draft resolution some of
the elements in the draft submitted by the socialist countries on
confidence-building and openness in military matters and to accommodate other
suggestions as well. The revision had been drafted with the intention of
commanding the widest possible support in the Committee and the sponsors hoped
that it would be adopted by consensus.

The Soviet Union drew the attention of the Committee to the new operative
paragraph 4 (see below), which contained one of the main provisions of the
draft of the socialist countries. It also noted that upon the conclusion of
radical reforms of price formation in the Soviet Union, it would be possible
realistically to compare overall military expenditures. As the revised draft
contained provisions that reflected the socialist approach to the question of
openness in military matters, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic
Republic and the Soviet Union would join the sponsors of that draft and
withdraw their own text.4 The Soviet Union added that the formulation of
the revision did not predetermine its attitude to the existing system of
standardized reporting.

At the request of India, a recorded vote was taken on the draft
resolution "Objective information on military matters". The Committee then
approved the draft by a vote of 100 to none, with 12 abstentions (non-aligned
States). On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by
a recorded vote of 133 to none, with 12 abstentions, as resolution 42/38 I.
The resolution reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling paragraph 105 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the General Assembly, which encourages Member States to ensure a better flow of
information with regard to the various aspects of disarmament to avoid dissemination
of false and tendentious information concerning annaments and to concentrate on the
danger of escalation of the arms race and on the need for general and complete
disarmament under effective international control,

Recalling its previous resolutions on the subject,

3 Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Greece, Poland,
Romania, USSR and United States.

4 See A/42/669/Add.l, paras. 32 and 33.
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Taking note of the report of the Secretary-General prepared in conformity with
resolution 41/59 B of 3 December 1986,

Recognizing that the adoption of concrete, confidence-building measures on a
global, regional or subregional level would greatly contribute to a reduction in
international tension,

Believing that the adoption of such measures would contribute to greater
openness and transparency, thus helping to prevent misperceptions of military
capabilities and intentions, which could induce States to undertake armaments
programmes leading to the acceleration of the arms race, in particular the
nuclear-arms race, and to heightened international tensions,

Believing that objective information on military capabilities, in particular of
nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States, could contribute to
the building of confidence among States and to the conclusion of concrete disarmament
agreements and thereby help to halt and reverse the arms race,

Convinced that greater openness on military activities, inter alia, through
transmittal of relevant information on these activities, including on the levels of
military budgets, would contribute to increased confidence among States,

Taking into account the work undertaken in the Disarmament Cormrission on the
reduction of military budgets,

Noting that an increased number of States have provided annual reports on
military expenditures in conformity with the international system for the
standardized reporting of military expenditures under the auspices of the United
Nations,

1. Reaffirms its firm conviction that a better flow of objective information
on military capabilities would help relieve international tension and contribute to
the building of confidence among States on a global, regional or subregional level
and to the conclusion of concrete disarmament agreements;

2. Recommends that those global, regional and subregional organizations that
have already expressed support for the principle of practical and concrete
confidence-building measures of a military nature on a global, regional or
subregional level should intensify their efforts with a view to adopting such
measures;

3. Recommends that all States, in particular nuclear-weapon States and other
militarily significant States, should consider implementing additional measures based
on the principles of openness and transparency, such as, for example, the
international system for the standardized reporting of military expenditures, with
the aim of achieving a realistic comparison of military budgets, facilitating the
availability of objective information on, as well as objective assessment of,
military capabilities and contributing towards the process of disarmament;
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4. Invites a l l Member States to transmit to the Secretary-General, not later
than 15 April 1988, their views concerning ways and means of ensuring confidence and
furthering openness and transparency in military matters for submission to the
General Assembly at i ts third special session devoted to disarmament;

5. Requests the General Assembly at i ts third special session devoted to
disarmament to take into account a l l the provisions of the present resolution in i ts
deliberations;

6. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the Genera) Assembly at i ts
third special session devoted to disarmament on the implementation of a l l the
provisions of the resolutions on the subject;

7. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Objective information on military matters".

Res. 42/38 K - "Naval armaments and disarmament"

On 27 October, Bulgaria, the German Democratic Republic and the Lao
People's Democratic Republic submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Confidence-building measures at sea", which Bulgaria introduced on 6
November. Bulgaria stated that the sponsors had taken into account the fact
that the area of confidence-building measures at sea was one in which there
existed an opportunity to reach early and generally acceptable agreements, and
that they had also noted that Member States were becoming more aware of the
importance of confidence-building in strengthening security and stabil ity and
in creating favourable conditions for progress in the field of disarmament,
including naval disarmament. By the text, the General Assembly would request
the Disarmament Commission to continue i ts consideration of the question of
naval armaments and disarmament in 1988 with a view to facilitating the
identification of possible measures in that f ield, and would further request
it to devote more attention to the early identification of specific
confidence-building measures at sea that could become the subject of
consultations and, later, negotiations. The draft was not intended as a
departure from the general and comprehensive approach to the question of naval
armaments and disarmament, but had been submitted on the understanding that it
would complement the draft resolution "Naval armaments and disarmament",
introduced by Sweden (see below).

On 27 October, 12 States-* submitted a draft resolution entitled "Naval
armaments and disarmament". In introducing i t on 9 November, Sweden reviewed
the work of the Disarmament Commission on the question of naval armaments and
explained that the draft resolution was of a procedural character. By the
draft, the Commission would be requested to continue at i ts forthcoming
session the substantive work on the subject that i t had begun and to report on
its deliberations and recommendations to the General Assembly not later than
at its forty-third session. The sponsors commended the draft to the full
support of the Committee.

Australia, Austria, China, Finland, France, Iceland, Indonesia,
Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden and Yugoslavia.
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On 10 November, Bulgaria announced that the sponsors of the draft
resolution it had introduced had decided not to press it to a vote,6 since
they believed that the provisions of the draft introduced by Sweden, if fully
implemented, would bring about an effective discussion of naval armaments and
disarmament, together with confidence-building at sea. Bulgaria and the
German Democratic Republic thereupon joined the co-sponsors of the second
draft.

At the same meeting, in a comment on the question of naval armaments and
disarmament before the vote on the draft resolution, China recalled i t s
activity in connection with the item and noted that, as in the two previous
years, i t had co-sponsored a draft resolution on the subject of naval
disarmament. It hoped that the Disarmament Commission, at its next session,
would, in accordance with the mandate given in resolution 40/94 F, further its
work in depth and, while not neglecting the question of confidence-building
measures, devote more attention to the question of naval disarmament.

The First Committee approved the draft resolution entitled "Naval
armaments and disarmament" by a recorded vote of 128 to 1 (United States),
with 1 abstention (India). The Islamic Republic of Iran explained i ts
affirmative vote, stating that it believed that the presence of foreign navies
in waters adjacent to other countries and the conduct of gunboat diplomacy
posed a grave threat to international peace and security and that foreign
navies must be limited to protecting and defending their national frontiers
and their territorial waters.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 154 to 1, with 2 abstentions. Resolution 42/38 X reads as
follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolution 38/188 G of 20 December 1983, by which i t requested
the Secretary-General, with the assistance of qualified governmental experts, to
carry out a comprehensive study on the naval arms race,

Recalling its resolution 40/94 F of 12 December 1985, by which i t requested the
Disarmament Commission to consider the issues contained in the study on the naval
arms race, both i ts substantive content and i ts conclusions, taking into account a l l
other relevant present and future proposals, with a view to faci l i tat ing the
identification of possible measures in the f ie ld of naval arms reductions and
disarmament, pursued within the framework of progress towards general and complete
disarmament, as well as confidence-building measures in this f i e ld ,

Recalling also i ts resolution 41/59 K of 3 December 1986, by which i t requested
the Disarmament Commission to continue, at i ts forthcoming session in 1987, the
substantive consideration of the question and io report on i ts deliberations and
reccmnendations to the General Assembly at i ts forty-second session,

6 See A/42/669/Add.l, paras. 40 and 41.
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Having examined the report of the Chairman of the Disarmament Conmission on
the substantive consideration of the question of the naval arms race and disarmament
during the 1987 session of the Commission, which met with the approval of al)
delegations participating in the substantive consultations and which, in their view,
could form the basis of further deliberations on the subject,

1. Notes with satisfaction the report on the substantive consideration of
the question of the naval arms race and disarmament by the Chairman of the
Disarmament Commission;

2. Requests the Disarmament Commission to continue, at i ts forthcoming
session in 1986, the substantive consideration of the question and to report on i ts
deliberations and recommendations to the General Assembly not later than at i ts
forty-third session;

3. Also requests the Disarmament Commission to inscribe on the agenda for
i ts 1988 session the item entit led "Naval armaments and disarmament";

4. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Naval armaments and disarmament".

Res. 42/38 M - "Compliance with arms limitation and disarmament agreements"

On 27 October, 19 States, la ter joined by 5 additional sponsors,7

submitted a draft resolution ent i t led "Compliance with arms limitation and
disarmament agreements". In introducing the text on 30 October, the United
States stated that i t was encouraged that mechanisms were being developed to
investigate and resolve questions about non-compliance; ultimately, the
international community would have to grapple with defining i t s role in cases
in which arms control and disarmament agreements were being unequivocally
violated. The United States believed that the draft resolution was one step
in the process of strengthening confidence in the viabi l i ty of agreements,
agreements which could play an important role in preserving peace.

On 9 November the Firs t Committee approved the draft resolution without a
vote, and on 30 November the General Assembly likewise adopted i t , as
resolution 42/38 M. The resolution reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolution 41/59 J of 3 December 1986,

Australia, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Ecuador, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Iceland, I ta ly , Japan, Mongolia, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Romania,
Sierra Leone, Spain, United States , Uruguay and Zaire.
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Conscious of the abiding concern of all Member States for preserving respect
for rights and obligations arising from treaties and other sources of international
law,

Convinced that observance ot the Charter of the United Nations, relevant
treaties and other sources of international law is essential for the strengthening of
international security,

Mindful in particular of the fundamental importance of full implementation and
strict observance of agreements on arms limitation and disarmament if individual
nations and the international community are to derive enhanced security from them,

Stressing that any violation of such agreements not only adversely affects the
security of States parties but can also create security risks for other States
relying on the constraints and cornnitments stipulated in those agreements,

Stressing further that any weakening of confidence in such agreements
diminishes their contribution to global or regional stability and to further
disarmament and arms limitation efforts and undermines the credibility and
effectiveness of the international legal system,

Recognizing in this context that, inter alia, full confidence in compliance
with existing agreements can enhance the negotiation of arms limitation and
disarmament agreements,

Believing that compliance with arms limitation and disarmament agreements by
States parties is, therefore, a matter of interest and concern to the international
comnunity, and noting the role that the United Nations could play in that regard.

Convinced that resolution of non-compliance questions that have arisen with
regard to agreements on arms limitations and disarmament would contribute to better
relations ainong States and the strengthening of world peace and security,

1. Urges all States parties to arms limitation and disarmament agreements to
implement and comply with the entirety of the provisions of such agreements;

2. Calls upon all Member States to give serious consideration to the
implications of non-compliance with those obligations for international security and
stability, as well as for the prospects for further progress in the field of
disarmament;

3. Further calls upon all Member States to support efforts aimed at the
resolution of non-compliance questions, with a view to encouraging strict observance
by all parties of the provisions of arms limitation and disarmament agreements and
maintaining or restoring the integrity of such agreements;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to provide Member States with assistance
that may be necessary in this regard;

5. Further requests the Secretary-General to bring the present resolution to
the attention of the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to
disarmament.
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On 27 October, Canada, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Italy and
the United States submitted a draft resolution entitled "Free exchange of
views on disarmament and related security issues", which was later also
sponsored by the Netherlands. In introducing it on 6 November, the United
States expressed its conviction that the free exchange of views and
information on security issues related to disarmament among individuals,
non-governmental organizations and nations could help dispel international
suspicions and build confidence in support of realistic arms control
measures. By the draft, the General Assembly would urge all Member States to
promote the public dissemination of information on their armaments programmes
and the relationship of those programmes to the objective of arms limitation
and disarmament; call upon all Member States not to interfere with the rights
of their citizens to express their views freely on disarmament guestions;
invite the submission of views to the Secretary-General on the implementation
of the resolution; and request him to bring the resolution to the attention of
the Assembly at its third special session on disarmament.

The sponsors subsequently revised their draft and non-aligned countries
submitted amendments to it.

The draft was revised, the United States explained, by incorporating to
the extent possible the suggestions of others, including neutral, non-aligned
and Warsaw Treaty countries. Among other changes, the wording of operative
paragraph 4, which called upon all Member States "not to interfere with the
rights of their citizens to organize and meet publicly in order to express
views freely and openly on disarmament questions and related security issues"
was replaced by the following wording drawn from resolution 37/100 J, adopted
by consensus: "to encourage their citizens freely and publicly to express
their own views on disarmament questions and to organize and meet publicly for
that purpose". The word "international" had also been added before "security"
throughout the text so as to avoid any misunderstanding and several of the
operative paragraphs had been extensively modified.

In introducing the amendments of the non-aligned countries on 16
November, Zimbabwe stated that they applied to both the original draft and the
revision and were intended to make the text more balanced. Among the proposed
changes were the deletion of four operative paragraphs, three of which dealt
with the dissemination of information on disarmament and related international
security issues, including the circulation of publications and the
participation of foreign experts in radio and television broadcasts, and the
addition of a new operative paragraph by which the General Assembly would call
upon Member States to facilitate the flow of a broad range of accurate
information on disarmament matters with a view to furthering the objectives of
the World Disarmament Campaign and the final objective of general and complete
disarmament.

Later the same day, the sponsors of the original draft resolution
announced their decision to withdraw it, as they felt that the proposed
amendments would completely alter the character of their text.**
Consequently, no action was taken on the draft resolution.

8 See A/42/669/Add.l, paras. 42-46.
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CHAPTER IV

COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAMME OF DISARMAMENT

Res. 42/42 I - "Comprehensive programme of disarmament"

On 27 October, 12 States, la ter joined by 2 o thers , 1 submitted a draft
resolution ent i t led "Comprehensive programme of disarmament". By the text ,
which was introduced by Mexico on 9 November, the General Assembly would
express regret that the Conference on Disarmament had been unable to complete
the elaboration of the comprehensive programme in 1987, and i t would urge the
Conference to resume work, on the programme at the outset of i t s 1988 session
and to submit i t to the Assembly at i t s third special session.

The draft resolution was approved by the Firs t Committee on 9 November
without a vote and was adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November as
resolution 42/42 I , also without a vote. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 38/183 K of 20 December 1983, 39/148 I of 17 December
1984 and 40/152 0 of 16 December 1985, in which i t requested the Conference on
Disarmament to submit to the General Assembly at i ts for ty - f i rs t session a complete
draft of the comprehensive programme of disarmament,

Bearing in mind i ts decision 41/421 B of 14 September 1987, by which i t took
note of the report of the Conference on Disarmament, containing the report of the Ad
Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament concerning i ts work
during the 1987 session of the Conference, and decided to include in the provisional
agenda of i ts forty-second session the sub-item entitled "Comprehensive programme of
disarmament: report of the Conference on Disarmament",

Noting that, in i ts report, the Ad Hoc Committee agreed to recommend to the
Conference on Disarmament that the Corrmittee be re-established at the outset of the
1988 session, with a view to resolving outstanding issues and concluding negotiations
on the progranme in time for i ts submission to the General Assembly at i ts third
special session devoted to disarmament,

Noting further that the Conference on Disarmament agreed to that
recommendation,

1 Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Bangladesh, Cuba, Indonesia, Mexico,
Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.
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1. Regrets that the Conference on Disarmament was unable to complete the
elaboration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament in 1987 and to submit a draft
thereof to the Genera) Assembly at its forty-first session;

2. Urges the Conference on Disarmament to resume the work on the elaboration of
the comprehensive programme of disarmament at the outset of its 1988 session with a view to
resolving outstanding issues and concluding negotiations on the programme in time for its
submission to the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to disarmament, and,
for that purpose, to re-establish its Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament.
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CHAPTER V

NUCLEAR ARMS LIMITATION AND DISARMAMENT

Five resolutions dealing directly with the question of nuclear-arms
limitation and disarmament were approved by the Firs t Committee, and a l l five
were subsequently adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November.

Res. 42/38 H - "Nuclear disarmament"

On 26 October, China submitted a draft resolution ent i t led "Nuclear
disarmament", by which the General Assembly would urge the Soviet Union and
the United States to take the lead in halting the nuclear-arms race and to
negotiate in earnest with a view to reaching early agreement on the drast ic
reduction of their nuclear arsenals. In introducing the text on 4 November,
China stressed that the main thrust of i t s proposal was identical to that of
resolution 41/59 F of 1986, which i t had also in i t ia ted . The draft was
intended to reaffirm the special responsibility of the two major nuclear
Powers and to push forward the whole process of nuclear disarmament.

On 9 November the Firs t Committee approved the draft without a vote, and
on 30 November the General Assembly likewise adopted i t , as resolution 42/38
H. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolution 41/59 F of 3 December 1986,

Reaffirming the determination to save succeeding generations from the scourge
of war as expressed in the Preamble to the Charter of the United Nations,

Convinced that the most acute and urgent task of the present day is to remove
the threat of a world war - a nuclear war,

Recalling and reaffirming the statements and provisions on nuclear disarmament
set forth in the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly,
and in particular the provisions that "effective measures of nuclear disarmament and
the prevention of nuclear war have the highest priori ty", contained in paragraph 20,
and that "In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, a l l the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility", contained in paragraph 46,

Bearing in mind that the ultimate goal of nuclear disarmament is the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons,
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Noting that the leaders of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America agreed in their joint statement issued at Geneva on 21
November 1985 that "a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought" and the
cannon desire they expressed in the same statement calling for early progress in
areas where there is common ground, including the principle of a 50 per cent
reduction in the nuclear arms of the Soviet Union and the United States appropriately
applied,

Noting also that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United states
of America have conducted intensive negotiations on various issues of disarmament,

Noting further that the Conference on Disarmament has not played its due role
in the f ie ld of nuclear disarmament,

Bearing in mind that the Governments and peoples of various countries expect
that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America wi l l
reach agreement on halting the nuclear-arms race and reducing nuclear weapons, so as
to start the process of nuclear disarmament,

1. Welcomes the agreement in principle between the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America to conclude a treaty on the elimination of
their intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, and calls upon the two States to
make further efforts for eliminating, in accordance with the agreement in principle,
a l l their intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles at the earliest possible date;

2. Urges the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America, which possess the most important nuclear arsenals, further to discharge
their special responsibility for nuclear disarmament, to take the lead in halting the
nuclear-arms race and to negotiate in earnest with a view to reaching early agreement
on the drastic reduction of their nuclear arsenals;

3. Reiterates i ts belief that bilateral and multilateral efforts for nuclear
disarmament should complement and faci l i ta te each other;

4. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Nuclear disarmament".

Ras. 42/42 C - "Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament"

On 27 October, 11 States 1 submitted a draft resolution enti t led
"Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament", which affirmed
that the existence of b i l a te ra l negotiations on nuclear and space arms in no
way diminished the urgent need to in i t i a te mult i la teral negotiations in the
Conference on Disarmament on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and

1 Argentina, Bangladesh, Cameroon, German Democratic Republic, India,
Indonesia, Mexico, Romania, Sweden, United Republic of Tanzania and Venezuela.
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nuclear disarmament, in accordance with the provisions of the 1978 Final
Document. In introducing the text on 3 November, Argentina called attention
to the fact that in spite of the vital interest of the international community
in nuclear-disarmament negotiations, i t had not yet been possible to reach
agreement in the Conference on the establishment of a subsidiary organ to
concretely pursue that goal. The draft once again called on the Conference on
Disarmament to establish an ad hoc committee when i t resumed its work, early
in 1988.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft by a recorded vote
of 110 to 13 (Western countries), with 7 abstentions.

New Zealand, which abstained, stated that some of the preambular
paragraphs were too severely critical of the doctrine of deterrence. New
Zealand recognized, however, that there was too much nuclear weaponry in the
world and that i t should be reduced through mutual, balanced and verifiable
agreements, in a way that preserved security at each step of the process.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 137 to 13, with 7 abstentions, as resolution 42/42 C. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling that, in paragraph 11 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the Assembly stated that the nuclear-arms race, far
from contributing to the strengthening of the security of a l l States, on the contrary
weakens i t and increases the danger of the outbreak of a nuclear war and that
existing arsenals of nuclear weapons are more than sufficient to destroy a l l l i f e on
Earth,

Recalling also that, in paragraph 47 of the Final Oocument, the Assembly
expressed the belief that nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to
the survival of c iv i l izat ion, that i t is essential to halt and reverse the
nuclear-arms race in a l l i ts aspects in order to avert the danger of war involving
nuclear weapons, and that the ultimate goal in this context is the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons,

Noting that, in the Polit ical Declaration adopted by the Seventh Conference of
Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held at New Delhi from 7 to 12
March 1963, i t was stated that the renewed escalation in the nuclear-arms race, as
well as reliance on doctrines of nuclear deterrence, had heightened the risk of the
outbreak of nuclear war and led to greater insecurity and instability in
international relations, and that i t was also stated that nuclear weapons were more
than weapons of war, that such weapons were instruments of mass annihilation,

Woting further that, in the Political Declaration adopted by the Eighth
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held at Harare
from 1 to 6 September 1986, i t was stated that the idea that world peace could be
maintained through nuclear deterrence, a doctrine that lay at the root of the
continuing escalation in the quantity and quality of nuclear weapons, was the most
dangerous myth in existence,
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Believing that all nations have a vital interest in negotiations on nuclear
disarmament because the existence of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of a handful of
States directly and fundamentally jeopardizes the vital security interests of both
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States alike,

Welcoming proposals on the complete elimination of nuclear weapons throughout
the world,

Considering that it is necessary to halt all testing, production and deployment
of nuclear weapons of all types and versions and their delivery systems as a first
step in the process that should lead to the achievement of substantial reductions in
nuclear forces, and welcoming in this context the Joint Declaration issued on 22 May
1984 by the heads of State or Government of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden
and the United Republic of Tanzania, which was reaffirmed in the Delhi Declaration
and the Mexico Declaration issued by the leaders of those States on 28 January 1985
and 7 August 1986, respectively,

Noting that in the Conference on Disarmament, at its 1987 session, several
proposals were presented for the consideration of practical measures,

Regretting, however, that the Conference on Disarmament was unable to reach
agreement on the establishment of an ad hoc committee on the cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament,

Convinced of the imperative need to take constructive action towards halting
and reversing the nuclear-arms race,

1. Reaffirms that the existence of bilateral negotiations on nuclear and
space arms in no way diminishes the urgent need to initiate multilateral negotiations
in the Conference on Disarmament on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament;

2. Believes that efforts should be intensified with a view to initiating, as
a matter of the highest priority, multilateral negotiations in accordance with the
provisions of paragraph SO of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the
General Assembly;

3. Again requests the Conference on Disarmament to establish an ad hoc
committee at the beginning of its 1988 session to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the
Final Document and to submit recommendations to the Conference as to how it could
best initiate multilateral negotiations of agreements, with adequate measures of
verification, in appropriate stages for:

(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of
nuclear-weapon systems;

(b) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes;

(c) Substantial reduction in existing nuclear weapons with a view to their
ultimate elimination;
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4. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to report to the General Assembly
at its forty-third session on its consideration of this subject;

5. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament".

Res. 42/39 B - "Freeze on nuclear weapons"

Res. 42/39 H - "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/60 I on a
nuclear-arms freeze"

Two draft resolutions on a nuclear-arms freeze were considered by the
First Committee.

The first one, entitled "Freeze on nuclear weapons", was submitted by
India and Romania on 27 October. In introducing the text on 4 November, India
recalled that since the second special session on disarmament, in 1982, it had
placed before the General Assembly every year a draft resolution on a
nuclear-weapon freeze—a logical primary step towards halting the nuclear-
arms race before reversing it, and a measure central to the objective of
preventing nuclear war. The freeze, which would provide for a simultaneous
total stoppage of the production of those weapons and of fissile material for
weapons purposes, should be agreed to by all the nuclear-weapon Powers, not
only those with the largest nuclear arsenals. The two measures envisaged by
the draft, if taken, would be practical, verifiable and readily enforceable.

The second draft resolution was submitted on 27 October by Indonesia,
Hexico, Pakistan, Peru and Sweden. In introducing the draft on 9 November,
Mexico stressed that existing arsenals of nuclear weapons were more than
sufficient to destroy all life on Earth. A nuclear freeze, while not an end
in itself, would constitute the most effective first step to prevent the
continued increase and qualitative improvement of nuclear weaponry while
negotiations took place. The application of systems of surveillance and
verification already agreed upon in connection with other disarmament measures
would provide a reasonable guarantee of faithful compliance with the freeze.

Japan and France explained their positions on the first draft when it was
put to a vote in the First Committee on 9 November. Japan abstained because
it had serious reservations on the proposed measures. It held that a nuclear
freeze, unless immediately followed by firm arrangements for a balanced
reduction in nuclear arms, could lead to the preservation of the real or
perceived nuclear superiority of one side over the other. Such an outcome
would have negative effects on international security. Japan also believed
that a nuclear freeze would be extremely difficult to verify. France, which
voted against, expressed similar views. It stated that a freeze would by
definition make existing situations permanent. It would also give any State
that had significantly increased its weapons a lasting advantage over those
countries that had not made such an effort. Furthermore, it would be very
difficult to verify a freeze, and the negotiations to establish one would be
just as long and complex as those to reduce weapons.
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As for the second text, France and Japan, which both voted against,
expressed the same reservations they had with regard to the first draft.

The two draft resolutions were approved by the First Committee on 9
November.

The draft introduced by India was approved by a recorded vote of 113 to
12 (Western and associated countries), with 4 abstentions (Australia, China,
Japan and Spain). The General Assembly adopted i t on 30 November by a
recorded vote of 139 to 12, with 4 abstentions, as resolution 42/39 B. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolutions 37/100 A of 13 December 1982, 38/73 B of IS December
1983, 39/63 G of 12 December 1984, 40/151 E of 16 December 1985 and 41/60 E of 3
December 1986 concerning a freeze on nuclear weapons,

Convinced that in this nuclear age lasting world peace can be ba^ed only on the
attainment of the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control,

Further convinced that the highest priority objectives in the f ie ld of
disarmament have to be nuclear disarmament and the elimination of a l l weapons of mass
destruction,

Recognizing the urgent need to halt the arms race, particularly in nuclear
weapons,

Recognizing further the urgent need for a negotiated reduction of
nuclear-weapon stockpiles leading to their complete elimination,

Noting with deep concern that nuclear-weapon States have not so far taken any
action in response to the call made in the above-mentioned resolutions,

1. Once again calls upon a l l nuclear-weapon States to agree to a freeze on
nuclear weapons, which would, inter a l i a , provide for a simultaneous total stoppage
of any further production of nuclear weapons and a complete cut-off in the production
of fissionable material for weapons purposes;

2. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Freeze on nuclear weapons".

The draft resolution introduced by Mexico was approved by the First
Committee by a recorded vote of 114 to 13 (Western and associated countries),
with 2 abstentions (China and Spain). The General Assembly adopted i t on 30
November by a recorded vote of 140 to 13, with 2 abstentions, as resolution
42/39 H. It reads as follows:
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The General Assembly.

Recalling that in the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the
General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament, adopted in 1978
and unanimously and categorically reaffirmed in 1982 during the twelfth special
session of tUe General Assembly, the second special session devoted to disarmament,
the Assembly expressed deep concern over the threat to the very survival of mankind
posed by the existence of nuclear weapons and the continuing arms race,

Recalling also that, on those occasions, it pointed out that existing arsenals
of nuclear weapons are more than sufficient to destroy all life on Earth and stressed
that mankind is therefore confronted with a choice: halt the arms race and proceed
to disarmament, or face annihilation.

Convinced of the urgency further to pursue negotiations for the substantial
reduction and qualitative limitation of existing nuclear arms,

Considering that a nuclear-arms freeze, while not an end in itself, would
constitute the most effective first step to prevent the continued increase and
qualitative improvement of existing nuclear weaponry during the period when the
negotiations take place, and that at the same time it would provide a favourable
environment for the conduct of negotiations to reduce and eventually eliminate
nuclear weapons,

Firmly convinced that at present the conditions are most propitious for such a
freeze, since the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America are now equivalent in nuclear military power and it seems evident that there
exists between them an overall rough parity,

Conscious that the application of the systems of surveillance, verification and
control already agreed upon in some previous cases would be sufficient to provide a
reasonable guarantee of faithful compliance with the undertakings derived from the
freeze,

Convinced that it would be to the benefit of all other States possessing
nuclear weapons to follow the example of the two major nuclear-weapon States,

1. Urges once more the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United
States of America, as the two major nuclear-weapon States, to proclaim, either
through simultaneous unilateral declarations or through a joint declaration, an
immediate nuclear-arms freeze, which would be a first step towards a comprehensive
programme of disarmament and whose structure and scope would be the following:

(a) It would embrace:

(i) A comprehensive test ban of nuclear weapons and of their delivery
vehicles;

(ii) The complete cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and of their
delivery vehicles;
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( i i i ) A ban on al l further deployment of nuclear weapons and of their delivery
vehicles;

( iv) The complete cessation of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposes;

(b) I t would be subject to appropriate measures and procedures of
verif ication, such as those that have already been agreed by the parties in the case
of the SALT I and SALT I I treaties, those agreed upon in principle by them during the
preparatory t r i la tera l negotiations on the comprehensive test ban held at Geneva and
those contemplated in the document on verification measures issued at the Mexico
Summit on 7 August 1986 and drawing upon the results of the work of the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and
Identify Seismic Events, in the Conference on Disarmament;

(c) I t would be of an in i t i a l five-year duration, subject to prolongation
when other nuclear-weapon States join in such a freeze, as the Genera) Assembly urges
them to do;

2. Requests the above-mentioned two major nuclear-weapon States to submit a
joint report or two separate reports to the General Assembly, prior to the opening of
i ts forty-third session, on the implementation of the present resolution;

3. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
an item entitled "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 42/39 H on a
nuclear-arms freeze".

Res. 42/38 L - "Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposes"

On 27 October, 21 States* submitted a draft resolution ent i t led
"Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes".
By i t , the General Assembly would request the Conference on Disarmament to
pursue i t s consideration of the question of an adequately verified cessation
and prohibition of the production of fissionable material for nuclear weapons
and other nuclear explosive devices and to keep the Assembly informed of the
progress of that consideration. In i t s introduction on 4 November, Canada
stated that the draft was a reminder that the ban on the production of f i s s i l e
material for weapons purposes remained a key element in any progress toward
nuclear disarmament. I t also pointed to an effective way of prohibiting
nuclear weapons proliferat ion, both horizontal and ver t ica l .

Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Botswana, Cameroon, Canada,
Denmark, Finland, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Philippines, Romania, Samoa, Sweden and Uruguay.
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On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 125 to 1 (France), with 6 abstentions (Argentina, Brazil,
China, India, United Kingdom and United States). The General Assembly adopted
it on 30 November by a recorded vote of 149 to 1, with 6 abstentions, as
resolution 42/38 L. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 33/91 H of 16 December 1978, 34/87 0 of 11 December
1979, 35/156 H of 12 December 1980, 36/97 G of 9 December 1981, 37/99 E of 13
December 1982, 38/188 E of 20 Oecember 1983, 39/151 H of 17 December 1984, 40/94 G of
12 December 1985 and 41/59 L of 3 December 1986, in which it requested the Conference
on Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of the implementation of the Programme of
Action set forth in section III of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the General Assembly and of its work on the item entitled "Nuclear weapons in all
aspects", to consider urgently the question of adequately verified cessation and
prohibition of the production of fissionable material for nuclear weapons and other
nuclear explosive devices and to keep the Assembly informed of the progress of that
consideration,

Noting that the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament for 1987 included the
item entitled "Nuclear weapons in all aspects" and that the programme of work of the
Conference for both parts of its 1987 session contained the item entitled "Cessation
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament",

Recalling the proposals and statements made in the Conference on Disarmament on
those items,

Considering that the cessation of production of fissionable material for
weapons purposes and the progressive conversion and transfer of stocks to peaceful
uses would be a significant step towards halting and reversing the nuclear-arms race,

Considering also that the prohibition of the production of fissionable material
for nuclear weapons and other explosive devices would be an important measure in
facilitating the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons and explosive
devices,

Requests the Conference on Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of its work on
the item entitled "Nuclear weapons in all aspects", to pursue its consideration of
the question of adequately verified cessation and prohibition of the production of
fissionable material for nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices and to
keep the General Assembly informed of the progress of that consideration.
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CHAPTER VI

TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS ON THE ELIMINATION OF THEIR INTERMEDIATE-RANGE AND SHORTER-RANGE
MISSILES

The question of a treaty on intermediate-range and shorter-range nuclear
forces received extensive consideration at the forty-second session of the
General Assembly. The First Committee considered one draft decision and three
draft resolutions, one of which was withdrawn, on the subject.

Decision 42/407 - "General and complete disarmament"

A draft resolution entitled "Nuclear disarmament" was submitted by
Romania on 13 October. By it, the General Assembly would appeal to the
Governments of the Soviet Union and the United States to spare no effort to
conclude their treaty at the earliest possible date in 1987, and call upon all
European States, as well as all interested States, to do their utmost to
assist the process of negotiation and its successful conclusion. The Assembly
would further call upon all States to undertake concrete measures to halt the
arms race and proceed to disarmament, first of all nuclear disarmament, as
well as to contribute to the policy of detente and international
co-operation. In introducing the draft that same day, Romania stressed that
the international community should express its keen interest in the success of
the ongoing Soviet-American negotiations and demonstrate a genuine will to
co-operate and to intensify efforts for the general cause of world peace and
security.

The Chairman of the First Committee announced that because of the
importance and urgency of the subject addressed in the draft, action would be
taken on it without delay. However, it turned out that extensive
consultations were needed. As a result, a week later, on 20 October,
agreement was reached on a draft decision proposed by the Chairman himself.
The second draft appealed to the super-Powers to continue and to conclude
their negotiations in accordance with the agreement in principle reached by
them. Romania expressed its satisfaction at the consensus achieved and
withdrew its draft.1

The same day, the First Committee approved without a vote the draft
decision proposed by the Chairman. In that connection, Venezuela stated that,
without standing in the way of a consensus, it would not participate in the
consensus because it had technical and other difficulties with the draft
decision. The Federal Republic of Germany stated that it interpreted the
words "intermediate-range and

1 See A/42/669, paras. 6 and 7.
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shorter-range missiles" to mean missiles with a range of between 500 and 5,500
kilometres.

On 21 October the General Assembly adopted the draft decision, also
without a vote, as decision 42/407. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly, on the recomnendation of the First Committee, having
noted the joint statement released by the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics at the end of the meeting between the Secretary of State
and the Minister for Foreign Affairs, held at Washington, from 15 to 17 September
1987, urged the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and of the
United States of America to spare no effort in concluding, in accordance with the
agreement in principle reached at that meeting, at the earliest possible date, a
treaty on the elimination of their intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles to
be signed at a summit meeting to be held in the f a l l of 1987 between President Reagan
and General Secretary Gorbachev, as i t was agreed, and to make a similarly intensive
effort to achieve a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in their strategic offensive
arms within the framework of the Geneva Nuclear and Space Talks.

Res. 42/38 A - "Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations"

Res. 42/38 D - "Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations"

Two draft resolutions ent i t led "Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations" were
submitted, one by a group of Western countries and the other by a group of
non-aligned countries. Action was taken on both of them, because efforts to
replace them by a single text were not successful.

The f i r s t draft was submitted on 16 October by 15 States, la ter joined by
an additional sponsor.2 In introducing i t the same day, the United Kingdom
stated that the General Assembly should offer constructive support to the two
sides in their v i ta l ly important negotiations, which were just entering a
crucial stage, and that that support should be expressed through a united
message to them. On 9 November a revised version was submitted by the
sponsors to bring the draft up to date with developments in the b i la te ra l
negotiations.

The second draft resolution was submitted on 22 October by Zimbabwe, on
behalf of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries. In i t s introduction on 4
November, Zimbabwe stressed the conviction of the non-aligned countries that
the alternatives in the nuclear age were not peace and war, but l i f e and
death, and that that fact made the prevention of nuclear war a pr ior i ty task.

c Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, I ta ly , Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, Turkey and United Kingdom.
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The draft expressed the view that international peace and security could be
ensured only through general and complete disarmament under effective
international control and that one of the most urgent tasks was to halt and
reverse the arms race and to undertake concrete measures of disarmament,
particularly nuclear disarmament.

During the consideration of the two draft resolutions in the First
Committee on 10 November, seven countries explained their votes on either one
or both of the drafts.

Among those abstaining on the f irst text (the Western one), Nigeria
stated that there were concepts in the draft that were unrelated to the vital
subject i t dealt with. Uruguay held that the text emphasized the security
interests of States and groups of States, while the goal of al l disarmament
negotiations, whether bilateral or multilateral, should always be the
maintenance and strengthening of international security. Zimbabwe believed
that the text did not reflect the depth of international concern over nuclear
war and ignored important elements in the quest for nuclear disarmament, such
as the issue of a test ban. Venezuela noted that the approaches of the two
draft differed, although both were intended to stimulate the negotiations. It
believed that the draft introduced by the United Kingdom sought to evaluate
events connected with the negotiations and, in so doing, prejudged the
international community's opinion about agreements whose terms were not yet
known.

Two States voting in favour of both the Western draft and the non-aligned
draft expressed concern over the failure of the Committee to merge the texts.
Canada, a co-sponsor of the Western draft, stated that the Committee should
find the way to speak with one voice on crucial arms limitation anu
disarmament questions. Ghana also feared that the existence of two drafts on
the same subject might weaken the impact of the General Assembly's action.

The United States was unable to support the second text because i t fe l t
that some portions portrayed the Soviet-American negotiations in a distorted
and unbalanced manner, while some others correctly reflected the approach
adopted.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the f irst draft resolution by
a recorded vote of 84 to none, with 42 abstentions (non-aligned countries).
The General Assembly adopted i t on 30 November by a recorded vote of 115 to
none, with 39 abstentions, as resolution 42/38 A. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling that at their meeting at Geneva in November 1985 the leaders of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America comnitted
themselves to the objective of working out effective agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in space and terminating i t on Earth,

Noting that in their joint statement of 8 January 1985 the Government of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the Government of the United States of
America agreed that the subject of the negotiations was a complex of questions
concerning space and nuclear arms, both strategic and intermediate-range, with a l l
these questions considered and resolved in their interrelationship,
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Noting with satisfaction that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America have reached an agreement on the total elimination of their
intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles,

Noting also with satisfaction the agreement of the two Governments that a
similarly intensive effort will be made to achieve a treaty on a 50 per cent
reduction in their strategic offensive arms within the framework of the Geneva
nuclear and space talks,

Noting further with satisfaction that, at their forthcoming meeting, the
leaders of the two countries will consider thoroughly the development of instructions
to delegations on a future treaty on a 50 per cent reduction in United States and
Soviet strategic offensive arms and on the observance of and non-withdrawal from the
Treaty between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems for an agreed period,

Believing that, through negotiations pursued in a spirit of flexibility and
with full account taken of the security interests of all States, it is possible to
achieve far-reaching and effectively verifiable agreements,

Firmly convinced that an early agreement in these negotiations, in accordance
with the principle of undiminished security at the lowest possible level of
armaments, would be of crucial importance for the strengthen!?•» of international
peace and security,

Further convinced that the international community should encourage the
Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the Government of the
United States of America in their endeavours, taking into account both the importance
and complexity of their negotiations,

1. Welcomes the agreement between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
and the United States of America to conclude a treaty eliminating their
intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles;

2. Notes with satisfaction that President Reagan and General Secretary
Gorbachev have agreed to meet in the United States beginning on 7 December 1987 and
that a further meeting in the Soviet Union is envisioned between them in the first
half of 1988;

3. Calls upon the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
the Government of the United States of America to spare no effort in seeking the
attainment of all their agreed objectives in the negotiations, in accordance with the
security interests of all States and the universal desire for progress towards
disarmament, in particular early achievement of a treaty implementing the agreement
to reduce their strategic offensive arms by 50 per cent, which could be signed during
President Reagan's visit to Moscow;

4. Invites the two Governments concerned to keep other States Members of the
United Nations duly informed of progress in those negotiations between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America, in accordance with
paragraph 114 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General
Assembly;
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5. Expresses its firmest possible encouragement and support for the
bilateral negotiations and their successful conclusion.

On 10 November the Committee approved the second draft by a recorded vote
of 116 to none, with 13 abstentions (mostly Western countries). The General
Assembly adopted it on 30 November by a recorded vote of 143 to none, with 13
abstentions, as resolution 42/38 D. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 40/18 of 18 November 1985 and 41/86 N of 4 December
1986,

Recalling also the Harare Appeal on Disarmament, adopted by the Eighth
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries on 6 September
1986, and the final communique adopted in New York on 7 October 1987 by the Ministers
for Foreign Affairs and heads of delegation of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
to the forty-second session of the General Assembly,

Gravely concerned over the continuing escalation of the arms race, especially
in nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, despite the fact that this
increases the risk of nuclear war and endangers the survival of humanity,

Convinced that the alternative today in the nuclear age is not between war or
peace, but between life and death, which makes the prevention of nuclear war the
principal task of our times,

Further convinced that international peace and security can be ensured only
through general and complete disarmament under effective international control and
that one of the most urgent tasks is to halt and reverse the arms race and to
undertake concrete measures of disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament,

Noting that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America reached an agreement in principle, during the meeting held in Washington,
O.C., from 15 to 17 September 1987, on the elimination of intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles,

Convinced also that in the interest of mankind as a whole, the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States of America, in their bilateral nuclear-arms
negotiations, should continue their endeavours with the ultimate objective of
achieving general and complete disarmament under effective international control,

1. welcomes the agreement in principle between the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America to sign a treaty on intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles in the autumn of 1987, to make intensive efforts to achieve a
treaty on a 50 per cent reduction in strategic offensive arms within the framework of
the Geneva nuclear and space talks, and to begin nuclear-test-ban negotiations before
1 December 1987;
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2. Calls upon the two Governments concerned to intensify their efforts with
the objective of achieving agreements in other areas, in particular, the areas of
strategic arms and a nuclear-test ban, as a matter of urgency;

3. Invites the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
the United States of America to keep the Conference on Disarmament duly informed of
progress made in their negotiations.

At the time of the General Assembly's adoption of resolutions 42/38 A and
42/38 D, the United Republic of Tanzania explained that it had abstained in
the vote on the former resolution because i t duplicated the latter, which i t
supported. The United Republic of Tanzania fe l t strongly that the First
Committee would have to try harder to rationalize i t s work.



-69-

CHAPTER VII

PREVENTION OF NUCLEAR WAR

During the forty-second session, three resolutions on the prevention of
nuclear war were approved by the First Committee and later adopted by the
General Assembly.

Ses. 42/42 A - "Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war"

On 21 October, Cuba, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary and Romania,
later joined by Bulgaria, submitted a draft resolution entitled "Non-use of
nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war". In introducing it on 2
November, the German Democratic Republic stressed that the draft called upon
all nuclear-weapon States to follow the example of China and the Soviet Union
and make declarations of non-use. The text also contained a request to the
Conference on Disarmament to elaborate an international instrument of a
legally binding character laying down the obligation not to be the first to
use nuclear weapons.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 94 to 17 (Western countries), with 10 abstentions.

Among those that voted against, Australia stated that it did not believe
that the aim of preventing nuclear war would be advanced by a priori and
unverifiable declarations about the non-use of nuclear weapons. Similarly,
New Zealand saw the draft as an attempt to address nuclear weapons in
isolation without taking into account other, balancing, considerations, such
as a need for agreement on massive reductions in conventional weapons. In its
view, the draft would not encourage an accommodation of different approaches
to security.

Of those that voted in favour, Finland stated that nuclear war was
nowhere professed to be an element of rational policy; thus, nuclear weapons
should never in any circumstances be used. Sweden saw unilateral declarations
by nuclear-weapon States as an important element in efforts to reduce the
danger of the outbreak of a nuclear war. It hoped that all nuclear-weapon
States would find it possible to make such declarations. The establishment of
an overall balance in conventional forces at lower levels would facilitate
such commitments, it believed. Nigeria supported the general thrust of the
draft in spite of the fact that the concepts implied in the last preambular
paragraph pertained more to the doctrines of NATO and the Warsaw Treaty than
to the United Nations.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 125 to 17, with 12 abstentions, as resolution 42/42 A. It
reads as follows:
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The General Assembly.

Recalling that, in accordance with paragraph 20 of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to
disarmament, effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear
war have the highest priority and that this comnitment was reaffirmed by the Assembly
as its twelfth special session, the second special session devoted to disarmament,

Recalling also that, in paragraph 58 of the Final Document, it is stated that
all States, in particular nuclear-weapon States, should consider as soon as possible
various proposals designed to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons, the
prevention of nuclear war and related objectives, where possible through
international agreement, and thereby ensure that the survival of mankind is not
endangered,

Reaffirming that the nuclear-weapon States have the primary responsibility for
nuclear disarmament and for undertaking measures aimed at preventing the outbreak of
nuclear war,

Convinced that it is possible and necessary for mankind to block the way to a
nuclear catastrophe and that the renunciation of the first use of nuclear weapons is
a most urgent measure to this end,

Stressing that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought,

Recalling that in the Political Declaration adopted at the Eighth Conference of
Heads of States or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held at Harare from 1 to 6
September 1986, all nuclear-weapon States were called upon to enter early into an
internationally binding commitment not to be the first to use or to threaten to use
nuclear weapons,

Emphasizing that for the sake of international peace and security, military
concepts and doctrines must be of a strictly defensive character,

1. Considers that the solemn declarations by two nuclear-weapon States made
or reiterated at the twelfth special session of the General Assembly, concerning
their respective obligations not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, offer an
important avenue to decrease the danger of nuclear war;

2. Expresses the hope that those nuclear-weapon States which have not yet
done so would consider making similar declarations with respect to not being the
first to use nuclear weapons;

3. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to commence negotiations on the
item "Prevention of nuclear war" of its agenda and to consider, inter alia, the
elaboration of an international instrument of a legally binding character laying down
the obligation not to be the first to use nuclear weapons;

4. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Non use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war".
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Res. 42/42 D - "Prevention of nuclear war"

On 27 October, 20 States, la ter joined by 3 more,1' submitted a draft
resolution enti t led "Prevention of nuclear war". In introducing the text on 3
November, Argentina focused on the provision whereby the Assembly would again
request the Conference on Disarmament to establish an ad hoc committee to
undertake, as a matter of the highest pr ior i ty , negotiations with a view to
achieving agreement on appropriate and practical measures which could be
negotiated and adopted individually for the prevention of nuclear war.

On 10 November the Firs t Committee approved the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 108 to 3 (France, United Kingdom and United States) , with 14
abstentions (Western and associated countries).

Among those that voted affirmatively, Australia expressed i t s strong
support for the establishment of an ad hoc committee on the issue in the
Conference on Disarmament. I t would have preferred, however, to see the
resolution give due recognition to the fact that the best way to prevent
nuclear war would be to prevent a l l wars. Sweden fully endorsed the operative
part of the draft , but noted that the preambular part contained elements that
did not fully reflect international developments in the field and the more
positive atmosphere in the Firs t Committee debate in 1987.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 140 to 3, with 14 abstentions, as resolution 42/42 D. I t
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Alarmed by the threat to the survival of mankind posed by the existence of
nuclear weapons and the continuing nuclear-arms race,

Deeply concerned by an increased danger of nuclear war as a result of the
intensification of the nuclear-arms race and the serious deterioration of the
international situation,

Conscious that rernova! ••.•' the threat of nuclear war is the most acute and
urgent task of the present day,

Reiterating that i t is the shared responsibility of a l l Member States to save
succeeding generations from the scourge of another world war, which would inevitably
be a nuclear war,

Recalling the provisions of paragraphs 47 to 50 and 56 to 58 of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly regarding the
procedures designed to secure the avoidance of nuclear war,

1 Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Brazil, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Colombia,
Congo, Egypt, German Democratic Republic, India, Indonesia, Mexico, Morocco,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sudan, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam and
Yugoslavia.



- 7 2 -

Recalling also that at the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government
of Non-Aligned Countries, held at New Delhi from 7 to 12 March 1983, it was stated
that nuclear weapons were more than weapons of war, they were instruments of mass
annihilation, and that at the Eighth Conference of Heads of state or Government of
Hon-Aligned Countries, held at Harare from 1 to 6 September 1986, it was stated that
the accumulation of weapons, in particular nuclear weapons, constituted a threat to
the survival of mankind and that, therefore, it had become imperative that States
abandon the dangerous goal of unilateral security through armament and embrace the
objective of cannon security through disarmament,

Recalling further its resolutions 36/81 B of 9 December 1961, 37/78 I of 9
December 1982, 38/183 G of 20 December 1983, 39/148 P of 17 December 1984, 40/152 Q
of 16 December 1985 and, in particular, its resolution 41/86 G of 4 December 1986, in
which it expressed its conviction that, in view of the urgency of the matter and the
inadequacy or insufficiency of existing measures, it was necessary to devise suitable
steps to expedite effective action for the prevention of nuclear war, and once more
requested the Conference on Disarmament to undertake, as a matter of the highest
priority, negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and
practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war,

Having considered that part of the report of the Conference on Disarmament on
its 1987 session relating to this question,

Noting with grave concern that the Conference on Disarmament was once again
unable to start negotiations on the question during its 1987 session,

Taking into account the deliberations on this item at its forty-second session,

Convinced that the prevention of nuclear war and the reduction of the risk of
nuclear war are matters of the highest priority and of vital interest to all people
of the world,

Also convinced that the prevention of nuclear war is a problem too important to
be left to the nuclear-weapon States alone,

1. Notes with regret that, despite the fact that the Conference on
Disarmament has discussed the question of the prevention of nuclear war for several
years, it has been unable even to establish a subsidiary body to consider appropriate
and practical measures to prevent it;

2. Reiterates its conviction that, in view of the urgency of the matter and
the inadequacy or insufficiency of existing measures, it is necessary to devise
suitable steps to expedite effective action for the prevention of nuclear war;

3. Again requests the Conference on Disarmament to undertake, as a matter of
the highest priority, negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate
and practical measures that could be negotiated and adopted individually for the
prevention of nuclear war and to establish for that purpose an ad hoc comnittee on
the subject at the beginning of its 1988 session;
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4. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Prevention of nuclear war".

Rea. 42/39 C - "Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons"

On 27 October, 11 States, later joined by 2 more sponsors, submitted a
draft resolution entitled "Convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear
weapons". In introducing the draft on 4 November, India recalled that all
nuclear-weapon States supported the proposition that a nuclear war must not be
fought; the approach of the draft was to make of that understanding a legally
binding commitment. A decision by all nuclear-weapon States to forswear the
use of nuclear weapons would inevitably serve as a catalyst for a qualitative
change in attitude towards the maintenance of nuclear stockpiles and would
remove the status attached to them as currencies of power.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 103 to 17 (Western countries), with 5 abstentions.

Among those voting in favour, China stated that it had done so because of
its continuing support for the concept of the non-use of nuclear weapons. It
stressed that all nuclear-weapon States, particularly those with the largest
arsenals, should commit themselves not to use nuclear weapons in any
circumstances against non-nuclear States or nuclear-weapon-free zones, and
that they should conclude an international convention on the prohibition of
the use of nuclear weapons. China added that at a time when nuclear-weapon
stockpiles were so large, such a prohibition could not by itself eliminate the
danger of nuclear war or guarantee international peace and security for all
countries. Therefore, existing nuclear arsenals must be drastically reduced
and all nuclear weapons must ultimately be destroyed. Sweden stated that it
was time to study how moral reprobation of the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons could be translated into a binding international agreement as part of
a process leading to general and complete disarmament. It had, however,
reservations with regard to the sixth preambular paragraph (see below) and the
text's interpretation of the Charter of the United Nations.

New Zealand, which voted against, held that the draft lacked the
necessary balance. The overriding need, it stressed, was to achieve
substantial reductions in nuclear weapons as quickly as possible. It would
also be important in that process to pay more attention to the place of
regional security arrangements in ensuring international stability.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 135 to 17, with 4 abstentions, as resolution 42/39 C. It
reads as follows:

2 Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
India, Indonesia, Madagascar, Romania, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.
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The General Assembly,

Alarmed by the threat to the survival of mankind and to the life-sustaining
system posed by nuclear weapons and by their use, inherent in concepts of deterrence,

Conscious of an increased danger of nuclear war as a result of the
intensification of the nuclear-arms race and the serious deterioration of the
international situation,

Convinced that nuclear disarmament is essential for the prevention of nuclear
war and for the strengthening of international peace and security,

Further convinced that a prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons would be a step towards the complete elimination of nuclear weapons leading
to general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control,

Recalling that in paragraph 58 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, it is stated that all States should actively
participate in efforts to bring about conditions in international relations among
States in which a code of peaceful conduct of nations in international affairs could
be agreed upon and that would preclude the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Reaffirming that the use of nuclear weapons would be a violation of the Charter
of the United Nations and a crime against humanity, as declared in its resolutions
1653 (XVI) of 24 November 1961, 33/71 B of 14 December 1978, 34/83 G of 11 December
1979, 35/152 D of 12 December 1980 and 36/92 I of 9 December 1981,

Noting with regret that the Conference on Disarmament, during its 1987 session,
was net able to undertake negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on an
international convention prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
under any circumstances, taking as a basis the text annexed to General Assembly
resolution 41/60 F of 3 December 1986,

1. Reiterates its request to the Conference on Disarmament to conmence
negotiations, as a matter of priority, in order to reach agreement on an
international convention prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
under any circumstances, taking as a basis the draft Convention on the Prohibition of
the Use of Nuclear Weapons annexed to the present resolution;

2. Further requests the Conference on Disarmament to report to the General
Assembly at its forty-third session on the results of those negotiations.
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CHAPTER VIII

CESSATION OF NUCLEAR-WEAPON TESTS

Four draft resolutions on a nuclear-test ban, as opposed to five in 1986,
were introduced in the First Committee in 1987: two by Mexico, one by New
Zealand and one by Australia. The first draft introduced by Mexico and the
one introduced by New Zealand dealt with the Conference on Disarmament's work
on a test ben; the second draft introduced by Mexico dealt with the
possibility of converting the partial test-ban Treaty into a comprehensive
treaty; and the one introduced by Australia dealt with the notification of
tests. Four States explained their positions in single statements covering
all four proposals.

France, which voted against all four drafts, explained that the texts did
not treat the question of nuclear tests appropriately. In its view, the
banning of nuclear tests had to be part of an effective nuclear disarmament
process and could only happen when progress was such that a ban would not
jeopardize international security. A test ban could not be regarded as a
prerequisite, even a priority, given the need for reductions in the largest
nuclear arsenals. Accordingly, France would keep its deterrent force to the
minimum required to maintain its security.

The Soviet Union announced that it would support all four texts and that
Mexico's first one, aimed at an early ban, was most in keeping with its
position. It was also prepared to take practical steps to extend the 1963
partial test-ban Treaty to include underground tests. Moreover, the Soviet
Union reaffirmed that it would send the United Nations information on its
nuclear tests, in accordance with the fourth proposal. Czechoslovakia stated
that its affirmative votes were based on the conviction that the question was
one of the priorities in negotiations and that the cessation of testing was a
prerequisite for a non-nuclear world. Regarding the proposal introduced by
Australia, it voted affirmatively on the understanding that notification of
tests did not constitute an end in itself. Albania's affirmative votes
reflected its concern about the intensification of the nuclear-arms race and
the continuance of testing. It had reservations, however, to the extent that
the draft resolutions failed to point out that the super-Powers were
responsible for that intensification and continuance, thus increasing the
danger of nuclear war and the threat to the planet.

Res. 42/26 A - "Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions"

Res. A2/26 B - "Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions"

Two proposals were again submitted, as in 1986, under the item entitled
"Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions". They were introduced by Mexico on
2 November.
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The first text was sponsored by 11 States, later joined by 2 more.1

In introducing it, Mexico pointed out that the question had been examined for
more than thirty years, was the subject of more than fifty resolutions, and
had repeatedly been assigned the highest priority.

In introducing the second text, which was sponsored by six States,2

Mexico called attention to the fact that article n of the 1963 partial
test-ban Treaty provided for a procedure for the consideration and eventual
adoption of amendments to the Treaty through a conference of all its parties.
The draft proposed that the non-nuclear-weapon States parties submit an
amendment proposal to the depositary Governments with a view to convening such
a conference and converting the Treaty into a comprehensive instrument.
Mexico noted that the Assembly had been considering that approach since 1985.

Both draft resolutions were approved by the First Committee on 12
November, the first by a vote of 116 to 3 (France, United Kingdom and United
States), with 14 abstentions, and the second by a vote of 101 to 3 (the same
States), with 24 abstentions. A number of States explained their positions.

Among those that voted in favour of both texts, Argentina felt that the
first one clarified the mandate to the Conference on Disarmament to initiate
action. While it also voted for the second proposal, it expressed its
preference for working out a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty in the
Conference on Disarmament, since it was a multilateral forum in which the five
nuclear-weapon States were represented. India, which explained its position
on the first draft, attached critical importance to the establishment of an ad
hoc committee and to its mandate, as in its view the commencement of
negotiations was the "acid test" of commitment to the objective. In
supporting the proposal, it also noted that the scope of the treaty envisaged
in it was at variance with the generally accepted one, but felt that the
negotiations would suitably determine the scope. In view of the probability
that the negotiations would take time, it felt that, pending the conclusion of
a treaty, all nuclear-weapon States should suspend the testing of nuclear
weapons.

Several States that voted in favour of the first draft and abstained on
the second explained their votes. Australia expressed its reservation with
regard to the first text, which it supported, saying that it could be
interpreted as sanctioning so-called peaceful nuclear explosions. Australia
also found difficulty with the singling out of certain States' testing and the
mention of a moratorium. It abstained on the second proposal because of its
commitment to direct negotiations on a comprehensive treaty. New Zealand
supported the first draft, with two reservations: it would have liked more
emphasis on the responsibilities of nuclear-weapon-States not parties to the
partial test-ban Treaty and there should be no possible ambiguity about the
ban's application to all nuclear tests. Denmark considered the formulation of
the first draft a movement in the right direction and hoped that it would be

1 Finland, Indonesia, Ireland, Kenya, Mexico, Pakistan, Peru, Romania,
Sri Lanka, Sweden, Uruguay, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.

2 Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.
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reflected in the positions taken in the Conference on Disarmament, thus
enabling that body to establish an ad hoc committee on the question. Norway
noted that the first draft specified interrelated questions which could be
dealt with by a committee of the Conference. Denmark, New Zealand and Norway
abstained on the second initiative because they deemed the idea of amending
the partial test-ban Treaty to be neither feasible nor practical.

Among those that abstained on both drafts introduced by Mexico, Japan
emphasized that i t attached priority to a comprehensive test ban and to the
commencement of substantive work in an ad hoc committee on the item. The
Netherlands had difficulty with the call for a moratorium in the f irst
proposal and felt that that text did not reflect important new developments.
It also felt that the approach taken in the second proposal was not
real ist ic . Zambia abstained on both texts because of their reference to the
non-proliferation Treaty, to which i t was not a party.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the two proposals introduced
by Mexico, as recommended by the First Committee.

The first text was adopted by a recorded vote of 137 to 3, with 14
abstentions, as resolution 42/26 A. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Bearing in mind that the complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, which has
been examined for more than thirty years and on which the General Assembly has
adopted more than f i f t y resolutions, is a basic objective of the United Nations in
the sphere of disarmament, to the attainment of which i t has repeatedly assigned the
highest priority,

Stressing that on eight different occasions i t has condemned such tests in the
strongest terns and that, since 1974, i t had stated i ts conviction that the
continuance of nuclear-weapon testing wil l intensify the arms race, thus increasing
the danger of nuclear war,

Recalling that the Secretary-General, addressing a plenary meeting of the
General Assembly on 12 December 1964, after appealing for a renewed effort towards a
comprehensive test-ban treaty, emphasized that no single multilateral agreement could
have a greater effect on limiting the further refinement of nuclear weapons and that
a comprehensive test-ban treaty is the litmus test of the real willingness to pursue
nuclear disarmament,

Taking into account that the three nuclear-weapon States that act as
depositaries of the 1963 Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and under Mater undertook in article I of that Treaty to conclude a
treaty resulting in the permanent banning of a l l nuclear-test explosions, including
a l l those explosions underground, and that such an undertaking was reiterated in 1968
in the preamble to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, art ic le VI
of which further embodies their solemn and legally binding cornnitment to take
effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear-arms race at an early date
and to nuclear disarmament,
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Bearing in mind that the same three nuclear-weapon States, in the report they
submitted on 30 July 1980 to the Committee on Disarmament after four years of
trilateral negotiations, stated, inter alia, that they were "mindful of the great
value for all mankind that the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon test explosions in
all environments will have" as well as "conscious of the important responsibility
placed upon them to find solutions to the remaining problems", adding furthermore
that they were "determined to exert their best efforts and necessary will and
persistence to bring the negotiations to an early and successful conclusion",

Noting that the Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in its Final Declaration adopted on 21
September 1985, called on the nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty to resume
trilateral negotiations in 1985 and on all the nuclear-weapon States to participate
in the urgent negotiation and conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty,
as a matter of the highest priority, in the Conference on Disarmament,

Recalling that the leaders of the six States associated in the five-continent
peace and disarmament initiative affirmed in the Mexico Declaration, adopted on 7
August 1986, that they "remain convinced that no issue is more urgent and crucial
today than bringing to an end all nuclear tests", adding that "both the qualitative
and the quantitative development of nuclear weapons exacerbate the arms race, and
both would be inhibited by the complete abolition of nuclear weapons testing",

Taking note with satisfaction of the progress made in the Conference on
Disarmament by the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events on the seismic
verification of a comprehensive test ban,

Bearing in mind that the multilateral negotiation of such a treaty in the
Conference on Disarmament must cover all the various interrelated problems that it
will be necessary to solve in order that the Conference may transmit a complete draft
treaty to the General Assembly,

1. Reiterates once again its grave concern that nuclear-weapon testing
continues unabated, against the wishes of the overwhelming majority of Member States;

2. Reaffirms its conviction that a treaty to achieve the prohibition of all
nuclear-test explosions by all States for all time is a matter of the highest
priority;

3. Reaffirms also its conviction that such a treaty would constitute a
contribution of the utmost importance to the cessation of the nuclear-arms race;

4. Urges once more the three depositary Powers of the Treaty Banning Nuclear
Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water and of the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in particular the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America, to abide strictly by their undertakings
to seek to achieve the early discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons
for all time and to expedite negotiations to this end, keeping the Conference on
Disarmament regularly informed of their negotiations;
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5. Appeals to all States members of the Conference on Disarmament, in
particular to the three depositary Powers of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests
in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Mater and of the Treaty on the
Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, to promote the establishment by the Conference
at the beginning of its 1988 session of an ad hoc committee with the objective of
carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a treaty on the complete cessation of
nuclear-test explosions;

6. Recommends to the Conference on Disarmament that such an ad hoc committee
should comprise two working groups dealing, respectively, with the following
interrelated questions: contents and scope of the treaty, and compliance and
verification;

7. Calls upon the States depositaries of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon
Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water and the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, by virtue of their special responsibilities
under those two Treaties and as a provisional measure, to bring to a halt without
delay all nuclear-test explosions, either through a trilaterally agreed moratorium or
through three unilateral moratoria, which should include appropriate means of
verification;

8. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions".

The second text was adopted by a recorded vote of 128 to 3, with 22
abstentions, as resolution 42/26 B. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Bearing in mind the determination, proclaimed since 1963 in the Treaty Banning
Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water, to seek to
achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time and
to continue negotiations to this end,

Bearing in mind also that in 1968 the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons recalled such determination and included in its article VI an
undertaking by each of its parties to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective
measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear-arms race at an early date,

Recalling that in its resolution 2028 (XX) of 19 November 1965, adopted
unanimously, it had stressed that one of the basic principles on which the treaty to
prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons should be based was that such treaty,
which was then to be negotiated, should embody an acceptable balance of mutual
responsibilities and obligations of the nuclear and non-nuclear Powers,
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Recalling also that the Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in i ts Final Declaration adopted by
consensus on 21 September 1985, expressed i ts deep regret that a comprehensive
multilateral nuclear-test-ban treaty had not been concluded so far and called for the
urgent negotiation and conclusion of such a treaty as a matter of the highest
priori ty,

Noting that art icle I I of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water provides a procedure for the consideration
and eventual adoption of amendments to the Treaty by a conference of i ts parties,

1. Recommends that the non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water
formally submit an amendment proposal to the depositary Governments with a view to
convening a conference at the earliest possible date to consider amendments to the
Treaty that would convert i t into a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty;

2. Requests that the States parties to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon
Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water report to the General
Assembly at i ts forty-third session on the progress of their efforts.

Res. 42/27 - "Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty"

On 2 November, New Zealand introduced a draft text entitled. "Urgent need
for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty", which was co-sponsored by 25
States, later joined by 3 others.-* New Zealand noted their shared belief
that a nuclear war could not be won and must never be fought and that there
was an urgent need for an end to the nuclear-arms race, an immediate reduction
of nuclear weapons and, ultimately, their elimination. The sponsors fe l t that
their text offered the best approach to early conclusion of a comprehensive
treaty. The draft identified steps that the nuclear-weapon States should
take, including appropriate, verifiable, interim measures.

In connection with action on the draft in the First Committee, Mexico and
New Zealand expressed regret that lack of time had not permitted the merging
of the draft introduced by New Zealand and the f irst draft introduced by
Mexico and stated that they hoped such a merger would be possible in 1988.
Australia, too, placed on record i ts great disappointment that there were
s t i l l two drafts on a comprehensive test ban.

3 Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Barbados, Brunei Darussalam, Cameroon,
Canada, Denmark, Fij i , Finland, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Jamaica, Japan,
Liberia, Malaysia, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Rwanda, Samoa,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Sweden, Thailand, Vanuatu and Zaire.
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Of those States that voted in favour, Belgium would have liked the
bilateral negotiations to be stressed even more in the text and it
supported the prospect of limiting the number of nuclear tests. Canada, in
announcing its co-sponsorship, emphasized that the draft resolution focused on
the role of the Conference on Disarmament. Denmark, also a sponsor, felt that
the proposal offered the most constructive and realistic approach. The
Federal Republic of Germany stressed the importance of verification and stated
that it had fulfilled the invitation made in operative paragraph 3 by
establishing a seismic data centre at Gafenberg. Mexico stated that while it
welcomed the new bilateral negotiations, it did not concur with the procedure
they involved, which might produce results only "in the next century". Samoa,
speaking on behalf of the members of the South Pacific Forum, announced their
support of the proposal, noting that their region was the only one in which
testing was carried out outside the territory of a nuclear-weapon State.
Venezuela, while also supporting the proposal, felt that the sole activity
that the Conference on Disarmament should carry out was the initiation of
substantive negotiations; it was doubtful, therefore, about paragraphs 3(a)
and (c) (see below).

Among those that abstained, Argentina noted that the text did not call
explicitly for the immediate initiation of negotiations. Similarly, India
observed that the text failed to mention the formation of an ad hoc committee
in the Conference on Disarmament.

The United States, which voted negatively, explained that in some
respects the text was in fundamental conflict with its policy on
nuclear-testing limitations. It had agreed upon stage-by-stage negotiations
with the Soviet Union—the first stage being to reach agreement on
verification measures—and those negotiations were under way. The United
States reiterated its belief that a comprehensive test ban had to be viewed in
the context of a time when it would not be necessary to depend on nuclear
deterrence to ensure international security. It supported, however, further
work on an international seismic monitoring network. In conclusion, it
regarded reducing the number of deployed nuclear weapons as a far more urgent
matter than achieving a comprehensive teEt ban.

In recorded voting in the First Committee, operative paragraph 3 was
first approved by a separate recorded vote of 114 (including United States) to
none, with IS abstentions (including France and United Kingdom). The draft as
a whole was then approved by 122 to 2 (France and United States), with 8
abstentions (including China and United Kingdom).

Following the votes on the draft resolution it had introduced and the
first draft introduced by Mexico, New Zealand expressed disappointment that,
contrary to the desire of the overwhelming majority of Member States, four of
the nuclear-weapon States had felt themselves unable to support either of the
test-ban texts and two had voted against both of them. That cast doubt, it
stated, on whether there was a commitment to realistic progress in the area.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 1A3 to 2, with 8 abstentions, as resolution 42/27. It reads
as follows:
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The General Assembly,

Convinced that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought,

Convinced of the consequent urgent need for an end to the nuclear-arms race and the
inmediate and verifiable reduction and ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons,

Convinced, therefore, that an end to all nuclear testing by all States in all
environments for all time is an essential step in order to prevent the qualitative
improvement and development of nuclear weapons and further nuclear proliferation and to
contribute, along with other concurrent efforts to limit and reduce nuclear arms, to the
eventual elimination of nuclear weapons,

Welcoming the joint statement of 17 September 1987 by the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America that they have agreed to commence negotiations in
1987 on nuclear-testing issues,

Recalling the proposals by the leaders of the six-nation initiative to promote an end
to nuclear testing, and other recent initiatives to this end,

Convinced that the most effective way to achieve the discontinuance of all nuclear
tests in all environments for all time is through the conclusion, at an early date, of a
verifiable, comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty open to and capable of attracting the
adherence of all States,

Reaffirming the particular responsibilities of the Conference on Disarmament in the
negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear-t-st-ban treaty,

1. Reaffirms its conviction that a treaty to achieve the prohibition of all
nuclear-test explosions by all States in all environments for all time is a matter of
fundamental importance;

2. Urges, therefore, that the following actions be taken in order that a
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty may be concluded at an early date:

(a) The Conference on Disarmament should initiate substantive work on all aspects
of a nuclear-test-ban treaty at the beginning of its 1988 session;

(b) States mei.bers of the Conference on Disarmament, in particular the
nuclear-weapon States, and all other States should co-operate in order to facilitate and
promote such work;

(c) The nuclear-weapon States, especially those which possess the most important
nuclear arsenals, should agree to appropriate verifiable interim measures with a view to
realizing a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty;

(d) Those nuclear-weapon States which have not yet done so should adhere to the
Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water;

3. A U o urges the Conference on Disarmament:
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(a) To take immediate steps for the establishment, with the widest possible
participation, of an international seismic monitoring network with a view to the
further development of i ts potential to monitor and verify compliance with a
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty;

(b) In this context, to take into account the progress achieved by the Ad Hoc
Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect
and Identify Seismic Events, including the exchange of wave-form data, and other
relevant init iatives by individual States and groups of States;

(c) To in i t ia te detailed investigation of other measures to monitor and
verify compliance with such a treaty, including an international network to monitor
atmospheric radioactivity;

4. Calls upon the Conference on Disarmament to report to the General
Assembly at i ts forty-third session on progress made;

5. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Urgent need for a comprehensive nuctear-test-ban treaty".

Be*. 42/38 C - "Notification of nuclear tests"

A draft resolution entitled "Notification of nuclear tests", sponsored by
11 States,4 was introduced by Australia on 4 November. Australia noted that
resolution 41/59 N of the previous year had called upon States conducting
nuclear explosions to provide the Secretary-General with specific data
thereon. The draft called on all States to comply with that resolution,
urging those conducting nuclear explosions to provide the Secretary-General
within one week with data on each test and inviting all others to provide any
other such data.

The First Committee approved the draft resolution by a recorded vote of
121 to 1 (Prance), with 8 abstentions (including China, United Kingdom and
United States).

\mong those that supported the proposal, Argentina fe l t that the
notifications would provide the United Nations with data of the greatest
interest. Denmark shared the view that the measures in question would be
conducive to conclusion of a comprehensive ban. The Federal Republic of
Germany voted in favour to emphasize its commitment to the conclusion of a
comprehensive nuclear-test ban, which it hoped would materialize at the
earliest possible date. Norway noted that through i ts Norwegian Seismic Array
(NORSAR), i t had special competence in monitoring nuclear explosions.

4 Australia, Austria, Cameroon, Fiji , Finland, Iceland, Ireland, New
Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Samoa and Sweden.
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The United States abstained in the vote because it was unable to support
i ts purpose of furthering or accelerating the drive towards a comprehensive
test ban; the United States urged States to work with it to bring about the
nuclear-arms reductions that would create the appropriate context for such a
ban. Moreover, i t noted that i t routinely announced information about i ts
nuclear explosions and did not rule out the idea of confidence-building
measures involving the reciprocal exchange of information on such tes ts .

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 147 to 1, with 8 abstentions, as resolution 42/38 C. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolution 41/59 N of 3 December 1986, in which i t called upon
each of the States conducting nuclear explosions to provide the Secretary-General
with specific data on nuclear explosions conducted by them,

Noting that, despite the continuation of nuclear explosions, no such data have
been submitted to the Secretary-General,

1. Calls upon a l l States to comply with resolution 41/59 h,

2. Again urges each of the States conducting nuclear explosions to provide
to the Secretary-General within one week of each nuclear explosion such data referred
to in paragraph 1 of resolution 41/59 N as they may have available;

3. Invites a l l other States to provide to the Secretary-General any such
data on nuclear explosions they may have available;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to make this information immediately
available to a l l natter States and to submit to the General Assembly annually a
register of the information provided on nuclear explosions during the preceding
twelve months.
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CHAPTER IX

STRENGTHENING OF THE SECURITY OF NON-NUCLEAR-WEAPON STATES

Two draft resolutions were submitted in the First Committee on the
subject of security assurances.

K M . 42/31 - "Conclusion of effective international arrangements on the
strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons"

Res. 42/32 - "Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons"

On 26 October, nine States1 submitted a draft resolution on the
conclusion of effective international arrangements on the strengthening of the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons. In introducing it on 4 November, Bulgaria noted that the
draft resolution was similar to corresponding resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly over the past few years. It explained that the text was
primarily procedural in character, requesting the Conference on Disarmament to
continue active negotiations on the item in its Ad Hoc Committee. The
sponsors believed that the Assembly should again appeal to all States,
particularly the nuclear-weapon States, to demonstrate the political will and
to exercise the flexibility necessary to reach agreement concerning a common
formula on the substance of security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States,
which could become the basis for a legally binding international instrument on
that subject.

On 20 October, Pakistan submitted a draft resolution on the conclusion of
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, which it introduced in
the First Committee on 6 November. Pakistan was deeply disappointed that
while no one had put forward any objection in principle to the concept of
negative security assurances, the Conference on Disarmament had failed to
register any progress in its negotiations on the subject. The sponsor
believed that the unilateral declarations made by some nuclear-weapon States
did not adequately meet the concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States
themselves and that assurances had to be unconditional and of a legally
binding character. It therefore considered it important that the General
Assembly call upon the Conference to intensify its efforts to reach agreement
on a common formula, which would enable it to elaborate and conclude effective

1 Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgaria, Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, Mongolia and USSR.
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international arrangements. The draft had been prepared along the lines of
the resolution adopted, in the previous year and i t appealed to the
nuclear-weapon States to demonstrate the political will necessary to reach
agreement on an instrument of a legally binding character.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution
introduced by Bulgaria by a recorded vote of 87 to 18 (Western and associated
States), with IS abstentions, and the draft introduced by Pakistan by a
recorded vote of 122 to none, with 3 abstentions (Brazil, India and United
States).

In connection with the voting, only Argentina explained i ts position on
both drafts. While voting for the first time in favour of the draft
resolution introduced by Pakistan, Argentina recalled i ts decision to not
produce nuclear weapons and to carry out i t s nuclear programme exclusively for
peaceful purposes. That decision gave it the right to request those States
that did possess nuclear weapons to assume the commitment to give
unconditional guarantees not to use or threaten to use them against States
that had undertaken not to have and not to produce them. In addition,
Argentina expressed i ts readiness to strive in the Conference on Disarmament
to conclude international arrangements to that end. It abstained on the draft
resolution introduced by Bulgaria because i t held that the text went beyond
the consideration of the question of negative security assurances and dealt
with other topics that were not germane to i t .

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution
introduced by Bulgaria by a recorded vote of 112 to 18, with 20 abstentions,
as resolution 42/31. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Convinced of the need to take effective treasures for the strengthening of the
security of States, and prompted by the desire shared by a l l nations to eliminate war
and prevent nuclear conflagration,

Considering that, unti l nuclear disarmament is achieved on a universal basis,
i t is imperative for the international community to develop effective measures to
ensure the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons,

Recognizing that effective measures to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons can constitute a positive contribution to
the prevention of the spread of such weapons,

Wotina with satisfaction the determination of non-nuclear-weapon States in
various parts of the world to prevent nuclear weapons from being introduced into
their territories and to ensure the complete absence of such weapons in their
respective regions, including through the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones
on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned, and being anxious to encourage and contribute to the attainment of this
objective,
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Desirons of promoting the implementation of paragraph 59 of the Final Document
of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first special session
devoted to disarmament, in which it urged the nuclear-weapon states to pursue efforts
to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Recalling its numerous resolutions on this subject, as well as the relevant
part of the special report of the Committee on Disarmament submitted to the General
Assembly at its twelfth special session, the second special session devoted to
disarmament.

Noting that the Conference on Disarmament considered in 1987 the item entitled
"Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons", as reflected in its report, where it is
stated that discussions on the conclusions that could be drawn from the work of the
Ad Hoc Committee on this item, including consideration of the possibilities for
interim measures and alternatives, once again proved inconclusive.

Noting further that during that consideration the importance of making progress
on this issue was underlined in the light of the forthcoming third special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,

Recalling the proposals submitted on the subject to the General Assembly end in
the Conference on Disarmament, including the drafts of an international convention,
and the widespread international support for the conclusion of such a convention.

Aware that additional proposals on the substance of the issue of security
assurances with rsspect to non-nuclear-weapon States were submitted in the Conference
on Disarmament in 1987, as reflected in its report,

Aware also that the work on the substance of the effective arrangements and
discussion on various aspects and elements of an interim solution revealed that
specific difficulties relating to differing perceptions of security interests
persisted and that the complex nature of the issues involved continued to prevent
agreement on a "common formula",

Recognizing the need for fresh approaches to the solution of urgent security
issues in the nuclear age, many of which relate to the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States as well,

Aware of the wide support in the Conference on Disarmament for continuing the
search for a "common formula", which could be included in an international legally
binding instrument to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons,

Welcoming once again the solemn declarations made by some nuclear-weapon States
concerning non-first use of nuclear weapons, and convinced that if all nuclear-weapon
States were to assume obligations not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, that
would be tantamount in practice to banning the use of nuclear weapons against all
States, including all non-nuclear-weapon States,
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Considering that the non-nuclear-weapon States having no nuclear weapons on their
territories have every right to receive reliable, uniform and unconditional international
legal assurances against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

1. Reaffirms once again the urgent need to reach agreement on effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons and to find a common approach acceptable to all;

2. Considers that the Conference on Disarmament should continue to explore ways
and means of overcoming the difficulties encountered in carrying out negotiations on this
question;

3. Appeals to all States, especially the nuclear-weapon States, to demonstrate
political will and to exercise the flexibility necessary to reach agreement on a "comnn
formula", which could be included in an international instrument of a legally binding
nature;

4. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to continue active negotiations on
this subject and to establish for this purpose the respective ad hoc committee at the
beginning of its 198B session;

5. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session the
item entitled "Conclusion of effective international arrangements on the strengthening of
the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons".

Also on 30 November, the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution
introduced by Pakistan by a recorded vote of 151 to none, with 3 abstentions,
as resolution 42/32. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Bearing in mind the need to allay the legitimate concern of the States of the
world with regard to ensuring lasting security for their peoples,

Convinced that nuclear weapons pose the greatest threat to mankind and to the
survival of civilization,

Deeply concerned at the continuing escalation of the arms race, in particular
the nuclear-arms race, and the possibility of the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons,

Convinced that nuclear disarmament and the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons are essential to remove the danger of nuclear war,

Taking into account the principle of the non-use of force or threat of force
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations,
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Deeply concerned about the possibility of the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons,

Recognizing that the independence, territorial integrity and sovereignty of
non-nuclear-weapon States need to be safeguarded against the use or threat of use of
force, including the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Considering that, until nuclear disarmament is achieved on a universal basis,
it is imperative for the international community to develop effective measures to
ensure the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapon: from any quarter,

Recognizing that effective measures to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons can constitute a positive
contribution to the prevention of the spread of nuclear weapons,

Recalling its resolutions 3261 G (XXIX) of 9 December 1974 and 31/189 C of 2i
December 1976,

Bearing in mind paragraph 59 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session
of the General Assembly, in which it urged the nuclear-weapon States to pursue
efforts to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Desirous of promoting the implementation of the relevant provisions of the
Final Document of the Tenth Special Session,

Recalling its resolutions 33/72 B of 14 December 1978, 34/85 of 11 December
1979, 35/155 of 12 December 1980, 36/95 of 9 December 1981, 37/81 of 9 December 1982,
38/68 of 15 December 1983, 39/58 of 12 December 1984, 40/86 of 12 December 1985 and
41/52 of 3 December 1986,

Further recalling paragraph 12 of the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second
Disarmament Decade, contained in the annex to its resolution 35/46 of 3 December
1980, which states, inter alia, that all efforts should be exerted by the Committee
on Disarmament urgently to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Woting the in-depth negotiations undertaken in the Conference on Disarmament
and its Ad Hoc Committee on Effective International Arrangements to Assure
Non-Nuclear Weapon States against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, with a
view to reaching agreement on this item,

Noting the proposals submitted under that item in the Conference on
Disarmament, including the drafts of an international convention,
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Taking note of the decision of the Eighth Conference of Heads of State or
Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held at Harare from 1 to 6 September 1986, as
well as the relevant recommendations of the Organization of the Islamic Conference
reiterated in the Final Comnunique of the Sixteenth Islamic Conference of Foreign
Ministers, held at Fez, Morocco, from 6 to 10 January 1986, calling upon the
Conference on Disarmament to reach an urgent agreement on an international convention
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons,

Further noting the support expressed in the Conference on Disarmament and in
the General Assembly for the elaboration of an international convention to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, as
well as the difficulties pointed out in evolving a common approach acceptable to all,

1. Reaffirms the urgent need to reach agreement on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons;

2. Notes with satisfaction that in the Conference on Disarmament there is no
objection, in principle, to the idea of an international convention to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
although the difficulties as regards evolving a cannon approach acceptable to all
have also been pointed out;

3. Appeals to all States, especially the nuclear-weapon states, to
demonstrate the political will necessary to reach agreement on a common approach and,
in particular, on a common formula which could be included in an international
instrument of a legally binding character;

4. Recommends that further intensive efforts should be devoted to the search
for such a camion approach or cannon formula and that the various alternative
approaches, including in particular those considered in the Conference on
Disarmament, should be further explored in order to overcome the difficulties;

5. Recommends that the Conference on Disarmament should actively continue
negotiations with a view to reaching early agreement and concluding effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account the widespread support for the
conclusion of an international convention and giving consideration to any other
proposals designed to secure the same objective;

6. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons".
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CHAPTER X

NUCLBAR-WEAPON-FREB ZONES

A. Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear w~«*pon» in Latin America

Since 1979, an item concerning the signature and ratification of
Additional Protocol I has remained on the Assembly's agenda. The Protocol
concerns the application of the Treaty to territories in the Latin American
region for which extraregional States have de .jure or de facto
responsibility. Three of those States - the United Kingdom, the Netherlands
and the United States - became parties to Additional Protocol I in 1969, 1971
and 1981, respectively. France signed Additional Protocol I in 1979, but has
not yet ratified it.

Res. 42/25 - "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/45 concerning
the signature and ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)"

On 27 October, 16 States1 submitted a draft resolution concerning
Additional Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. In introducing it on 3
November, Mexico, the depositary Government of the Treaty, recalled that there
were some territories in the zone which, although not sovereign political
entities, were in a position to benefit from the Treaty through its Additional
Protocol I, and that it was not fair that some of those territories were
deprived of such benefits without being given the opportunity to express their
opinion. By the draft, the General Assembly would once again deplore the fact
that France had not yet followed its signature of Additional Protocol I with
ratification and would urge it not to delay such action any further.

Five countries made statements in connection with the vote.

Of those voting in favour, Albania stated that it had reservations
concerning the effectiveness of nuclear-weapon-free zones and considered that
non-possession of nuclear weapons by a country did not reduce the threat posed
by the nuclear warheads of the super-Powers. The United States observed that
the draft singled out the one country eligible to ratify Additional Protocol
I, while, at the same time, there were States in the region which were
eligible to join the Treaty, but for which it was not in force. The United
States urged those States to bring the Treaty and Protocol I into force; only
then could those instruments make a full contribution to regional and

Bahamas, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Suriname,
Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay and Venezuela.
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hemispheric security. The Netherlands attached great importance to efforts to
prevent the proliferation of nuclear arms through the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones in certain regions of the world, and i t was
disappointed that the Treaty of Tlatelolco had not entered into force for two
Latin American countries, especially as they possessed developed nuclear
technologies. It stressed that as long as the zone of application of the
Treaty did not cover the entire area, i ts effectiveness could be undermined.

Among those abstaining, France could not agree that its action should be
called into question, while certain countries within the area of application
had not signed or ratified the Treaty. It reiterated that it would take a
decision in due course and in the light of the state of the ratification of
the Treaty i tself . Cuba favoured the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones on the basis of agreements which were freely entered into by the States
of the regions concerned and which ensured that those zones were really free
of nuclear weapons. However, i t could not adhere to the Tlatelolco Treaty as
long as the only nuclear Power in i t s hemisphere maintained a military base on
i t s territory and was hostile to i t . Cuba could not renounce i t s right to
defend i ts sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity by weapons i t
deemed appropriate.

The draft resolution was approved by the First Committee on 9 November by
a recorded vote of 127 to none, with 6 abstentions (including Argentina, Cuba,
France and Guyana). On 30 November the General Assembly adopted i t by a
recorded vote of 147 to none, with 7 abstentions, as resolution 42/25. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 2286 (XXII) of 5 December 1967, 3262 (XXIX) of 9
Oecember 1974, 3473 (XXX) of 11 December 197S, 32/76 of 12 December 1977, S-10/2 of
30 June 1978, 33/58 of 14 Oecember 1978, 34/71 of 11 December 1979, 35/143 of 12
Oecember 1980, 36/83 of 9 Oecember 1981, 37/71 of 9 December 1982, 38/61 of 15
December 1983, 39/51 of 12 Oecember 1984, 40/79 of 12 December 1985 and 41/45 of 3
December 1986 concerning the signature and rat i f icat ion of Additional Protocol I of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tltelolco),

Taking into account that within the zone of application of that Treaty, to
which twenty-three sovereign States are already parties, there are some terr i tories
which, in spite of not being sovereign polit ical ent i t ies, are nevertheless in a
position to receive the benefits deriving from the Treaty through its Additional
Protocol I , to which the four States that de .jure or de facto are internationally
responsible for those territories may become parties,

Considering that i t is not fa i r that the peoples of some of those terr i tories
are deprived of such benefits without being given the opportunity to express their
opinion in this connection,

Recalling that three of the States to which Additional Protocol I is open - the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Kingdom of the Netherlands
and the United States of America - became parties to the Protocol in 1969, 1971 and
1981, respectively,
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1. Deplores that the signature of Additional Protocol I by France, which
took place on 2 March 1979, has not yet been followed by the corresponding
rat i f icat ion, notwithstanding the time already elapsed and the pressing invitations
which the General Assembly has addressed to i t ;

2. Once more urges France not to delay any further such rat i f icat ion, which
has been requested so many times and which appears a l l the more advisable, since
France is the only one of the four States to which the Protocol is open that is not
yet party to i t ;

3. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
an item entitled "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 42/25 concerning the
signature and ratif ication of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)".

B. Denuclearization of Africa

Since 1964, when the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa was
adopted by the Organization of African Unity (OAU), the question of i t s
implementation has been on the General Assembly's agenda. Over the years, the
Assembly has called upon all States to consider and respect the continent of
Africa as a nuclear-weapon-free zone. By resolution 41/55 B, the Assembly had
requested the Secretary-General to follow very closely South Africa's
evolution in the nuclear field and to report thereon to the Assembly at i ts
forty-second session. In his report,2 the Secretary-General informed the
Assembly that he had continued to follow developments in South Africa and that
the Director General of IAEA had provided him with updated information
regarding South Africa's nuclear capability, which he annexed to his report.

Res. 42/34 A - "Implementation of the Declaration"

Res. 42/34 B - "Nuclear capability of South Africa"

On 27 October, Madagascar, on behalf of the Group of African States,3

submitted two draft resolutions under the agenda item "Implementation of the

2 A/42/649.

3 The Group of African States is composed of: Algeria, Angola, Benin,
Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Comoros, Congo, Cote d'lvoire, Djibouti, Egypt, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Kenya, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Morocco, Mozambique, Niger, Nigeria, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan, Swaziland, Togo, Tunisia,
Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Zaire, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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Declaratioo on the Denuclearization of Africa": one concerned the
implementation of the Declaration, the other concerned South Africa's nuclear
capability. In introducing the texts on 3 November, Madagascar noted that the
first draft contained the same elements that had appeared in resolution 41/55
A. It called on all States to respect the continent of Africa as a
nuclear-weapon-free zone and appealed to States to monitor South Africa's
research on and development and production of nuclear weapons, and to
publicize any information in that regard. The second draft called for an end
to all forms of military and nuclear collaboration with South Africa, and
demanded that South Africa submit its nuclear installations and facilities to
inspection by IAEA.

On 9 November the First Committee took action on both drafts. The first
one was approved by a recorded vote of 129 to none, with 4 abstentions
(France, Israel, United Kingdom and United States). The second text was
approved by a recorded vote of 113 to 4 (France, Israel, United Kingdom and
United States), with 14 abstentions.

In connection with the voting on the draft resolutions in the First
Committee, seven States explained their positions on one or both of them.

Of those voting in favour of both texts, Albania stated that it was for
the countries concerned to decide on the creation of nuclear-weapon-free
zones, and it expressed reservations concerning the effectiveness of such
zones. Iceland, speaking on behalf of Denmark, Finland, Norway and Sweden,
stated that while the Nordic countries voted in favour of the two texts, they
had reservations with regard to formulations that failed to take into account
the proper division of competence between the Security Council and the General
Assembly. They also deplored the inappropriate and selective mentioning of
individual countries or groups of countries. Finally, they felt that the
Assembly, being composed of delegations representing Member States, should
address itself to Governments rather than to private citizens and enterprises.

Australia voted in favour of the first text, but abstained on the second
because it could not accept the singling out of States by name. Japan, voting
similarly, reiterated its view that an agreement to establish a
nuclear-weapon-free zone would foster the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons, but cautioned that it would have to meet a number of conditions: it
should be accepted by the countries in the region and by all other countries
concerned and it should strengthen not only regional, but also global peace
and security.

Three States that abstained on the first draft and voted against the
second explained their positions. France agreed with the fundamental purposes
of both drafts, but felt that the first text did not make sufficiently clear
the distinction between peaceful and military uses of nuclear energy, while
the second draft did not even mention it. Furthermore, the views expressed on
South Africa's possession and development of a nuclear military capability
went beyond what it thought useful. The United Kingdom believed that South
Africa should accede to the non-proliferation Treaty at the earliest
opportunity and noted that country's recent decision to open discussion with a
view to signing it. While the United Kingdom stressed that it did not
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collaborate in any way with South Africa in the development of its nuclear
programme, it held that all States had the right to apply and develop
programmes for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. It also noted that both
drafts contained judgements that were insufficiently substantiated or were
more properly matters for the Security Council. Israel voted negatively
because it was unfairly named in the text. It further noted that i t had on
many occasions condemned the policy of apartheid of South Africa, and i t
referred to its recent decisions drastically to curtail its relations with
that country. As to its alleged nuclear collaboration with South Africa,
Israel reminded the Committee that it had often categorically rejected that
allegation.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted both draft resolutions. The
text on the implementation of the Declaration was adopted by a recorded vote
of 151 to none, with 4 abstentions, as resolution 42/34 A. It reads as
follows:

The General Assembly,

Bearing in mind the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa adopted by
the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the Organization of African Unity at
its f i rs t ordinary session, held at Cairo from 17 to 21 July 1964,

Recalling its resolution 1652 (XVI) of 24 November 1961, i ts earliest on the
subject, as well as its resolutions 2033 (XX) of 3 December 1965, 31/69 of 10
December 1976, 32/81 of 12 Oecember 1977, 33/63 of 14 December 1978, 34/76 A of 11
December 1979, 35/146 B of 12 December 1980, 36/86 B of 9 December 1981, 37/74 A of 9
December 1982, 38/181 A of 20 December 1983, 39/61 A of 12 December 1984, 40/89 A of
12 December 1985 and 41/55 A of 3 December 1986, in which i t called upon a l l States
to consider and respect the continent of Africa and i ts surrounding areas as a
nuclear-weapon-free zone,

Recalling that in its resolution 33/63 i t vigorously condemned any overt or
covert attempt by South Africa to introduce nuclear weapons into the continent of
Africa and demanded that South Africa refrain forthwith from conducting any nuclear
explosion in the continsnt or elsewhere,

Bearing in mind the provisions of resolution CM/Res.1101 (XLVI)/Rev.l on the
denuclearization of Africa adopted by the Council of Ministers of the Organization of
African Unity at i ts forty-sixth ordinary session, held at Addis Ababa from 20 to 25
July 1987,

Having taken note of the report of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament
Research entitled "South Africa's nuclear capability", undertaken in co-operation
with the Department for Disarmament Affairs of the Secretariat and in consultation
with the Organization of African Unity, as well as the report of the Disarmament
Contnission,

Noting the actions taken by those Governments which have taken measures to
restrict co-operation with South Africa in nuclear and other f ields,
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Expressing regret that, despite the threat that South Africa's nuclear
capability constitutes to international peace and security and, in particular, to the
realization of the objective of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa,
the Disarmament Comnission, although it made seme progress during its substantive
session in 1987, failed once again to reach a consensus on this important item on its
agenda,

1. Strongly renews its call upon all States to consider and respect the
continent of Africa and its surrounding areas as a nuclear-weapon-free zone;

2. Reaffirms that the implementation of the Declaration on the
Denuclearization of Africa adopted by the Assembly of Heads of State and Government
of the Organization of African Unity would be an important measure to prevent the
proliferation of nuclear weapons and to promote international peace and security;

3. Expresses once again its grave alarm at South Africa's possession and
continued development of nuclear-weapon capability;

4. Condemns South Africa's continued pursuit of a nuclear capability and all
forms of nuclear collaboration by any State, corporation, institution or individual
with the racist regime that enable it to frustrate the objective of the Declaration
on the Denuclearization of Africa, which seeks to keep Africa free from nuclear
weapons;

5. Calls upon all States, corporations, institutions and individuals to
desist from further collaboration with the racist regime that may enable it to
frustrate the objective of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa;

6. Demands once again that the racist regime of South Africa refrain from
manufacturing, testing, deploying, transporting, storing, using or threatening to use
nuclear weapons;

7. Appeals to all States that have the means to do so to monitor South
Africa's research on and development and production of nuclear weapons and to
publicize any information in that regard;

8. Demands once again that South Africa submit forthwith all its nuclear
installations and facilities to inspection by the International Atomic Energy Agency;

9. Requests the Secretary-General to provide all necessary assistance that
the Organization of African Unity may seek regarding the modalities and elements for
the preparation and implementation of the relevant convention or treaty on the
denuclearization of Africa;

10. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of
Africa".
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The draft resolution on South Africa's nuclear capability was adopted by
a recorded vote of 140 to 4, with 13 abstentions, as resolution 42/34 B. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Having considered the report of the Secretary-General on South Africa's nuclear
capability,

Recalling its resolutions 34/76 B of 11 December 1979, 35/146 A of 12 December
1980, 36/86 A of 9 December 1981, 37/74 8 of 9 December 1982, 38/181 B of 20 December
1983, 39/61 B of 12 December 1984, 40/89 B of 12 December 1985 and 41/55 B of 3
December 1986,

Searing in mind the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa adopted by
the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the Organization of African Unity at
its first ordinary session, held at Cairo from 17 to 21 July 1964,

Recalling that, in paragraph 12 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, it noted that the massive accumulation of armaments
and the acquisition of armaments technology by racist regimes, as well as their
possible acquisition of nuclear weapons, present a challenging and increasingly
dangerous obstacle to a world conmunity faced with the urgent need to disarm.

Recalling also that, in its resolution 33/63 of 14 December 1978, it vigorously
condemned any overt or covert attempt by South Africa to introduce nuclear weapons
into the continent of Africa and demanded that South Africa refrain forthwith from
conducting any nuclear explosion in the continent or elsewhere,

Bearing in mind the provisions of resolution CM/Res.1101 (XLVI)/Rev.l on the
denuclearization of Africa adopted by the Council of Ministers of the Organization of
African Unity at its forty-sixth ordinary session, held at Addis Ababa from 20 to 25
July 1987,

Noting with regret the non-implementation by apartheid South Africa of
resolution GC(XXX)/RES/468 adopted on 3 October 1986 by the General Conference of the
International Atomic Energy Agency during its thirtieth regular session,

Having taken note of the report of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament
Research entitled "South Africa's nuclear capability", undertaken in co-operation
with the Department for Disarmament Affairs of the Secretariat and in consultation
with the Organization of African Unity,

Expressing regret that, despite the threat that South Africa's nuclear weapon
capability constitutes to international peace and security and, in particular, to the
realization of the objective of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa,
the Disarmament Commission, although it made some progress during its substantive
session in 1987, failed once again to reach a consensus on this important item on its
agenda,
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Alarmed that South Africa's nuclear facilities, particularly those that remain
unsafeguarded, enable it to develop and acquire the capability of producing
fissionable material for nuclear weapons,

Gravely concerned that South Africa, in flagrant violation of the principles of
international law and the relevant provisions of the Charter of the United Nations,
has continued its acts of aggression and subversion against the peoples of the
independent States of southern Africa,

Strongly condemning the continued military occupation by South African troops
of parts of the territory of Angola in violation of its national sovereignty,
independence and territorial integrity, and urging the immediate and unconditional
withdrawal of South African troops from Angolan soil,

Expressing its grave disappointment that, despite repeated appeals by the
international community, certain Western States and Israel have continued to
collaborate with the racist regime of South Africa in the military and nuclear fields
and that some of these States have, by a ready recourse to the use of veto,
consistently frustrated every effort in the Security Council to deal decisively with
the question of South Africa,

Recalling its decision taken at the tenth special session that the Security
Council should take appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustration of the
implementation of the decision of the Organization of African Unity for the
denuclearization of Africa,

Stressing the need to preserve peace and security in Africa by ensuring that
the continent is a nuclear-weapon-free zone,

1. Takes note of the report of the Secretary-General on South Africa's
nuclear capability;

2. Condemns the massive buildup of South Africa's military machine, in
particular its frenzied acquisition of nuclear-weapon capability for repressive and
aggressive purposes and as an instrument of blackmail;

3. Further condemns all forms of nuclear collaboration by any State,
corporation, institution or individual with the racist regime of South Africa, in
particular the decision by some Member States to grant licences to several
corporations in their territories to provide equipment and technical and maintenance
services for nuclear installations in South Africa;

4. Reaffirms that the acquisition of nuclear-weapon capability by the racist
regime constitutes a very grave danger to international peace and security and, in
particular, jeopardizes the security of African States and increases the danger of
the proliferation of nuclear weapons;

5. Expresses its full support for the African States faced with the danger
of South Africa's nuclear capability;

6. Commends the actions taken by those Governments which have taken measures
to restrict co-operation with South Africa in nuclear and other fields;
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7. Demands that South Africa and all other foreign interests put an
immediate end to the exploration for and exploitation of uranium resources in Namibia;

8. Calls upon all States, corporations, institutions and individuals to
terminate forthwith all forms of military and nuclear collaboration with the racist
regime;

9. Requests the Disarmament Commission to consider once again as a natter of
priority during its substantive session in 1988 South Africa's nuclear capability,
taking into account, inter alia, the findings of the report of the United Nations
Institute for Disarmament Research on South Africa's nuclear capability;

10. Requests the Secretary-General to provide all necessary assistance that
the Organization of African Unity may seek regarding the modalities and elements for
trte preparation and implementation of the relevant convention or treaty on the
denuclearization of Africa;

11. Commends the adoption by the Security Council of resolutions 558 (1984)
of 13 December 1984 and 591 (1986) of 28 November 1986 on the question of South
Africa, with a view to blocking the existing loopholes in the arms embargo so as to
render it more effective and prohibiting, in particular, all forms of co-operation
and collaboration with the racist regime of South Africa in the nuclear field;

12. Demands once again that South Africa submit forthwith all its nuclear
installations and facilities to inspection by the International Atomic Energy Agency;

13. Reguests the Secretary-General to follow very closely South Africa's
evolution in the nuclear field and to report thereon to the General Assembly at its
forty-third session.

C. Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-frae zoa» in the region of the
Middle Eaat

B*>. 42/28 - "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of
the Middle East"

On 21 October Egypt submitted a draft resolut ion on the establishment of
a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. In introducing i t on 27
October, Egypt noted that pursuant to General Assembly resolutions of previous
years on the subject, a l l States of the region and a number of nuclear-weapon
States had conveyed their views to the Secretary-General on the establishment
of a zone, and that the Secretary-General had then transmitted the
communications tc the General Assembly. The l&test report of the
Secretary-General4 was before the Assembly. Egypt stated that the draft

4 A/42/364.
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resolution contained elements on which a consensus had evolved over the years,
and i t stressed that al l those elements remained valid and had acquired even
greater urgency.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution without a
vote. Five countries explained their positions. Israel was pleased to be
able to join the consensus, but stressed once again that the establishment of
the proposed zone could take place only through direct and free negotiations
among the sovereign States of the region, in accordance with the practices
followed in other parts in the world. Iraq considered that the f irst
essential step was for al l the States of the region, especially Israel, to
renounce the possession of nuclear weapons and accede to the non-proliferation
Treaty. The Islamic Republic of Iran believed that the possession of nuclear
weapons posed a grave threat to the peoples of the region and a menace to
international peace and security. In i ts view, the international community
must exert pressure on Israel to make i t submit to IAEA safeguards and adhere
to the non-proliferation Treaty. The United States expressed reservations
about a preambular paragraph that emphasized the need for appropriate measures
regarding the prohibition of military attacks on nuclear fac i l i t i e s , and
Albania expressed reservations about the effectiveness of nuclear-weapon-free
zones.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft as resolution
42/28, also without a vote. It reads as follows:

ThP General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 3263 (XXIX) of 9 Oecember 1974, 3474 (XXX) of 1)
December 1975, 31/71 of 10 Oecember 1976, 32/82 of 12 December 1977, 33/64 of 14
Oecember 1978, 34/77 of 11 Oecember 1979, 35/147 of 12 Oecember 1980, 36/87 of 9
Oecember 1981, 37/75 of 9 Oecember 1982, 38/64 of 15 December 1983, 39/54 of 12
Oecember 1984, 40/82 of 12 Oecember 1985 and 41/48 of 3 Oecember 1986 on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Kiddie East,

Recalling also the recomnendations for the establishment of such a zone in the
Middle East consistent with paragraphs 60 to 63, and in particular paragraph 63 (d) ,
of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly,

Emphasizing the basic provisions of the above-mentioned resolutions, which cal l
upon a l l parties directly concerned to consider taking the practical and urgent steps
required for the implementation of the proposal to establish a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the region of the Middle East and, pending and during the establishment of
such a zone, to declare solemnly that they wi l l refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from
producing, acquiring or in any other way possessing nuclear weapons and nuclear
explosive devices and from permitting the stationing of nuclear weapons on their
territory by any third party, to agree to place a l l their nuclear fac i l i t ies under
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards and to declare their support for the
establishment of the zone and deposit such declarations with the Security Council for
consideration, as appropriate,
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Reaffirming the inalienable right of all States to acquire and develop nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes,

Emphasizing further the need for appropriate measures on the question of the
prohibition of military attacks on nuclear facilities.

Bearing in mind the consensus reached by the General Assembly at its
thirty-fifth session that the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the Middle East would greatly enhance international peace and security.

Desirous to build on that consensus so that substantial progress can be made
towards establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East,

Emphasizing the essential role of the United Nations in the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East,

Having examined the report of the Secretary-General,

1. Urges all parties directly concerned to consider seriously taking the
practical and urgent steps required for the implementation of the proposal to
establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East in accordance
with the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and, as a means of promoting
this objective, invites the countries concerned to adhere to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons;

Z. Calls upon all countries of the region that have not done so, pending the
establishment of the zone, to agree to place all their nuclear activities under
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards;

3. Invites those countries, pending the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East, to declare their support
for establishing such a zone, consistent with the relevant paragraph of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly and to deposit those
declarations with the Security Council;

4. Further invites those countries, pending the establishment of the zone,
not to develop, produce, test or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or permit the
stationing on their territories, or territories under their control, of nuclear
weapons or nuclear explosive devices;

5. Invites the nuclear-weapon States and all other States to render their
assistance in the establishment of the zone and at the same time to refrain from any
action that runs counter to both the letter and spirit of the present resolution;

6. Extends its thanks to the Secretary-General for his report containing the
views of parties concerned regarding the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone
in the region of the Middle East;
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7. Takes note of the above-mentioned report;

8. Requests those parties that have not yet comnunicated their views to the
Secretary-General to do so;

9. Welcomes any further comments from those parties that have already
communicated their views to the Secretary-General;

10. Requests the Secretary-General to submit a report to the General Assembly
at i ts forty-third session on the implementation of the present resolution;

11. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the
Middle East".

Res. 42/44 - "Israeli nuclear armamaent"

By resolution 41/93 of 1986, the Secretary-General had been requested to
follow closely Israeli nuclear activities in the light of the latest available
information and to submit to the General Assembly at i t s forty-second session
an update of the 1981 Study on Israeli Nuclear Armament.5 In the summary of
the findings of his report entitled "Israeli nuclear armament",6 the
Secretary-General noted that while there was wide speculation about the
matter, Israel i tse l f had neither confirmed nor denied its nuclear
capability. Although the United Nations did not have conclusive proof that
Israel possessed nuclear weapons, he stated, circumstantial evidence, together
with other factors c'ted in the report, would seem to indicate that Israel had
developed the necessary technology and had the means to manufacture nuclear
weapons, if i t so chose.

On 23 October, 20 States submitted a draft resolution on Israeli
nuclear armament. In introducing i t on 30 October, Iraq expressed i t s view
that Israel's long-standing nuclear policy had consistently aimed at
developing i ts nuclear capabilities and the use of such capabilities for
military purposes. Iraq cited a number of press reports in support of that
view and read out the summary of the Secretary-General's report.

In commenting on the draft on 2 November, Israel stated that i t
considered that the Assembly's very request to investigate Israeli nuclear
potential and report on i t was discriminatory. It reiterated that it would

5 United Nations publication, Sales No. E.82.IX.2.

6 A/42/581.

7 Algeria, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, Morocco, Oman, Qatar, Saudi
Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates
and Yemen.
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not be the first country to introduce nuclear weapons into the Middle East and
that it was committed to non-proliferation. Believing that the
non-proliferation Treaty alone would not inhibit local wars--the bane of the
(fiddle East—Israel elected the road of a nuclear-weapon-free zone, which
implied free negotiations between partners and mutual arrangements. Its
repeated invitation to the Arab States to negotiate a nuclear-weapon-free zone
was a clear statement of policy. Israel pointed out that it had joined the
consensus on the draft resolution concerning the establishment of such a zone
in the Middle East and had given assurances of the inviolability of nuclear
facilities devoted to peaceful purposes. Furthermore, it denied that there
was any co-operation between itself and South Africa. In conclusion, Israel
asked the Committee to reject the draft resolution before it in its entirety.

On 9 November the Committee took separate recorded votes on a number of
paragraphs of the draft (see the text below). The seventh preambular
paragraph was approved by a vote of 80 to 10, with 33 abstentions; the tenth
preambular paragraph by a vote of 73 to 23, with 25 abstentions; operative
paragraph 2 by a vote of 76 to 20, with 27 abstentions; operative paragraph 4
by a vote of 72 to 25, with 24 abstentions; and operative paragraph 5 by a
vote of 74 to 24, with 25 abstentions. The draft resolution as a whole was
then approved by a recorded vote of 86 to 3 (Israel, Portugal and United
States), with 44 abstentions.

In a statement just before the vote, Israel appealed to the delegations
that had decided to abstain to carefully consider the meaning of their
decision.

Among those abstaining on the draft as a whole, Australia expressed the
view that to request IAEA to suspend scientific collaboration with Israel and
to call upon all States to discontinue co-operation with Israel in the nuclear
field could have implications for Israel's rights and privileges of membership
in IAEA, and was thus contrary to Australia's belief in the universality of
membership of international organizations. Australia was concerned at the
failure of Israel to become a party to the non-proliferation Treaty or to at
least accept full-scope safeguards on its nuclear facilities. Japan stated
that it abstained on the draft as a whole because it contained several
paragraphs on which it had reservations or could not make a judgement because
of a lack of objective information. It was, however, disturbed over the
persistent reports of Israeli nuclear armament and hoped that Israel would
undertake the legal commitment of not acquiring nuclear weapons by acceding to
the non-proliferation Treaty.

Of those voting in favour of the draft resolution as a whole, Venezuela
stated that the text was consistent with earlier General Assembly resolutions
on the same subject. It abstained in some of the separate votes on specific
paragraphs, however.

On 30 November the General Assembly voted on the draft resolution. It
first adopted the seventh preambular paragraph by a recorded vote of 84 to 10,
with 37 abstentions; the tenth preambular paragraph by a recorded vote of 80
to 22, with 33 abstentions; operative paragraph 2 by a recorded vote of 84 to
18, with 37 abstentions; operative paragraph 4 by a recorded vote of 80 to 23,
with 36 abstentions; and operative paragraph 5 by a recorded vote of 83 to 22,
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with 35 abstentions. It then adopted the draft resolution as a whole, by a
recorded vote of 97 to 2 (Israel and United S t a t e s ) , with 52 abstentions, as
resolution 42/44. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Bearing in mind its previous resolutions on Israeli nuclear armament, the
latest of which is 41/93 of 4 December 1986,

Recalling resolution 41/48 of 3 December 1986, in which, inter alia, it called
for placing all nuclear facilities in the region under International Atomic Energy
Agency safeguards, pending the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East,

Recalling further Security CouncH resolution 487 (1981) of 19 June 1981, in
which, inter alia, the Council called upon Israel urgently to place all its nu, ear
facilities under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards,

Noting that only Israel has been specifically called upon by the Security
Council to place its nuclear facilities under International Atomic Energy Agency
safeguards,

Taking note with appreciation of the report of the Secretary-General on Israeli
nuclear armament,

Noting with grave concern Israel's persistent refusal to connrit itself not to
manufacture or acquire nuclear weapons, despite repeated calls by the General
Assembly, the Security Council and the International Atomic Energy Agency,

Taking into consideration resolution GC (XXXI)/RES/470 adopted by the General
Conference of the International Atomic Energy Agency, in which it called upon Israel
to place all its nuclear facilities under Agency safeguards,

Deeply alarmed by recent information in regard to the continuing production,
development and acquisition of nuclear weapons by Israel,

Aware of the grave consequences that endanger international peace and security
as a result of Israel's development and acquisition of nuclear weapons and Israel's
collaboration with South Africa to develop nuclear weapons and their delivery systems,

Deeply concerned that the declared Israeli policy of attacking and destroying
nuclear facilities devoted to peaceful purposes is a part of its nuclear armament
policy,

1. Reiterates its condemnation of Israel's refusal to renounce any
possession of nuclear weapons;

2. Reiterates also its condemnation of the co-operation between Israel and
South Africa;

3 Requests once more the Security Council to take urgent and effective
measures to ensure that Israel complies with Council resolution 487 (1981);
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4. Calls upon a l l States and organizations that have not yet done so to
discontinue co-operating with and giving assistance to Israe) in the nuclear f i e l d ;

5. Reiterates its request to the International Atomic Energy Agency to
suspend any scientific co-operation with Israel which could contribute to its nuclear
capabilities;

6. Requests also the International Atomic Energy Agency to inform the
Secretary-General of any steps Israel may undertake to place i ts nuclear fac i l i t i es
under Agency safeguards;

7. Requests the Secretary-General to follow closely Israeli nuclear
activit ies and to report to the General Assembly at i ts forty-third session;

8. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Israeli nuclear armament".

D. Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia

The item entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South
Asia: report of the Secretary-General" was included in the provisional agenda
of the forty-second session pursuant to General Assembly resolution 41/49 of
the previous year. The Assembly had before it a report of the
Secretary-General" transmitting Member States' views on the matter, as
requested in the resolution. In his report, at Pakistan's request, the
Secretary-General called the attention of the States of South Asia and the
nuclear-weapon States to "Pakistan's desire for early consultations designed
to achieve the shared objective of preventing nuclear proliferation in South
Asia".

Res. 42/29 - "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia"

On 27 October, Bangladesh and Pakistan submitted a draft resolution on
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-i;ree zone in South Asia. In introducing
i t on 6 November, Pakistan stated its belief that, pending nuclear
disarmament, the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone represented an
important collateral measure, which could insulate the region in question
against the threat of nuclear attack and prevent the geographical spread of
nuclear weapons. It would be an important partial measure in the step-by-step
approach to general and complete disarmament. Pakistan's commitment to
nuclear non-proliferation had been demonstrated by various proposals, which
were reflected in the draft. By i t , the Assembly would request the Secretary

A/42/456 and Add.l. Replies were received from: Bangladesh,
Maldives, Pakistan and Sri Lanka.
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General to ascertain the views of the regional and other concerned States and
to promote consultations among them to further efforts for the establishment
of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft by a recorded vote
of 95 to 3 (Bhutan, India and Mauritius), with 33 abstentions. Several
countries explained their positions in connection with the vote.

Among those voting against the draft, India considered that the
Committee's decisions on the question had become an annual ritual. India had
supported certain proposals for zones in specific regions, because they
enjoyed the support of all the States of those regions. It had at the same
time expressed reservations about the efficacy of such measures, particularly
in the light of the new findings on nuclear winter. India pointed out that no
consensus existed on the establishment of a zone in South Asia. Bhutan
stressed the complexity of the matter and the need for consultations and
agreement among the States directly concerned.

Of those abstaining, Indonesia stated that i t subscribed to the view
regarding nuclear-weapon-free zones expressed in the 1978 Final Document, and
it considered that the countries of South Asia were s t i l l in the process of
achieving agreement on the issue. Sweden favoured the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zone-, but abstained as i t was apparent that not all the
States concerned were prepared to support the draft.

Among those voting in favour, Albania had reservations concerning the
effectiveness of nuclear-weapon-free zones. Japan believed that zones would
contribute to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and the peace and
security of the region in question, but considered that a number of conditions
should first be fulfi l led. New Zealand welcomed the undertakings by South
Asian states to devote their nuclear programmes exclusively to economic and
social progress, and stressed that proven mechanisms existed to ensure
confidence in and facilitate the development of peaceful nuclear programmes.
Sri Lanka recalled its traditional support for the proposal and hoped for a
convergence of views on the underlying concept.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 114 to 3, with 36 abstentions, as resolution 42/29. It reads
as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 3265 B (XXIX) of 9 December 1974, 3476 B (XXX) of 11
December 1975, 31/73 of 10 December 1976, 32/83 of 12 December 1977, 33/65 of 14
December 1978, 34/78 of 1) December 1979, 35/148 of 12 December 1980, 36/88 of 9
Oecember 1981, 37/76 of 9 December 1982, 38/65 of 15 December 1983, 39/55 of 12
December 1984, 40/83 of 12 December 1985 and 41/49 of 3 December 1986 concerning the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia,

Reiterating its conviction that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones
in various regions of the world is one of the measures which can contribute
effectively to the objectives of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and general and
complete disarmament,
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Believing that the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia,
as in other regions, will assist in the strengthening of the security of the States
of the region against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Noting with appreciation the declarations issued at the highest level by
Governments of South Asian States that are developing their peaceful nuclear
programmes reaffirming their undertaking not to acquire or manufacture nuclear
weapons and to devote their nuclear programmes exclusively to the economic and social
advancement of their peoples,

Welcoming the recent proposal for the conclusion of a bilateral or regional
nuclear-test-ban agreement in South Asia,

Taking note of the proposal to convene, under the auspices of the United
Nations, a conference on nuclear non-proliferation in South Asia, as soon as
possible, with the participation of the regional and other concerned States,

Bearing in mind the provisions of paragraphs 60 to 63 of the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, regarding the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone, including in the region of South Asia,

Taking note of the report of the Secretary-General and the views of the States
of South Asia contained therein,

1. Reaffirms its endorsement, in principle, of the concept of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia;

2. Urges once again the States of South Asia to continue to make all
possible efforts to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia and to
refrain, in the mean time, from any action contrary to this objective;

3. Calls upon those nuclear-weapon States that have not done so to respond
positively to this proposal and to extend the necessary co-aperation in the efforts
to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia;

4. Reguests the Secretary-General to communicate with the States of the
region and other concerned States in order to ascertain their views on the issue and
to promote consultations among them with a view to exploring the best possibilities
of furthering the efforts for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
South Asia;

5. Also requests the Secretary-General to report on the subject to the
General Assembly at its forty-third session;

6. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia".
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CHAPTBR XI

CHEMICAL AND BACTERIOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL) WEAPONS

Five draft resolutions were submitted under the agenda item on chemical
and bacteriological (biological) weapons, three of which were subsequently
adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November. Four of the drafts submitted
concerned primarily chemical weapons, and one, biological weapons.

At the time that action was taken on the draft resolutions submitted
under the agenda item, Cuba gave a general explanation of its position with
regard to the non-proliferation of chemical weapons. In its view, for
non-proliferation to be genuine and complete, it must be reflected in the
actions of those States possessing such weapons—States currently producing
and stockpiling them and thus impeding progress in the negotiations.

Res. 42/37 A - "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"

Res. 42/37 C - "Measures to uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol
and to support the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention"

On 27 October, four draft resolutions on chemical weapons were submitted
to the First Committee.

The first draft text, entitled "Chemical and bacteriological (biological)
weapons", was submitted by 24 States.1 On 30 October the sponsors submitted
a revised draft resolution, which was later also sponsored by Bulgaria and
Indonesia. In its operative paragraph 2 (see below), the words "complete and
effective prohibition of the development, production," had been inserted
before the word "stockpiling".

In introducing the revised draft on 6 November, Canada stated that the
text took account of significant developments over the year. As a reflection
of the concern that Member States shared over the existence of chemical
weapons, the General Assembly would urge the Conference on Disarmament to give
a high priority to negotiations on the elaboration, at the earliest possible
date, of a convention on the destruction of, and on the prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling and use of, all chemical weapons. The
Assembly would also encourage Member States to take further initiatives to
promote openness in the negotiations and to provide further information.

Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, German
Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Ireland, Italy,
Japan, Kenya, Mongolia, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Spain, Sweden,
Ukrainian SSR, United Kingdom, Uruguay and Viet Nam.
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In addition to the draft introduced by Canada, which concerned the
efforts of the Conference on Disarmament to achieve a convention on chemical
weapons, three draft resolutions were submitted that concerned primarily the
use of .• uch weapons.

The second draft resolution, entitled "Measures to uphold the authority
of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and to support the conclusion of a chemical
weapons convention" was submitted by Australia. On 9 November, 30 States,
later joined by one more,2 submitted a revised draft resolution. In
introducing the revision on 9 November, the representative of Australia
recalled that the original text had stressed his Government's commitment bo
the Geneva Protocol and to the early and successful conclusion of a convention
for the prohibition of all chemical weapons and their destruction, and it had
underlined its support for on-site verification of compliance with the
convention and its belief in the importance of the role which the
Secretary-General performed in support of the principles and objectives of the
Geneva Protocol. He added that the draft had called for the further
elaboration of the existing modalities available to the Secretary-General to
carry out his investigations into reports that chemical and biological and
toxin weapons might have been used in violation of the Protocol. He then went
on to say that in consultations with sponsors of the other two drafts on the
use of chemical weapons and with other delegations, a single text on the use
of chemical weapons had been achieved. Elements had been drawn from the other
two draft resolutions (see below) and incorporated into the Australian test.
The revision contained changes in both preambular and operative paragraphs.

The third draft resolution, entitled "Chemical weapons", was submitted by
the Islamic Republic of Iran. By it, the Assembly would have, among other
things, urged the Conference on Disarmament to accelerate its negotiations on
a multilateral chemical weapons convention; requested the Secretary-General to
initiate appropriate action on the basis of the procedures available to him
for investigating the allegations of use of chemical weapons; and condemned
unequivocally any actions that violated the provisions of the Geneva Protocol.

In announcing on 9 November the withdrawal of its draft,3 Iran referred
to intensive consultations that it had held with other delegations, in
particular with those of Sweden and Australia, to arrive at an agreed text on
the use of chemical weapons. Among the matters that it had wished to reaffirm
by its own draft were the validity of the Geneva Protocol, the need for its
strict observance, and the need for the elaboration of international
instruments, with emphasis on the role of the Secretary-General in carrying
out investigations of reported violations.

*• Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cote d'lvoire, Denmark, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Philippines, Portugal, Rwanda, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, USSR, United
Kingdom, United States, Uruguay and Zaire.

3 See A/42/750, paras. 8 and 9.
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The fourth draft resolution, entitled "Chemical and bacteriological
(biological) weapons", was submitted by 22 States, later joined by 4
additional sponsors.4 By it, the General Assembly would have, inter alia,
called for compliance with existing international obligations regarding
prohibitions on chemical and biological weapons; urged the Conference on
Disarmament to pursue vigorously and accelerate its negotiations on a
multilateral convention; and called upon all States, pending the elaboration
of such a convention, to co-operate in efforts to prevent the use of chemical
weapons and to establish the facts in cases of reports of such use, and to be
guided in their national policies by the need to curb the spread of such
weapons.

On 9 November the United States announced that the sponsors of the fourth
draft resolution had decided to withdraw it.5 The United States stressed
that despite serious expressions of concern by the Assembly, instances of the
use of chemical weapons continued. In the view of the sponsors, the United
Nations should not relent in its efforts to halt the illegal use of such
abhorrent weapons. It should also reiterate its appeal for the halting of the
disquieting spread of those weapons. Since the sponsors felt that the revised
draft resolution introduced by Australia fully reflected the key points that
they had initially sought in submitting their draft, they hoped that the
Committee would support the revision.

On 12 November the First Committee adopted the two revised drafts
introduced by Canada and Australia without a vote. In that connection, some
States gave explanations of vote.

The Soviet Union explained its position on the draft introduced by
Canada. It expressed its satisfaction regarding the adoption by consensus of
a single draft resolution whose objective was to promote the successful
conclusion of negotiations on a convention. The Soviet Union stressed the
complexities of the work remaining to be done, but believed that the spirit of
co-operation evident in 1987 gave hope of a successful and speedy conclusion.

Among those that explained their position on the draft introduced by
Australia, Brazil stated that its support for that text was to be understood
as support for the speedy conclusion of a convention to ban chemical weapons
and to provide for the destruction of existing arsenals. It stressed that the
elimination of chemical weapons must not hamper the development of a peaceful
national chemical industry in any State. Similarly, the provisions of future
conventions should be applicable to every country and should not create
discriminatory regimes. China stressed that, pending conclusion of a
convention, it was in favour of strengthening the Geneva Protocol, including

4 Australia, Belgium, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Denmark,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Kenya,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Philippines, Rwanda, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sweden, Thailand, United Kingdom, United States, Uruguay and Zaire.

5 See A/42/750, paras. 16 and 17.
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the adoption of the necessary measures to conduct an investigation into the
possible use of chemical weapons. It also underlined i ts opposition to the
spread of chemical weapons and the priority issues of destroying existing
weapons and their production fac i l i t ies and of guaranteeing that no new
chemical weapons would be produced.

India hoped that the consensus on the draft would mean the speedy and
successful conclusion of negotiations on a convention on chemical weapons.
The Islamic Republic of Iran considered the adoption of the draft an important
step pending conclusion of a chemical weapons convention. It deplored the
fact that there had been procrastination in negotiating such measures, and
that during that period i t had been subjected to chemical weapons. The Soviet
Union regretted that efforts to combine the drafts introduced by Canada and
Australia had not yielded results. In i ts view, consensus on a single
resolution concerning all aspects of a ban on chemical weapons would have had
even greater weight and would have promoted further progress towards
implementation.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted without a vote the two draft
resolutions. The one introduced by Canada was adopted as resolution 42/37 A
and reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its previous resolutions relating to the complete and effective
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons
and of their destruction,

Reaffirming the urgent necessity of str ict observance by a l l States of the
principles and objectives of the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in Mar of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare,
signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925, and of the adherence by a l l States to the
Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed in
London, Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972,

Taking note of the Final Document of the Second Review Conference of the
Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction, adopted by consensus on 26 September 1986, and in particular of ar t ic le
IX of the Final Declaration of the Conference,

Having considered the report of the Conference on Disarmament, which
incorporates, inter a l ia , the report of i ts Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, and
noting that following the precedents set over the past three years, consultations are
continuing during the inter-sessional period, thus increasing the time devoted to
negotiations,

Convinced of the necessity that a l l efforts be exerted for the continuation and
successful conclusion of negotiations on the prohibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of a l l chemical weapons and on their destruction,



-112-

Noting the bilateral and other discussions, including the ongoing exchange of
views between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America in the framework of the multilateral negotiations, on issues related to the
prohibition of chemical weapons,

Noting further with appreciation the efforts made at all levels by States to
facilitate the earliest conclusion of a convention and, in particular, the concrete
steps designed to promote confidence and to contribute directly to that goal,

Wishing to encourage Member States to take further initiatives to promote
confidence and openness in the negotiations and to provide further information to
facilitate prompt resolution of outstanding issues, thus contributing to an early
agreement on the convention on the prohibition of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their destruction,

1. Takes note with satisfaction of the work of the Conference on Disarmament
during its 1987 session regarding the prohibition of chemical weapons, and in
particular appreciates the progress in the work of its Ad Hoc Connrittee on Chemical
Weapons on that question and the tangible results recorded in its report;

?.. Expresses again none the less its regret and concern that notwithstanding
the progress made in 1987, a convention on the complete and effective prohibition of
the development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their
destruction has not yet been elaborated;

3. Urges again the Conference on Disarmament, as a matter of high priority,
to intensify, during its 1988 session, the negotiations on such a convention and to
reinforce further its efforts by, inter alia, increasing the time during the year
that it devotes to such negotiations, taking into account all existing proposals and
future initiatives, with a view to the final elaboration of a convention at the
earnest possible date, and to re-establish its Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons
for this purpose with the mandate to be agreed upon by the Conference at the
beginning of its 1968 session;

4. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to report to the General Assembly
at its forty-third session on the results of its negotiations.

The draft resolution introduced by Australia was adopted as resolution
42/37 C. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly,

Recalling the provisions of the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War
of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare,
signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925, and other relevant rules of customary international
law,
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Recallinq also the necessity of the adherence by all States to the Convention
on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed in London, Moscow and
Washington on 10 April 1972,

Reiterating its concern over reports that chemical weapons have been used and
over indications of their emergence in an increasing number of national arsenals, as
well as over the growing risk that they may be used again,

Noting with satisfaction that the Conference on Disarmament is actively engaged
in negotiating a convention on the prohibition of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and cr> their destruction, including
detailed provisions for the on-site verification of compliance *ith the convention,
and expressing its support for the early and successful conclusion of those
negotiations,

Noting also that prompt and impartial investigation of reports of possible use
of chemical and bacteriological weapons would further enhance the authority of the
1925 Geneva Protocol,

Expressing its appreciation for the work of the Secretary-General, and noting
the procedures available to him in support of the principles and objectives of the
1925 Geneva Protocol,

1. Renews its call to all States to observe strictly the principles and
objectives of the 1925 Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare,
and condemns all actions that violate this obligation;

2. Urges all States to be guided in their national policies by the need to
curb the spread of chemical weapons;

3. Recognizes the need, upon the entry into force of a chemical weapons
convention, to review the modalities available to the Secretary-General for the
investigation of reports of the possible use of chemical weapons;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to carry out investigations in response to
reports that may be brought to his attention by any Member State concerning the
possible use of chemical and bacteriological (biological) or toxin weapons that may
constitute a violation of the 1925 Geneva Protocol or other relevant rules of
customary international law in order to ascertain the facts of the matter, and to
report promptly the results of any such investigation to all Member States;

5. Requests the Secretary-General, with the assistance of qualified experts
provided by interested Member States, to develop further technical guidelines and
procedures available to him for the timely and efficient investigation of such
reports of the possible use of chemical and bacteriological (biological) or toxin
weapons;

6. Also requests the Secretary-General, in meeting the objectives set forth
in paragraph 4 above, to compile and maintain lists of qualified experts provided by
Member States whose services could be made available at short notice to undertake
such investigations, and of laboratories with the capability to undertake testing for
the presence of agents the use of which is prohibited;
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7. Further requests the Secretary-General, in meeting the objectives of
paragraph 4 above:

(a) To appoint experts to undertake investigation of the reported act iv i t ies;

(b) Where appropriate, to make the necessary arrangements for experts to
collect and examine evidence and to undertake such testing as may be required;

(c) To seek, in any such investigation, assistance as appropriate from Member
States and the relevant international organizations;

8. Requests Member States and the relevant international organizations to
co-operate ful ly with the Secretary-General in the above-mentioned work;

9. Requests the Secretary-General to submit a report to the General Assembly
at i ts forty-third session on the implementation of the present resolution.

Res. 42/37 B - "Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention on
the Prohibition of the Development. Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction"

On 27 October, 34 States, later joined by 3 more,6 submitted a draft
resolution entitled "Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention
on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction". In
introducing i t on 6 November, Austria recalled that the Second Review
Conference had decided to hold an ad hoc meeting of scientific and technical
experts to finalize the modalities for the exchange of information and data.
Austria gave a brief account of the work of that Meeting, at which experts had
worked out a form to be used for exchanges.

On 12 November the First Committee approved the draft without a vote, and
on 30 November the General Assembly adopted i t , also without a vote, as
resolution 42/37 B. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolution 2826 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971, in which i t contended
the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction and expressed
the hope for the widest possible adherence to the Convention,

Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bol iv ia , Bulgaria,
Byelorussian SSR, Canada, Chile, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France,
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guyana,
Hungary, Iran (Islamic Republic o f ) , Ireland, I t a l y , Japan, Liberia, Mongolia,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Romania, Spain, Sweden,
Ukrainian SSR, USSR, United Kingdom, United States and Zaire.
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Recalling its resolution 39/65 0 of 12 December 1984, in which it noted that,
at the request of a majority of States parties to the Convention, a second Review
Conference of the Parties to the Convention would be held in 1986,

Recalling that the States parties to the Convention met at Geneva from 8 to 26
September 1986 to review the operation of the Convention with a view to assuring that
the purposes of the preamble to and the provisions of the Convention, including the
provisions concerning negotiations on chemical weapons, were being realized,

Recalling also its resolution 41/58 A of 3 December 1986, in which it, inter
alia, noted with appreciation that on 26 September 1986, the Second Review Conference
of the Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction adopted by consensus a Final Declaration,

Noting with satisfaction that, at the time of the Second Review Conference of
the Parties to the Convention, there were more than a hundred States parties to the
Convention, including all the permanent members of the Security Council,

1. Notes with appreciation that, in accordance with the Final Declaration of
the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of
the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
Weapons and on Their Destruction, an Ad Hoc Meeting of Scientific and Technical
Experts from States parties to the Convention was held at Geneva from 31 March to 15
April 1987, which adopted by consensus a report finalizing the modalities for the
exchange of information and data agreed to in the Final Declaration, thus enabling
Stater parties to follow a standardized procedure;

2. Notes that the Ad Hoc Meeting of Scientific and Technical Experts from
States parties to the Convention agreed in its report that the first exchange of
information and data should take place not later than 15 October 1987 and that
thereafter information to be given on an annual basis should be provided through the
Department for Disarmament Affairs of the Secretariat not later than 15 April;

3. Motes with satisfaction that the first such exchange of information and
data has commenced;

4. Request* che Secretary-General to render the necessary assistance and to
provide such services as may be required for the implementation of the relevant parts
of the Final Declaration;

5. Calls upon all signatory States that have not ratified or acceded to the
Convention to do so without delay, and also calls upon those States which have not
yet signed the Convention to join the States parties thereto at an early date, thus
contributing to the achievement of universal adherence to the Convention and to
international confidence.
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CHAPTER XII

PREVENTION OF AN ASMS RACE IN OUTER SPACE

Pour draft resolutions entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer
space" were considered by the First Committee. However, as in previous years,
action was taken on only one of them.

Sea. 42/33 - "Prevention of an arms race in outer space"

The first draft resolution was submitted by 11 States1 on 22 October
and introduced on 6 November by France. By it, the General Assembly would
note that the work accomplished in 1987 by the Ad Hoc Committee on outer space
of the Conference on Disarmament had contributed to a better understanding of
a number of problems and to a clearer perception of the positions of various
groups of States; consider that the examination and identification of issues
relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space needed to be
advanced and further developed, with a view to reaching a level of agreement
which would permit joint definition of the scope and specific objectives of
the multilateral efforts in the field; recommend that the Conference on
Disarmament, at its 1988 session, re-establish its Ad Hoc Committee with an
adequate mandate; and stress the need to prevent the erosion of the relevant
treaties in force. France stated that the text represented a pragmatic and
concrete idea for preventing an arms race in outer space. It took into
account the whole context of efforts made in the field, including the existing
legal regime, civilian and military activities in outer space, and their
possible impact on international security and economic and social
development. The draft was intended to s engthen multilateral efforts and
put them on a solid footing.

The second draft resolution was submitted by nine States* on 23
October. By it, the General Assembly would emphasize that concrete measures
with appropriate and effective provisions for verification to prevent an arms
race in outer space should be adopted; call upon all States, especially those
with major space capabilities, to comply strictly with existing legal
restrictions, both bilateral and multilateral, in the first instance the 1972
anti-ballistic missile Treaty; emphasize the urgent need for the prohibition,
halting of the development, and destruction of anti-satellite weapons, and for
the prohibition of the deployment of weapons in outer space; call upon all
States engaged in space activities to facilitate the development and

1 Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy, Japan,
Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Turkey and United Kingdom.

2 Bulgaria, Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian SSR and USSR.
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strengthening of an international inspection system for the maintenance of
peace in outer space, whose functions would include the inspection of every
launch of space objects, and to transmit to representatives of the
inspectorate in good time the necessary information about such launches,
including their location, type of launch vehicle, general information about
the object launched and relevant dates; reiterate that the Conference on
Disarmament had the primary role in the negotiation of a multilateral
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race in
outer space in all its aspects; and request the Conference to re-establish an
ad hoc committee at the beginning of its 1988 session in order to initiate
without delay negotiations for the conclusion of such an agreement or
agreements.

The draft was never formally introduced in the First Committee, but the
Soviet Union noted in a comment that it was oriented towards an immediate
start of active negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament.

The third draft resolution was submitted on 26 October by China. By the
draft, the General Assembly would call upon all States, especially those with
major outer space capabilities, to contribute actively to the realization of
the objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to adopt effective
measures to prevent an arms race in outer space; request the Conference on
Disarmament to speed up the consideration of the prevention of an arms race in
outer space in all its aspects as a matter of priority and urgency, taking
into account all relevant draft resolutions and proposals; request the
Conference to re-establish an ad hoc committee on outer space with an adequate
mandate at the outset of its 1988 session, with a view to initiating
negotiations for concluding an international agreement or agreements on the
prohibition and destruction of all outer space weapons systems and on the
prohibition of the use of force or hostile actions in, to or from outer space;
and urge the Soviet Union and the United States to refrain from developing,
testing and deploying outer space weapons, to conduct serious bilateral
negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in outer space and to keep the
Conference on Disarmament properly informed of their progress.

The fourth draft resolution was submitted on 27 October by 22 States3

and introduced by Egypt on 29 October. Egypt stressed that the draft
resolution was based to a great extent on resolution 41/53 of 1986, and that
it should be viewed as a compromise text that, in large measure, had already
been endorsed by the First Committee. On 16 November, Egypt introduced a
revised text, which was also sponsored by Ireland, and emphasized that the
sponsors had taken into account all the constructive comments and suggestions
made by other groups or delegations. It also noted that the revised draft
resolution was almost identical to resolution 41/53.

Intensive consultations among the sponsors of the four drafts and other
interested delegations were held with a view to reaching agreement on a single
text. That objective was reached and, as a result, the first three draft

3 Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cameroon, Egypt, Ethiopia,
India, Indonesia, Jordan, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Sweden, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zimbabwe.
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resolutions were withdrawn by their sponsors.4 China indicated that it
appreciated the efforts of the non-aligned countries to arrive at a text that
would receive the widest possible support.

On 16 November the First Committee voted on the draft resolution
introduced by Egypt. In a separate recorded vote, operative paragraph 9 (see
below) was approved by a recorded vote of 116 to 1 (United States), with 10
abstentions (Western and associated countries). The draft resolution as a
whole was then approved by a recorded vote of 127 to 1 (United States), with
no abstentions.

In connection with the vote, Poland recalled i t s 1985 proposal for a
study, to be prepared under the auspices of the Secretary-General, of the
diverse consequences of the militarization of outer space. It was pleased to
note that operative paragraph 12 of the draft took note of the fact that a
study on disarmament problems relating to outer space had been prepared by
UNIDIR.5

On 30 November the General Assembly took a separate vote on paragraph 9,
which was adopted by a recorded vote of 141 to 1, with 11 abstentions. It
then adopted the draft resolution as a whole by a recorded vote of 154 to 1,
as resolution 42/33. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Inspired by the great prospects opening up before mankind as a result of man's
entry into outer space,

Recognizing the common interest of a l l mankind in the exploration and use of
outer space for peaceful purposes,

Reaffirming that the exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and
other celestial bodies, shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interest of
a l l countries, irrespective of their degree of economic or scientific development,
and shall be the province of a l l mankind,

Reaffirming further the wi l l of a l l States that the exploration and use of
outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, shall be for peaceful
purposes,

Recalling that the States parties to the Treaty on Principles Governing the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon
and Other Celestial Bodies, have undertaken, in art ic le I I I , to carry on activit ies
in the exploration and use of outer space, including the Moon and other celestial
bodies, in accordance with international law and the Charter of the United Nations,
in the interest of maintaining international peace and security and promoting
international co-operation and understanding,

4 See A/42/745, paras. 5 and 6 (Western draft), paras. 7 and 8
(socialist draft), and paras. 9 and 10 (Chinese draft).

5 Disarmament: Problems related to Outer Space (United Nations
publication, Sales No. GV.E.87.0.7).
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Reaffirming, in particular, article IV of the above-mentioned Treaty, which
stipulates that States parties to the Treaty undertake not to place in orbit around
the Earth any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass
destruction, install such weapons on celestial bodies or station such weapons in
outer space in any other manner,

Reaffirming also paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament, in
which it is stated that, in order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further
measures should be taken and appropriate international negotiations held in
accordance with the spirit of the Treaty,

Recalling its resolutions 36/97 C and 36/99 of 9 December 1981, as well as
resolutions 37/83 of 9 December 1982, 37/99 D of 13 December 1982, 38/70 of 15
December 1983, 39/59 of 12 December 1984, 40/87 of 12 December 1985, and 41/53 cf 3
December 1986 and the relevant paragraphs of the Political Declaration adopted by the
Eighth Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held at
Harare from 1 to 6 September 1986,

Gravely concerned at the danger posed to all mankind by an arms race in outer
space and, in particular, by the impending threat of the exacerbation of the current
state of insecurity by developments that could further undermine international peace
and security and retard the pursuit of general and complete disarmament.

Mindful of the widespread interest expressed by Member States in the course of
the negotiations on and following the adoption of the above-mentioned Treaty in
ensuring that the exploration and use of outer space should be for peaceful purposes,
and taking note of proposals submitted to the General Assembly at its tenth special
session and at its regular sessions and to the Conference on Disarmament,

(toting the grave concern expressed by the Second United Nations Conference on
the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space at the extension of an arms race
into outer space and the recommendations made to the competent organs of the United
Nations, in particular the General Assembly, and also to the Committee on Disarmament,

Convinced that further measures are needed for the prevention of an arms race
in outer space,

Recognizing that, in the context of multilateral negotiations for preventing an
arms race in outer space, bilateral negotiations between the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States of America could make a significant
contribution to such an objective, in accordance with paragraph 27 of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session,

Noting with satisfaction that bilateral negotiations between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America have continued since 1985
on a complex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms, both strategic and
intermediate-range, and in their relationship, with the declared objective, endorsed
in the joint statement of their leaders on 21 November 1985, of working out effective
agreements aimed, inter alia, at preventing an arms race in outer space,
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Anxious that concrete results should emerge from these negotiations as soon as
possible,

Taking note of that part of the report of the Conference on Disarmament
relating to this question,

Welcoming the re-establishment of an Ad Hoc Committee on the prevention of an
arms race in outer space during the 1987 session of the Conference on Disarmament, in
the exercise of the negotiating responsibilities of this sole multilateral
negotiating body on disarmament, to continue to examine and to identify through
substantive and general consideration issues relevant to the prevention of an arms
race in outer space,

Noting that the work accomplished in 1987 by the Ad Hoc Conmittee of the
Conference on Disarmament has contributed to a fuller identification of issues and a
better understanding of a number of problems and to a clearer perception of the
various positions,

1. Recalls the obligation of all States to refrain from the threat or use of
force in their space activities;

2. Reaffirms that general and complete disarmament under effective
international control warrants that outer space shall be used exclusively for
peaceful purposes and that it shall not become an arena for an arms race;

3. Emphasizes that further measures with appropriate and effective
provisions for verification to prevent an arms race in outer space should be adopted
by the international community;

4. Calls upon all States, in particular those with major space capabilities,
to contribute actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space and to
take inrmediate measures to prevent an arms race in outer space in the interest of
maintaining international peace and security and promoting international co-operation
and understanding;

5. Recognizes, as stated in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee of the
Conference on Disarmament, that the legal re'gime applicable to outer space, as such,
is not sufficient to guarantee the prevention of an arms race in outer space, the
significant role that regime plays in the prevention of an arms race in that
environment, the need to consolidate and reinforce that regime and to enhance its
effectiveness, and the importance of strict compliance with existing agreements, both
bilateral and multilateral;

6. Reiterates that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum, has the primary role in the negotiation of a
multilateral agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms
race in outer space in all its aspects;

7. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to consider as a matter of
priority the question of preventing an arms race in outer space;
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8. Also requests the Conference on Disarmament to intensify its
consideration of the question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space in all
its aspects, taking into account all relevant proposals, including those presented in
the Ad Hoc Cocimittee on the prevention of an arms race in outer space at the 1987
session of the Conference and at the forty-second session of the General Assembly;

9. Further requests the Conference on Disarmament to re-establish an ad hoc
committee with an adequate mandate at the beginning of its 1988 session, with a view
to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as
appropriate, to prevent an arms race in outer space in all its aspects;

10. Urges the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America to pursue intensively their bilateral negotiations in a constructive spirit
aimed at reaching early agreement for preventing an arms race in outer space, and to
advise the Conference on Disarmament periodically of the progress of their bilateral
sessions so as to facilitate its work;

11. Calls upon all States, especially those with major space capabilities, to
refrain, in their activities relating to outer space, from actions contrary to the
observance of the relevant existing treaties or to the objective of preventing an
arms race in outer space;

12. Takes note that the study on disarmament problems relating to outer space
and the consequence of extending the arms race into outer space, called for in
resolution 41/53, has been prepared by the United Nations Institute for Disarmament
Research and that, after a final meeting of the group of experts held in September
1987, the report was finalized and being prepared for publication in autumn 1987;

13. Requests the Secretary-General to invite the views of Member States on
all aspects of the question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space and to
submit a report to the General Assembly at its forty-third session;

14. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to report on its consideration of
this subject to the General Assembly at its forty-third session;

15. Requests, the Secretary-General to transmit to the Conference on
Disarmament all documents relating to the consideration of this subject by the
General Assembly at its forty-second session;

16. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space".
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CHAPTBR XIII

NEW WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION: RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

In the First Committee, three draft resolutions were submitted on the
item on new weapons of mass destruction: one on the prohibition of the
development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons and two on the specific subject of radiological
weapons. They were adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November, as
resolutions 42/35, 42/38 B and 42/38 F.

Res. 42/35 - "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"

On 27 October, 19 States, later joined by 2 more,1 submitted a draft
resolution entitled "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons". It was
introduced on 10 November by the Byelorussian SSR, which reiterated that the
emergence of such types of weapons would sharply destabilize the strategic
situation and lower the threshold at which war involving weapons of mass
destruction might break out. By the draft, the Assembly would request the
Conference on Disarmament to keep developments in the area constantly under
review with the aim of making, when necessary, recommendations to undertake
specific negotiations on the identified types of such weapons. The
Byelorussian SSS stated that the sponsors had submitted draft resolutions on
the subject for a number of years. The draft before the Committee was a
compromise text, in which substantial changes had been incorporated in order
to meet the concerns raised by other delegations, in particular, Western ones.

On 11 November the First Committee approved the draft by a recorded vote
of 106 to 1 (United States), with 18 abstentions (mostly Western States). At
the time that action was taken, three States which abstained in the vote
explained their positions.

Australia pointed out that though reference was made in the draft to the
relevant item on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, the only weapons
specifically mentioned under that item were radiological weapons. Australia
therefore considered that the draft was superfluous and diverted attention
from higher priority tasks. The Netherlands maintained that negotiations in
the Conference on Disarmament on multilateral agreements dealing with weapons
of mass destruction would be feasible only if they concerned well-defined and
well-identified weapons. In its opinion, only if the feasibility of

1 Afghanistan, Angola, Benin, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Byelorussian SSR,
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Mozambique, Poland,
Romania, Syrian Arab Republic, Ukrainian SSR, USSR and Viet Nam.
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manufacturing weapons based on new scientific principles had been clearly
established would it be possible to enter into negotiations aimed at an
adequately verifiable prohibition. The United Kingdom noted that changes had
been incorporated into the text to make it less objectionable. It remained,
however, convinced that there were no indications that new types of weapons of
mass destruction were imminent. It believed that the subject should be kept
under periodic review, not constant review, as envisaged in the draft.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 135 to 1, with 18 abstentions, as resolution 42/35. It reads
as follows:

The General assembly.

Recalling its previous resolutions on the prohibition of the development and
manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons,

Recalling also the decision contained in paragraph 77 of the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, to the effect that, in order to
help prevent a qualitative arms race and so that scientific and technological
achievements might ultimately be used solely for peaceful purposes, effective
measures should be taken to prevent the emergence of new types of weapons of mass
destruction based on new scientific principles and achievements and that efforts
aimed at the prohibition of such new types and new systems of weapons of mass
destruction should be appropriately pursued,

Noting that in the course of its 1987 session the Conference on Disarmament
considered the item entitled "New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons; radiological weapons",

Taking into consideration the section of the report of the Conference on
Disarmament relating to this question,

Convinced that all ways and means should be utilized to prevent the development
and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons,

Determined to prevent modern science and technology from leading to the
development of new types of weapons of mass destruction that have characteristics
comparable in destructive effect to those of weapons of mass destruction identified
in the definition of weapons of mass destruction adopted by the United Nations in
1948,

1. Reaffirms on the basis of the common desire of the international
community the necessity of prohibiting the development and manufacture of new types
of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons;

2. Requests the Conference on Disarmament, in the light of its existing
priorities, to keep constantly under review, with appropriate expert assistance, the
question of the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons with a view to making,
when necessary, recommendations on undertaking specific negotiations on the
identified types of such weapons;
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3. Calls upon a l l States, immediately following the identification of any
new type of weapon of mass destruction, to renounce practical development of such a
weapon and to commence negotiations on its prohibition;

4. Once again urges a l l States to refrain from any action that could lead to
the emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons;

5. Calls again upon a l l States to undertake efforts to ensure that
ultimately scientific and technological achievements may be used solely for peaceful
purposes;

6. Requests the Secretary-General to transmit to the Conference on
Disarmament a l l documents relating to the consideration of this item by the Genera)
Assembly at i ts forty-second session;

7. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to submit to the General Assembly
for consideration at i ts forty-third session a report on the results achieved;

8. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons: report of the
Conference on Disarmament".

Res. 42/38 B - "Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and
use of radiological weapons"

On 20 October, Hungary, Indonesia, Japan and Sweden, later joined by
Australia, submitted a draft resolution entitled "Prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons". In
introducing i t on 28 October, Hungary noted that by the text the General
Assembly would request the Conference on Disarmament to continue i t s
negotiations on radiological weapons with a view to prompt conclusion of i ts
work and to re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on the subject at the beginning
of 1988. Hungary pointed out that in 1987 i t had been possible to identify
elements for the two envisaged conventions and to draft treaty elements and,
where necessary, alternatives to them. Hungary believed that the results
achieved in 1987 laid a sound basis for an approach in 1988.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the proposal without a vote,
and on 30 November the General Assembly adopted i t , also without a vote, as
resolution 42/38 B. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolution 41/59 A of 3 December 1986,

1. Takes note of the part of the report of the Conference on Disarmament on
its 1987 session that deals with the question of radiological weapons, in particular
the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons;
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2. Recognizes that the Ad Hoc Committee in 1987 made a further contribution
to the clarification and better understanding of different approaches that continue
to exist with regard to both of the important subjects under consideration;

3. Takes note of the recommendation of the Conference on Disarmament that
the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons should be re-established at the
beginning of it 1988 session;

4. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to continue its negotiations on
the subject with a view to a prompt conclusion of its work, taking into account all
proposals presented to the Conference to this end and drawing upon the annexes to its
report as a basis of its future work, the result of which should be submitted to the
General Assembly at its forty-third session;

5. Also requests that the Secretary-General transmit to the Conference on
Disarmament all relevant documents relating to the discussion of all aspects of the
issue by the General Assembly at its forty-second session;

6. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons".

Res. 42/38 F - "Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and
use of radiological weapons"

On 26 October, Iraq submitted another draft resolution ent i t led
"Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons". In i t s introduction on 2 November, Iraq emphasized
that a military attack on nuclear f ac i l i t i e s would release radioactive
material into the environment, causing radioactive contamination not only in
the immediate area of the attack, but in adjacent regions. I t believed that
the role of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and the Conference
on Disarmament in upholding the principles of the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy was important. I t stated that the I s rae l i attack against i t s
safeguarded nuclear f ac i l i t i e s in 1981 constituted an unprecedented danger to
international peace and security. By the draft , the Assembly would request
the Conference on Disarmament to reach an agreement on the prohibition of
armed attacks against nuclear f ac i l i t i e s that would ensure the inviolabi l i ty
of peaceful nuclear ins ta l la t ions and the safe use of nuclear power.

On 11 November the Firs t Committee approved the draft by a recorded vote
of 92 to 2 (Israel and United States) , with 27 abstentions.

Among those voting in favour of the draft , the Islamic Republic of Iran
drew particular attention to the fifth preambular paragraph, regarding the
harmful effects of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , and stressed that i t s
nuclear f ac i l i t i e s in the south had been subjected to aerial at tacks. I t
hoped that the general wish expressed in the draft would be respected by a l l
Hember States. Jordan declared that attacks against peaceful nuclear
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fac i l i t ies constituted an unprecedented threat to international peace and
security. In referring to operative paragraph 2, Peru stated that because of
their possible repercussions on civilian populations, attacks on nuclear
fac i l i t i e s should bs examined in relevant forums from the humanitarian point
of view as well. Sweden considered the issue an important one, but was
crit ical of several elements contained in the draft and felt that there was
s t i l l room for improving i t .

Venezuela, which abstained, recognized the danger of a military attack on
a nuclear faci l i ty , but considered i t excessive to assert that such an attack
would, in al l cases, be tantamount to the use of radiological weapons. It
considered that the question of an agreement on the prohibition of such
attacks should be examined in a diplomatic conference, not in the Conference
on Disarmament.

Israel explained that i t voted against the draft because of i t s
unjustified reference to Israel in the penultimate preambular paragraph (see
below). Israel stressed, however, that i ts vote did not indicate a change in
i ts long-held view that al l States must refrain from attacking or threatening
to attack nuclear fac i l i t i e s devoted to peaceful purposes.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 119 to 2, with 32 abstentions, as resolution 42/38 F. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolutions 37/99 C of 13 December 1982, 38/188 D of 20 December
1983, 39/151 J of 17 December 1984, 40/94 D of 12 December 1985 and 41/59 A and I of
3 December 1986 on, inter a l i a , the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting military
attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s ,

Taking note of the report of the Secretary-General on this subject submitted
pursuant to resolution 41/59 I ,

Gravely concerned that armed attacks against nuclear fac i l i t i es , though carried
out with conventional weapons, could be tantamount to the use of radiological weapons,

Recalling also that Additional Protocol I of 1977 to the Geneva Conventions of
12 August 1949 prohibits attacks on nuclear electricity-generating stations,

Deeply concerned that the destruction of nuclear fac i l i t ies by conventional
weapons causes the release into the environment of huge amounts of dangerous
radioactive material, which results in serious radioactive contamination,

Firmly convinced that the Israeli attack against the safeguarded nuclear
fac i l i t ies in Iraq constitutes an unprecedented danger to international peace and
securi ty,

Recalling further resolutions GC(XXVII)/Res/407 and GC(XXVII)/Res/409, adopted
in 1983 by the General Conference of the International Atomic Energy Agency, in which
the General Conference urged a l l member States to support actions in international
forums to reach an international agreement that prohibits armed attacks against
nuclear installations devoted to peaceful purposes,
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1. Reaffirms that armed attacks of any kind against nuclear fac i l i t ies are
tantamount to the use of radiological weapons, owing to the dangerous radioactive
forces that such attacks cause to be released;

2. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to intensify further i ts efforts
to reach, as early as possible, an agreement prohibiting armed attacks against
nuclear fac i l i t i es ;

3. Bequests the International Atomic Energy Agency to provide the Conference
on Disarmament with the technical studies that would fac i l i ta te the conclusion of
such an agreement;

4. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at i ts
forty-third session on the progress made in the implementation of the present
resolution.

At the time of the General Assembly's adoption of the two resolutions on
radiological weapons, the United Republic of Tanzania explained that i t had
abstained in the vote on 42/38 F because the Assembly had already adopted by
consensus 42/32 B. Moreover, i t fe l t that the subject of the former
resolution, protection against attacks on nuclear installations, would be
adequately dealt with under the agenda item entitled "Armed Israeli aggression
against the Iraqi nuclear installations and i t s grave consequences for the
established international system concerning the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and international peace and
security". (No action was taken on that agenda item, which wa» to be dealt
with in plenary meetings of the General Assembly, prior to the suspension of
the forty-second session of the Assembly, on 21 December.
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CHAPTER XIV

CONVBNTIONAL WEAPONS

Eight draft resolutions dealing with conventional weapons were put before
the Firs t Committee, and five were adopted by the General Assembly on 30
November.

Res. 42/38 E - "Conventional disarmament"

On 23 October, Denmark submitted a draft resolution ent i t led
"Conventional disarmament". On 9 November i t submitted a sl ightly revised
draft , which was la te r also sponsored by Zaire. In introducing the draft on 6
November, Denmark recalled resolution 41/59 C, by which the Assembly had
requested the Disarmament Commission to consider at i t s 1987 session the
question of conventional disarmament and to take fully into account the
recommendations and conclusions contained in the Study on Conventional
Disarmament.•*• Denmark expressed i t s satisfaction with the progress achieved
in the Commission on the matter. By the draft , the Assembly would recommend
that the Commission's report should provide the basis for further
deliberations on the subject and request the Commission to include the
relevant item on the agenda of i t s 1988 session. On 9 November, Denmark
introduced the revised draft and noted the minor changes made in i t .

On 12 November the Firs t Committee approved without a vote the revised
draft resolution, which was adopted by the General Assembly on 30 November,
also without a vote, as resolution 42/38 E. I t reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolutions 39/151 C of 17 December 1984, 40/94 C of 12 December
1985 and 41/59 C of 3 December 1986,

Having examined the report of the Disarmament Ccnmission,

1. Takes note with satisfaction of the report on the consideration of the
question of conventional disarmament during the 1987 session of the Disarmament
Cormrission;

2. Reconmends that the report should provide a basis for further
deliberations on the subject by the Disarmament Commission;

3. Requests the Disarmament Commission to include in the agenda of i ts 1988
session the item entitled "Substantive consideration of issues related to
conventional disarmament, including the recomnendations and conclusions contained in
the Study on Conventional Disarmament1';

United Nations publications, Sales No. E.85.IX.1.
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4. Also requests the Disarmament Commission to continue at i ts 1988 session
the consideration of the question of conventional disarmament with a view to
faci l i tat ing the identification of possible measures in the fields of conventional
arms reduction and disarmament and to report to the General Assembly at i ts
forty-third session;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to draw the present resolution to the
attention of the General Assembly at i ts third special session devoted to
disarmament;

6. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Conventional disarmament".

Res. 42/38 G - "Conventional disarmament"

Res. 42/38 N - "Conventional disarmament on a regional scale"

Two of the draft resolutions considered by the First Committee dealt with
conventional disarmament in i t s general and regional aspects.

On 26 October, China submitted a draft resolution entitled "Conventional
disarmament". In introducing i t on 4 November, China noted that the draft
kept intact the basic principles affirmed by resolution 41/59 6. The European
region was referred to, China explained, because the issue of conventional
disarmament in Europe would become even more outstanding and urgent once the
agreement between the United States and the Soviet Union on intermediate-range
nuclear forces was concluded. The draft was aimed at promoting the
international community's efforts to achieve conventional disarmament.

On 27 October, 16 States2 submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Conventional disarmament on a regional scale". In introducing i t on 4
November, Peru pointed out that the draft would express the Assembly's firm
support for al l regional, subregional and unilateral arms limitation
endeavours in so far as they sought to strengthen mutual confidence and to
guarantee the security of the States involved.

Later that day, the sponsors of the draft resolution introduced by Peru,
joined by Sri Lanka, submitted a revised draft, which was subsequently also
sponsored by El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua and Panama. In i t ,
the words "talcing into account the characteristics of each region and when the
regional situation so permits" had been added to operative paragraph 2.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution
introduced by China by a recorded vote of 126 to none, with 1 abstention
(India), and the draft resolution introduced by Peru, by a recorded vote of
121 to none, with 2 abstentions (Ethiopia and Ghana).

2 Bangladesh, Bolivia, Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote
d'lvoire, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guyana, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru,
Romania, Uruguay and Yugoslavia.
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Four of the States that voted in favour of both drafts gave explanations
of vote.

Australia felt that the emphasis on nuclear disarmament in the fourth
preambular paragraph of the first draft (see below) had to be interpreted in
the broader context of war prevention and disarmament and that the emphasis on
nuclear disarmament in operative paragraph 3 of the second draft somewhat
diluted the effect of the recognition contained in the draft of the concurrent
priority that should be attached to conventional disarmament. With respect to
operative paragraph 2 of the latter draft, Australia expressed reservations
concerning the possibility of achieving durable results through unilateral
action. It attached special importance to qualitative and quantitative
limitations on conventional arms transfers and to reductions in military
expenditures. It believed that, together with negotiations on nuclear
disarmament measures, there should be negotiations on the balanced reduction
of conventional armed forces and armaments.

Cuba, in explaining its position on the draft introduced by Peru,
considered that some additional aspects should have been taken into account,
including the fact that regional conventional disarmament could not be viewed
in isolation from the priority of nuclear disarmament. Regional disarmament
could not be achieved to the detriment of the security of any State of the
region concerned and had to take into account what was happening in other
regions or at the global level.

Democratic Yemen supported the draft submitted by Peru, noting that the
text took into account the importance of the characteristics of each region
and that the draft's provisions would apply when a regional situation
permitted arrangements to be made. Democratic Yemen's affirmative vote did
not imply a change in its policy with regard to negotiations with a regime in
its region that it did not recognize. The Islamic Republic of Iran believed
that the implementation of the draft would be practical and possible only if
outside Powers committed themselves not to take advantage of the situation and
not to impose their presence on a region.

Ghana, which voted in favour of the draft introduced by China, explained
its abstention on that introduced by Peru. It supported the principle of
regional conventional disarmament, because it believed that the regional
approach could form a useful basis for global disarmament. In its view,
however, a regional State could not advocate regional disarmament while
maintaining a military pact with a major military Power outside the region.
Such arrangements, to which, it stated, some of the sponsors of the draft were
party, would not only seriously undermine the confidence essential for
successful regional conventional disarmament, but also raise serious doubts
about any declarations that might be made in the course of a multilateral
commitment to disarmament.

On 30 November the General Assembly took action on the two draft
resolutions. The draft introduced by China was adopted without a vote as
resolution 42/38 G. The draft resolution introduced by Peru was adopted by a
recorded vote of 1S4 to none, as resolution 42/38 N.
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Resolution 42/38 G reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Reaffirming the determination to save succeeding generations from the scourge
of war expressed in the Preamble to the Charter of the United Nations,

Recalling the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General
Assembly, and particularly its paragraph 81, which provides that together with
negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, the limitation and gradual reduction of
armed forces and conventional weapons should be resolutely pursued within the
framework of progress towards general and complete disarmament, and which stresses
that States with the largest military arsenals have a special responsibility in
pursuing the process of conventional armaments reductions,

Also recalling that the same document declares, inter alia, that priorities in
disarmament negotiations shall be: nuclear weapons; other weapons of mass
destruction, including chemical weapons; conventional weapons, including any which
may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effects; and
reduction of armed forces, and that it stresses that nothing should preclude States
from conducting negotiations on all priority items concurrently,

Further recalling that the same document states that effective measures of
nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war have the highest priority, and
that real progress in the field of nuclear disarmament could create an atmosphere
conducive to progress in conventional disarmament on a world-wide basis,

Aware of the dangers to world peace and security originating from wars and
conflicts fought with conventional weapons, as well as of their possible escalation
into a nuclear war in regions with a high concentration of conventional and nuclear
weapons,

Also aware that with the advance in science and technology, conventional
weapons tend to become increasingly lethal and destructive,

Believing that resources released through disarmament, including conventional
disarmament, can be used for the social and economic development of people of all
countries, particularly the developing countries,

Bearing in mind its resolution 36/97 A of 9 December 1981 and the Study on
Conventional Disarmament conducted in accordance with that resolution, as well as its
resolutions 41/59 C and 41/59 G of 3 December 1986 and the consideration by the
Disarmament Commission at its 1987 session of the question of conventional
disarmament,

Bearing in mind also the efforts made to promote conventional disarmament and
the related proposals and suggestions, as well as the initiatives taken by various
countries in this regard,

1. Re if firms the importance of the efforts aimed at resolutely pursuing the
limitation and gradual reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons within the
framework cf progress towards j^neral and complete disarmament;
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2. Believes that the military forces of all countries should not be used
other than for the purpose of self-defence;

3. Urges the countries with the largest military arsenals, which bear a
special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armaments reductions,
and the member States of the two major military alliances to continue negotiations
through various forums on conventional disarmament in earnest, with a view to
reaching early agreement on the limitation and gradual and balanced reduction of
armed forces and conventional weapons under effective international control in their
respective regions, particularly in Europe, which has the largest concentration of
arms and forces in the world;

4. Encourages all States, while taking into account the need to protect
security and maintain necessary defensive capabilities, to intensify their efforts
and take, either on their own or in a regional context, appropriate steps to promote
progress in conventional disarmament and enhance peace and security;

5. Requests the Disarmament Commission to consider further, at its 1988
substantive session, issues related to conventional disarmament;

6. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Conventional disarmament".

Resolution 42/38 N reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Reaffirming its resolution 40/94 A of 12 December 1985,

Taking note of the final communique of the Special Ministerial Meeting of the
Co-ordinating Bureau of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries on Latin America and
the Caribbean, held at Georgetown from 9 to 12 March 1987,

Taking into account its resolution 41/59 M of 3 December 1986,

1. Reiterates its adherence to resolution 40/94 A relating to conventional
disarmament on a regional scale;

2. Expresses its firm support of all regional or subregionai endeavours,
taking into account the characteristics of each region and when the regional
situation so permits, as well as unilateral measures, directed to strengthening
mutual confidence and to assuring the security of all States involved, making
possible regional agreements on arms limitations in the future;

3. Further reiterates the primary responsibility of the militarily
significant States, especially the nuclear-weapon States, for halting and reversing
the arms race, and the priority assigned to nuclear disarmament in the context of the
advances towards general and complete disarmament.
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Res. 42/39 E - "Regional disarmament"

On 27 October, 28 States3 submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Regional disarmament". In introducing it on 6 November, Belgium recalled the
main points in earlier consensus resolutions on the subject, especially
resolution 37/100 F, by which the General Assembly had called upon Governments
and existing regional institutions to inform the Secretary-General of any
steps taken regarding the establishment or strengthening, at the regional
level, of institutional arrangements to promote the implementation of regional
disarmament measures. The draft noted the publication of a report of the
Secretary-General on regional disarmament,4 in which an account was given of
the regional dimension in activities pursued by the United Nations Secretariat
and the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR). It also
contained substantive contributions made by a number of Governments. Belgium
stressed that the idea of regional disarmament could be specifically applied
in various parts of the world in order to contribute to strengthening peace.

On 11 November the sponsors orally revised operative paragraph 6 of the
draft resolution. At the same meeting, the Committee approved the draft, as
revised, without a vote.

In connection with the Committee's action, Cuba explained its position.
It welcomed some of the points made in the draft, but felt that it should have
also stressed the fact that measures of regional disarmament should not
adversely affect the security of the States of a region. It further noted
that account should be taken of the priorities laid down by the General
Assembly. In order to promote disarmament measures in certain regions,
foreign military bases should be dismantled and military manoeuvres should be
suspended, as such elements were damaging to the implementation of regional
disarmament.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution without
a vote as resolution 42/39 E. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 37/100 F of 13 December 1982, 38/73 J of 15 December
1983, 39/63 F of 12 December 1984, 40/94 A of 12 December 1985 and 41/59 M of 3
December 1986, relating to regional disarmament,

Reaffirming that all States, in particular nuclear-weapon States and other
militarily significant States, have the responsibility of halting and reversing the
arms race,

3 Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Costa Rica,
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Liberia, Malaysia, Netherlands, Norway,
Pakistan, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom and Zaire.

4 A/42/457.
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Confirnring the importance and potential effectiveness of regional disarmament
measures taken at the initiative and with the participation of all the States
concerned, in that they can contribute to the realization of general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international control,

Stressing that any regional disarmament enterprise must take into account the
specific conditions characteristic of each region,

Also stressing that it is for the countries themselves of a region to take
appropriate initiatives in cannon and to prepare agreements that will allow the
achievement of regional disarmament,

Further stressing that disarmament efforts in a region cannot be isolated
either from the disarmament efforts in other regions or from global disarmament
efforts both in the nuclear and conventional field.

Taking into account the decisions and recommendations appearing in the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, particularly in
paragraph 114,

Aware of those studies which have already been carried out and of the views of
States which are of interest for regional disarmament,

1. Expresses its thanks to the Secretary-General for his report submitted
pursuant to resolution 39/63 F;

2. Notes with satisfaction the importance of the regional measures that have
already been adopted and the regional efforts undertaken in the field of nuclear and
conventional disarmament;

3. Encourages States to consider and develop as far as possible regional
solutions in the matter of arms reduction and disarmament;

4. Invites all States and regional institutions associated with regional
disarmament efforts to report thereon to the Secretary-General;

5. Requests the United Nations to lend its assistance to States and regional
institutions that may request it, with a view to the institution of measures within
the framework of an effort for regional disarmament;

6. Requests the Secretary-General to keep the General Assembly regularly
informed of the implementation of resolutions on regional disarmament and of the
activities which the Secretariat, in particular the Department for Disarmament
Affairs, and the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research are conducting in
the field of regional disarmament;

7. Also requests the Secretary-General to bring the present resolution to
the attention of the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to
disarmament;

8. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-fourth session
the item entitled "Regional disarmament: report of the Secretary-General".



-135-

Res. 42/30 - "Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects"

On 27 October, 17 States, later joined by 2 more sponsors,5 submitted a
draft resolution entitled "Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively
Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects". In connection with the item on
the Convention, the First Committee had before i t a report of the
Secretary-General concerning the state of adherence to the agreement.6 In
introducing the draft on 6 November, Sweden noted that the entry into force of
the Convention and i ts three Protocols in 1983, less than three years after
their adoption, was a very encouraging indication of the international
community's desire to develop humanitarian law in the field of disarmament and
to give effect to i t . It expressed its own view that some categories of
weapons, such as incendiary weapons and sea mines, should be made the object
of further specific restrictions. There was also a need, i t believed, to
elaborate a prohibition of the use of battlefield laser weapons designed for
anti-personnel use.

On 9 November the Committee approved the draft resolution without a vote,
and the General Assembly adopted it on 30 November, also without a vote, as
resolution 42/30. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolutions 32/152 of 19 December 1977, 35/153 of 12 December
1980, 36/93 of 9 December 1981, 37/79 of 9 December 1982, 38/66 of 15 December 1983,
39/56 of n December 1984, 40/84 of 12 December 1985 and 41/50 of 3 December 1986,

Recalling with satisfaction the adoption, on 10 October 1980, of the Convention
on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Mhich nay
Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, together
with the Protocol on Non-Detectable Fragments (Protocol I ) , the Protocol on
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of nines, Booby Traps and Other Devices
(Protocol I I ) and the Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Incendiary Weapons (Protocol I I I ) ,

Reaffirming i ts conviction that general agreement on the prohibition or
restriction of use of specific conventional weapons would significantly reduce the
suffering of civi l ian populations and of combatants,

Taking note with satisfaction of the report of the Secretary-General,

5 Australia, Austria, Belgium, Byelorussian SSR, Cuba, Denmark,
Finland, France, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria,
Norway, Sweden, USSR, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.

6 A/42/580.
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1. Notes with satisfaction that an increasing number of States have either
signed, ra t i f ied, accepted or acceded to the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which nay Be Deemed to Be
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, which was opened for
signature in New York on 10 April 1981;

2. Further notes with satisfaction that, consequent upon the fulfilment of
the conditions set out in art ic le S of the Convention, the Convention and the three
Protocols annexed thereto entered into force on 2 December 1983;

3. Urges a l l States that have not yet done so to exert their best endeavours
to become parties to the Convention and the Protocols annexed thereto as early as
possible, so as ultimately to obtain universality of adherence;

4. Notes that, under art icle 8 of the Convention, conferences may be
convened to consider amendments to the Convention or any of the annexed Protocols, to
consider additional protocols relating to other categories of conventional weapons
not covered by the existing annexed Protocols, or to review the scope and operation
of the Convention and the Protocols annexed thereto and to consider any proposal for
amendments to the Convention or to the existing Protocols and any proposals for
additional protocols relating to other categories of conventional weapons not covered
by the existing Protocols;

5. Requests the Secretary-General as depositary of the Convention and i ts
three annexed Protocols to inform the Genera) Assembly from time to time of the state
of adherence to the Convention and i ts Protocols;

6. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of i ts forty-third session
the item entitled "Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Which Hay Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscriminate Effects".

On 27 October, Italy submitted a draft resolution entitled "Transfer of
conventional armaments". By i t , the Assembly would stress the need to promote
measures aimed at constraining international arms trafficking; invite al l
Governments to intensify at a regional level their search for new, imaginative
approaches to the limitation of the arms trade in parallel with conventional
disarr.ament negotiations; and request the Secretary-General to carry out a
stud} on the creation of a United Nations general committee to monitor arms
trade trends and to establish a code of conduct for both suppliers and
buyers. In a statement on 10 November, Italy declared that the problem of the
transfer of conventional armaments was an issue of great importance; however,
aware of the complexity of the matter, the technical, practical and political
difficulties involved and the need for further reflection and examination, i t
had decided to withdraw the draft. 7

7 See A/42/669/Add.l, paras. 28 and 29.
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Two draft resolutions pertaining to the Stockholm Conference were also
put before the First Committee.

The first one, entitled "Confidence-building and security-building
measures and conventional disarmament", was submitted on 27 October by 10
States.8 By it, the Assembly would once again welcome the results of the
Conference and the prospect of negotiations, within the CSCE (Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe) process, on confidence- and
security-building measures and on conventional stability, and would invite all
States to consider the possibility of negotiating concrete agreements that
would take full account of specific regional conditions and contribute to
lessening confrontation and to strengthening security.

The second draft resolution, entitled "Confidence-building and
security-building measures and conventional disarmament in Europe", was
submitted the same day by Poland. By the draft, the Assembly would welcome
the progress made in the implementation of concrete, militarily significant,
politically binding and verifiable measures in Europe within the CSCE
framework; encourage all European States to continue the implementation of the
decisions of the Stockholm Conference so as to increase confidence among them;
and invite all States to consider confidence-building measures in order to
contribute to equitable and balanced disarmament measures.

In a statement on 12 November, France outlined developments since the
Stockholm Conference, referring to implementation of the Stockholm Document
and the ongoing CSCE follow-up talks in Vienna. After submitting the draft
resolution, France had held consultations with Poland with a view to producing
a common text on confidence-building and conventional disarmament, but when it
had become clear that it was not possible to settle questions that had not yet
been settled in Vienna, it had decided to withdraw the draft.9 At the same
meeting, Poland stated that the achievement of substantial reductions in armed
forces and conventional armaments in Europe was of fundamental importance.
Encouraged by the satisfactory implementation of the provisions of the
Stockholm Document, it had submitted its draft and, later, had joined in
efforts to achieve a single compromise text. As that had proven impossible,
it had decided to withdraw its draft.10 Both France and Poland stressed
that their efforts to reach a common text had not been useless, and that they
hoped to meet on the question of conventional disarmament the following year.

8 Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Italy,
Netherlands, Spain, Turkey and United Kingdom.

9 See A/42/669/Add.l, paras. 36 and 37.

10 Ibid, paras. 47 and 48.
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CHAPTER XV

REDUCTION OF MILITARY BUDGETS

Res. 42/36 - "Reduction of military budgets"

On 27 October, eight States, later joined by one more,1 submitted a
draft resolution entitled "Reduction of military budgets". In introducing it
on 3 November, Romania explained that the text concerned the efforts of the
Disarmament Commission to identify and elaborate a set of principles to govern
the further actions of States in freezing and reducing military budgets and to
begin consideration of a whole series of technical aspects implied in measures
for reducing military budgets. Bearing in mind the recent developments in the
area of transparency and comparability, the subject of the paragraph not yet
agreed to in the Commission's text, Romania had engaged in consultations with
other interested delegations with a view to achieving a consensus formulation
of the remaining principle. However, as it appeared for various reasons that
that was not yet possible, the Disarmament Commission would, by the draft
text, be requested to continue consideration of the item on military budgets
and to conclude at its 1988 substantive session its work on the principles.

On 9 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution without a
vote, and on 30 November the General Assembly adopted it, also without a vote,
as resolution 42/36.

At the time that the Committee took action on the draft resolution,
Denmark, on behalf of the member States of the European Community, explained
their support for the text. They were of the view that the principles of
transparency and comparability had to be accepted by all parties before
meaningful negotiations on the freezing and reduction of military budgets
could be carried out. They hoped that the Commission would be able to
finalize the draft principles in 1988 and believed that it was important for
the question to be included in the agenda of the third special session on
disarmament.

Resolution 42/36 reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Deeply concerned about the ever-spiralling arms race and growing military
expenditures, which constitute a heavy burden for the economies of all nations and
have extremely harmful effects on world peace and security,

1 Bangladesh, Indonesia, Ireland, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Senegal,
Sweden and Uruguay.
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Reaffirming once again the provisions of paragraph 69 of the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted
to disarmament, according to which the gradual reduction of military budgets on a
mutually agreed basis, for example, in absolute figures or in terms of percentage,
particularly by nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States, would
contribute to curbing the arms race and would increase the possibilities for the
reallocation of resources now being used for military purposes to economic and social
development, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries,

Convinced that the freezing and reduction of military budgets would have
favourable consequences on the world economic and financial situation and might
facilitate efforts made to increase international assistance for the developing
countries,

Recalling that at its twelfth special session, the second special session
devoted to disarmament, all Member States unanimously and categorically reaffirmed
the validity of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session, as well as their
solemn commitment to it,

Recalling also that in the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second United
Nations Disarmament Decade, it is provided that during this period renewed efforts
should be made to reach agreement on the reduction of military expenditures and the
reallocation of resources thus saved to economic and social development, especially
for the benefit of developing countries,

Recalling further the provisions of its relevant resolutions, in which it
considered that a new impetus should be given to the endeavours to achieve agreements
to freeze, reduce or otherwise restrain, in a balanced manner, military expenditures,
including adequate measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned,

Aware of the various proposals submitted by Member States and of the activities
carried out so far within the framework of the United Nations in the field of the
reduction of military budgets,

Considering that the identification and elaboration of the principles that
should govern further actions of States in freezing and reducing military budgets and
the other current activities within the framework of the United Nations related to
the question of the reduction of military budgets should be regarded as having the
fundamental objective of reaching international agreements on the reduction of
military expenditures,

Noting that the Disarmament Commission, at its 1966 substantive session, agreed
upon the above-mentioned principles except one, on which various alternatives were
proposed by Member States,

1. Declares again its conviction that it is possible to achieve
international agreements on the reduction of military budgets without prejudice to
the right of all States to undiminished security, self-defence and sovereignty;
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2. Appeals to all States, in particular to the most heavily armed States,
pending the conclusion of agreements on the reduction of military expenditures, to
exercise self-restraint in their military expenditures with a view to reallocating
the funds thus saved to economic and social development, particularly for the benefit
of developing countries;

3. Reaffirms that the human and material resources released through the
reduction of military expenditures could be reallocated for economic and social
development, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries;

4. Requests the Disarmament Conniission to continue the consideration of the
item entitled "Reduction of military budgets" and, in this context, to conclude, at
its 1988 substantive session, its work on the last outstanding paragraph of the
principles that should govern further actions of States in the field of freezing and
reduction of military budgets, and to submit its report and recommendations to the
General Assembly not later than at its forty-third session;

5. Draws anew the attention of Member States to the fact that the
identification and elaboration of the principles that should govern further actions
of States in freezing and reducing military budgets could contribute to harmonizing
the views of States and creating confidence among them conducive to achieving
international agreements on the reduction of military budgets;

6. Urges all Member States, in particular the most heavily armed States, to
reinforce their readiness to co-operate in a constructive manner with a view to
reaching agreements to freeze, reduce or otherwise restrain military expenditures;

7. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "Reduction of military budgets".
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CHAPTER XVI

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN DISARMAMENT AND
DEVELOPMENT

Res. 42/45 - "Relationship between disarmament and development"

On 27 October, 11 States, later joined by 7 additional sponsors,1

submitted a draft resolution entitled "Relationship between disarmament
and development". In introducing the draft on 4 November, India stated
that the relationship between disarmament and development was an issue of
the utmost importance. The two goals were linked because they both
competed for the world's finite financial and material resources. The
arms race not only consumed resources, but also distorted economic
structures, undermined the economic system and adversely affected the
attitude of nations towards co-operation. Just and equitable
development, however, would make for stability and security and create an
environment that would inhibit the arms race. Certain objectives had not
been achieved at the Conference, including provisions for a financial
mechanism to channel funds released by disarmament for development
purposes. Nevertheless, the Conference remained a very important step
and a landmark.

In expressing support for the draft in the course of the debate in
the First Committee, the Sudan held that the third special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament should give serious consideration
to the establishment of an appropriate international instrument to
distribute the resources released by disarmament.

On 16 November the Committee approved the draft without a vote. On
that occasion, three States explained their positions.

The Federal Republic of Germany believed that the Conference had
contributed to a better understanding of the interrelationship of two
pressing issues and had clarified the way in which they were
interconnected through security. It hoped that further discussion would
lead to new insights and constitute a continuation of the process of
multilateral review mentioned in the third preambular paragraph of the
draft (see below). The Federal Republic would continue to accord
assistance, in a spirit of partnership and solidarity, to the developing
countries and would participate in consideration of the subject-matter in
relevant forums, including the third special session.

* Australia, Bolivia, Cameroon, Canada, Congo, Cuba, France, German
Democratic Republic, Greece, India, Indonesia, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway,
Romania, Rwanda, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.
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The United Kingdom joined the consensus on the draft, but made clear that
i t had reservations about the Final Document of the Conference2, which, in
i ts view, did not adequately reflect the complex nature of the relationship
between disarmament, development and security. It held that disarmament
measures that did not take national security into account could not contribute
to international security. It did not believe that aid disbursement should in
any way depend upon progress in arms control. It further stated that the lack
of attention in the Final Document to the need for transparency in the
provision of information on military expenditure detracted from i ts value.
Regarding operative paragraph 4 of the draft, the United Kingdom understood
that i t applied only to that aspect of the action programme where action by
the Secretary-General was specifically indicated, namely, paragraph 35 (c_)
( ix) .

The United States announced that i t would not participate in the action
on the draft. It believed that disarmament and development were two distinct
issues that could not be considered appropriately in terms of an
interrelationship. Consequently, i t had declined to participate in the
Conference, the preparation of the draft resolution and the debate on the
subject in the First Committee. The United States did not and would not
consider i tse l f bound or committed in any way by either the declarations in
the Final Document or the terms of the draft.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution without
a vote as resolution 42/45. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling i ts resolutions 38/71 8 of 15 December 1983, 39/160 of 17 December
1984 and 40/155 of 16 December 1985 and i ts decisions 40/473 of 20 June 1986 and
41/422 of 4 December 1986,

Recalling also the provisions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the f i rs t special session devoted to disarmament,
related to the relationship between disarmament and development,

Stressing that the holding of the International Conference on the Relationship
between Disarmament and Development in New York from 24 August to 11 September 1987
constituted a significant development in the process of the multilateral review, at a
polit ical level, of the relationship between disarmament and development,

1. Welcomes the adoption of the Final Document of the International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development;

2 Report of the International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development (A/CONF.130/39), part II . The Final Document was
subsequently issued as a United Nations publication. Sales No. E.87.IX.8.
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2. Decides to have the report of the Conference brought to the attention of the
Preparatory Cormittee for the Third Special Session of the General Assembly Devoted to
Disarmament;

3. Requests that Committee to include in the agenda of the third special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament an item entitled "Relationship between
disarmament and development, in the light of the action programme adopted at the
International Conference";

4. Requests the Secretary-General to take action through the appropriate organs,
within available resources, for the implementation of the action programme adopted at the
International Conference.
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CHAPTER XVII

UNITED NATIONS DISABKAMBNT STUDIES PROGRAMME

Res. 42/42 J - "United Nations disarmament studies"

On 27 October, 11 States1 submitted a draft resolution entitled "United
Nations disarmament studies". In introducing it on 6 November, the United
Kingdom noted that the purpose of the draft was to pursue the conclusions and
recommendations of the report of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies,
submitted to the General Assembly at the forty-second session.2 Thus, the
draft took up, in operative paragraph 2, the Board's conclusion that consensus
should be the normal practice in the preparation of studies, but that that
should not preclude the expression of varying opinions. It further supported,
in operative paragraph 3, the recommendation of the Board that Member States
should present proposals for disarmament studies by 1 September annually and
that the Board should recommend whether a study should be carried out by a
group of experts or as part of the ongoing work programme of UNIDIR. The
United Kingdom also expressed the sponsors' readiness to revise some of the
paragraphs of the draft so as to take into account concerns expressed by some
delegations.

On 6 November the sponsors submitted a revised draft resolution
containing several minor changes, as well as a substantive change in the
original operative paragraph 3 (operative paragraph 4 in subsequent versions,
see below). On 10 November, Zimbabwe, speaking on behalf of the non-aligned
countries, submitted amendments to the draft resolution. Two days later,
after intensive consultations with the sponsors of the draft, leading to a
second revision of the text, including further changes in operative paragraph
4, Zimbabwe announced that it had decided to withdraw the amendments. It
expressed the hope that the twice-revised draft would be adopted without a
vote.

In introducing the second revision at the same meeting, the United
Kingdom stated that the sponsors believed that the Advisory Board's
recommendations included much that was helpful and, as such, commended them to
Member States. That view constituted the main thrust of the draft, which had
been amended to accommodate the concerns of a number of delegations.

On 12 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution without
a vote, and the General Assembly likewise adopted it on 30 November, as
resolution 42/42 J. It reads as follows:

1 Cameroon, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Italy, Japan, Norway, Poland, Romania, USSR and United Kingdom.

2 A/42/300, annex.
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The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 40/152 K of 16 Oecember 1985 and 41/86 C of 4
December 1986,

Reaffirming the valuable contribution that United ^tions studies can make to
the discussion and consideration of disarmament issues,

Noting with appreciation the views of Member States contained in the report of
the Secretary-General,

Taking into consideration that the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies also
functions as the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament
Research,

Noting that the establishment of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament
Research offers new opportunities regarding research in the field of disarmament,

1. Takes note with appreciation of the report of the Advisory Board on
Disarmament Studies;

2. Affirms that the final decision on how United Nations disarmament studies
should be prepared rests with the General Assembly;

3. Takes note of the conclusion of the Advisory Board that consensus should
be the normal practice in stuciy groups, but that the expression of differing opinions
where views cannot be reconciled should be permitted;

4. Invites Member States to take note of the conclusions and recommendations
of the Advisory Board in presenting proposals for disarmament studies or research.
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CHAPTER XVIII

WORLD DISARMAMENT CAMPAIGN AND OBSERVANCE OF DISARMAMENT WEEK

Res. 42/39 6 - "World Disarmament Campaign"

On 26 October, seven States* submitted a draft resolution entitled
"World Disarmament Campaign: actions and activities". In introducing it on 4
November, Bulgaria stated that the draft as a whole followed the basic
provisions of the previous year's corresponding resolution. A new element of
the text reflected the conviction of the sponsors that the World Disarmament
Campaign and world public opinion could and should contribute effectively to a
positive outcome of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament. By the draft, the General Assembly would, inter alia, invite
all mass peace and disarmament movements, non-governmental organizations and
other bodies to express their demands, views, and suggestions with respect to
the tasks and specific results of its third special session on disarmament;
urge Governments, in formulating their policies on disarmament, to take into
account the will and demands of the mass peace and disarmament movements and
invite them to inform the Secretary-General annually of the actions taken to
that end; and consider it necessary to pay more attention to the active
involvement of children and youth in Campaign activities.

On 27 October, 10 States, later joined by one more,2 submitted a draft
resolution entitled "World Disarmament Campaign". In introducing the draft on
9 November, Mexico emphasized the Secretary-General's statement of 1984
underlining the importance of world-wide participation and adequate funding
for the Campaign. By the draft, the Assembly would reiterate its regret that
most of the States with the largest military expenditures had not so far made
any financial contribution to the Campaign.

On 10 November the original sponsors and Bulgaria submitted a revised
draft, which was later also sponsored by the Byelorussian SSR and Viet Nam.
On 12 November, Mexico announced that as a result of consultations with the
sponsors of the draft resolution introduced by Bulgaria, an agreement had been
reached that a single draft should be submitted. The revised draft therefore
incorporated the idea that appeared in Bulgaria's text, namely, emphasis on
the important role that the World Disarmament Campaign could play in ensuring
a positive outcome of the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament (see the fifth preambular paragraph and operative
paragraph 8 of resolution 42/39 G, below).

1 Bulgaria, Byelorussian SSR, German Democratic Republic, Mongolia,
Romania, Ukrainian SSR and Viet Nam.

2 Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia, Mexico, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri
Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.
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At the same meeting, Bulgaria announced the decision of the sponsors not
to press to a vote the draft it had introduced^ in order to ensure wider
support for a single resolution on the World Disarmament Campaign and also to
respond to appeals for a reduction in the number of resolutions in the
Committee.

On 12 November the draft was approved by the First Committee by a
recorcsd vote of 119 to 1 (United States), with 10 abstentions. Four States
explained their positions in connection with the vote.

The United States cast a negative vote because the text included what it
considered objectionable language of an unrealistic nature. Moreover, it held
that or third of the current funding for the Campaign came from assessed
contributions, although under the decision taken by the second special session
on disarmament the Campaign was to be financed solely from voluntary
contributions. It would have preferred a procedural draft that could have
been adopted by consensus.

France, the Federal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom abstained
because they objected to operative paragraph 4 of the draft, by which the
Assembly would express regret that most of the States with the largest
military expenditures had so far not made any financial contribution to the
Campaign. France stressed that it had contributed over $2 million to the
activities of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR)
-ince its establishment. It had therefore participated in the international
community's effo-1- '•- the area of scientific research, which was one of the
fundamental aspects of the Campaign. The Federal Republic of Germany pointed
out that the draft continued the practice, found in earlier resolutions on the
subject, of questioning the principle that contributions to the World
Disarmament Campaign should be voluntary; it considered it unfortunate that a
draft resolution on a cause as worthy as the World Disarmament Campaign should
be burdened with non-consensus language that made its unanimous adoption
impossible. The Federal Republic expressed satisfaction at the successful
merger of the two draft resolutions and, thus, the reduction in the number of
draft resolutions. It emphasized its support for the Campaign from the
outset; in 1987 it had made a financial contribution to the Lome Centre. The
United Kingdom stated that it paid just under 5 per cent of the United Nations
regular budget, part of which was used to fund United Nations services in
support of the World Disarmament Campaign. In the financial years 1986 and
1987, the United Kingdom had contributed about $75,000 to the total World
Disarmament Campaign budget. In addition, it had devoted a substantial sum of
money to disarmament information activities of its own, which were consistent
with the aims of the Campaign.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 146 to 1, with 9 abstentions, as resolution 42/39 G. It
reads as follows:

3 See A/42/751, paras. 7 and 8.
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The General Assembly.

Recalling that in paragraph 15 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament, it
declared that it was essential that not only Governments but also the peoples of the
world recognize and understand the dangers in the present situation and stressed the
importance of mobilizing world public opinion on behalf of disarmament,

Recalling also its resolutions 35/1S2 I of 12 December 1980, 36/92 C of 9
December 1981, 37/100 I of 13 December 1982, 38/73 0 of 15 December 1983, 39/63 D of
12 Dectmber 1984, 40/151 B of 16 December 1985 and 41/60 8 of 3 December 1986, as
well as the reports of the Secretary-General of 17 September 1981, 11 June 1982, 3
November 1982, 30 August 1983, 4 October 1985, 19 September 1986 and 28 September
1987,

Having examined the report of the Secretary-General on the implementation of
the programme of activities of the World Disarmament Campaign by the United Nations
system during 1987 and the activities contemplated for 1988, as well as its main
financial aspects,

Having also examined the part of the report of the Secretary-General dealing
with the activities of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies relating to the
implementation of the World Oisarmament Campaign, as well as the Final Act of the
1987 United Nations Pledging Conference for the Campaign, held on 26 October 1987,

Believing that the World Disarmament Campaign has an important role to play for
a positive outcome of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament by informing, educating and generating public understanding and support
for the objectives of the United Nations in the field of arms limitations and
disarmament,

1. Reiterates its commendation of the manner in which, as described in the
above-mentioned reports, the World Oisarmament Campaign has been geared by the
Secretary-General in order to guarantee "the widest possible dissemination of
information and unimpeded access for all sectors of the public to a broad range of
information and opinions on questions of arms limitation and disarmament and the
dangers relating to all aspects of the arms race and war, in particular nuclear war";

2. Recalls that, as was also agreed by consensus in the Concluding Document
of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly, the second special session
devoted to disarmament, it is likewise an essential requisite for the universality of
the Campaign that it receive "the co-operation and participation of all States";

3. Endorses once more the statement made by the Secretary-General on the
occasion of the 1984 United Nations Pledging Conference for the World Disarmament
Campaign to the effect that such co-operation implies that adequate funds be made
available and that consequently the criterion of universality also applies to
pledges, since a campaign without world-wide participation and funding will have
difficulty in reflecting this principle in its implementation;
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4. Reiterates its regret that most of the States that have the largest
military expenditures have not so far made any financial contribution to the Campaign;

5. Oecides that at its forty-third session there should be a sixth United
Nations Pledging Conference for the World Disarmament Campaign, and expresses the
hope that on that occasion all those Member States which have not yet announced any
voluntary contribution may do so;

6. Reiterates its recommendation that the voluntary contributions made by
Member States to the World Disarmament Campaign Voluntary Trust Fund should not be
earmarked for specific activities inasmuch as it is most desirable that the
Secretary-General enjoy full freedom to take the decisions he deems fit within the
framework of the Campaign previously approved by the General Assembly and in exercise
of the powers vested in him in connection with the Campaign;

7. Notes with appreciation that the Secretary-General has given permanent
character to his instructions to the United Nations information centres and regional
comnissions to give wide publicity to the Campaign and, whenever necessary, to adapt,
as far as possible, United Nations information materials to local languages;

8. Requests the Secretary-General, in carrying out the activities of the
Campaign contemplated for 1988, to give particular attention to the third special
session of the Genera) Assembly devoted to disarmament;

9. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the General Assembly at its
forty-third session a report covering both the implementation of the programme of
activities of the Campaign by the United Nations system during 1988 and the programme
of activities contemplated by the system for 1989;

10. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-third session
the item entitled "world Disarmament Campaign".

K«s. 42/39 J - "United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in
Africa"

£ • • . 42/39 X - "United Nations Regional Centre for Peace. Disarmament and
Development in Latin America"

K«>. 42/39 D - "United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in
Asia"

Three draft resolutions concerning regional centres were submitted to the
First Committee on 27 October. The f i r s t two dealt with the Regional Centre
in Africa and the Regional Centre in Latin America, respect ively , and the
third proposed the establishment of a centre in Asia. On 30 November a l l
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three resolutions were adopted by the General Assembly without a vote, as
resolutions 42/39 J, K and D. While considering these draft resolutions, the
First Committee had before it reports of the Secretary-General^ on the
functioning of the established Centres, in Africa and Latin America.

The first draft resolution, concerning the Regional Centre in Africa, was
submitted by Madagascar on behalf of the members of the African Group. In
introducing it on 3 November, Madagascar stated that the Regional Centre had
disseminated information and promoted participation in conferences and
seminars concerning peace, security, disarmament and development. In
particular, the Centre had continued to expand contacts in Africa with various
institutions and organizations, as well as with the general public.

The second draft resolution, on the Regional Centre in Latin America, was
submitted by 17 States.5 In introducing it on 4 November, Peru stated that
the sponsors were aware that, given the Organization's financial difficulties,
the Centre would have to rely on voluntary contributions from Member States.
In that regard, Peru felt encouraged by the contributions announced by some
countries at the Fifth Pledging Conference for the Campaign. It informed the
Committee of the recent inauguration of the Centre at Lima and expressed its
support for the Regional Centre in Africa and the one proposed for Asia. The
same day, the original sponsors, joined by Jamaica, submitted a revised text
in which the proposed timing of a regional conference on political
co-operation in Latin America, called for in operative paragraph 5, was
changed from "the first half of 1988" to "in 1988".

In his report to the General Assembly on the establishment and
functioning of the Regional Centre in Latin America, the Secretary-General
stated that in response to his note verbale of 2 February 1987 inviting Member
States to contribute to a trust fund for the Latin American Centre, the
Peruvian Government had pledged intis 200,000, which was commuted to $US
8,000. Moreover, Peru had indicated that it had set aside a plot of land in
Lima for the construction at a later date of premises for the Centre. The
Secretary-General emphasized that in view of the continuing financial crisis
of the Organization, it would not be possible to realize any savings from the
regular budget to be allocated to the financing of the Centre. Consequently,
voluntary contributions from Member States and interested organizations and
individuals would be needed to meet not only staffing requirements and the
basic administrative costs of the Centre, but also its substantive needs and
activities.

The third draft resolution, concerning the regional centre in Asia, was
submitted by Nepal. In introducing the draft on 6 November, Nepal stated that
it had been particularly aware of the current financial constraints of the
United Nations system and had therefore taken care to recommend that the

4 A/42/609 (Africa) and A/42/544 (Latin America).

Argentina, Bahamas, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint
Lucia, Uruguay and Venezuela .
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establishment of the proposed Centre be based on existing resources and
voluntary contributions by Member States. It drew the attention of the
Committee to the modest scale of operations that had been suggested.
Referring to operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution (see below),
concerning the possible utilization of the existing United Nations
infrastructure in Kathmandu with a view to the full employment of available
resources, Nepal announced that it was prepared to make a contribution of
nearly a quarter of a million Nepalese rupees, over a two-year period, towards
meeting the local cost of establishing the Centre.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the first draft resolution by
a recorded vote of 131 to none. It approved the second draft without a vote.

During the Committee's consideration of the first two'draft resolutions,
five States explained their positions on one or more of the draft proposals.
Belgium considered that the Centres in Africa and Latin America could make a
positive contribution to regional disarmament. In joining the consensus on
the texts concerning the Centres, the United Kingdom and the United States
indicated that they had proceeded on the basis that the draft resolutions had
no programme-budget implications and that the Centres would continue to be
funded by voluntary contributions. The United States noted that it had
demonstrated its support for regional approaches to arms limitation by joining
in the consensus adoption of all three draft resolutions, but it underscored
its concern that they were resulting in an expansion of the physical plant of
the United Nations during a period of fiscal austerity. It hoped that in
1988 reports on those Centres' activities would show that the Governments of
the regions concerned had contributed to the Centres at a level commensurate
with the political support that they had demonstrated during the adoption of
the resolutions.

Peru, speaking on behalf of the sponsors of the second draft resolution,
expressed appreciation to Member States for supporting the Latin American
Regional Centre. Uruguay, one of the sponsors, welcomed the fact that the
draft had been adopted by consensus. It stated that it had just made its own
voluntary contribution to the Centre and expressed the hope that such
contributions would become more widespread in the very near future.

On 12 November, following extensive informal consultations with other
delegations in order to ensure the adoption by consensus of the third draft
resolution, Nepal orally revised operative paragraph 2 of the text. At the
same meeting, the Committee had before it a note by the Secretariat concerning
the requests made to the Secretary-General in operative paragraph 3 of the
draft resolution, and the Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs
provided a further oral clarification at that time. He stated that the
Department had come to the conclusion that, because of the nature of the
functions envisaged, a member of the United Nations Information Centre in
Kathmandu, assisted by appropriate local staff, would take charge of the
Regional Centre in Asia on an interim basis. The Centre would be located on
the premises of the United Nations Information Centre, with the office of the
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) providing administrative and
logistic services. That arrangement had been discussed with UNDP and the
Department of Public Information, both of which were agreeable to the
provision of the services and to the distribution of functions.
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On 12 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution on the
proposed Regional Centre in Asia, as orally revised, without a vote.

Australia, in joining in the consensus adoption of the third draft,
stated that such a centre could contribute to the examination of disarmament
issues in Asia. However, i t expressed concern that a proliferation of such
regional centres could duplicate the work of other organizations, create
pressure on the United Nations regular budget at a time of stringency and
drain the capacity of the World Disarmament Campaign. In that respect, i t was
pleased to note that operative paragraph 1 of the text provided that the
funding for the Centre would be based on existing United Nations resources
and voluntary contributions that might be forthcoming. Mongolia expressed its
satisfaction at the approval by consensus of the draft resolution, believing
that the Centre would be a useful instrument in strengthening peace and
security and enhancing understanding and co-operation among the States and
peoples of Asia. It attached special importance to operative paragraph 2 of
the draft resolution, which set out the main goal of the Centre. In addition
to i ts comments noted above, the United Kingdom expressed the hope that any
new activities of the Regional Centre in Asia would be met from redeployed
resources, and not from new appropriations.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted without a vote the three
draft resolutions on the Regional Centres.

The first draft, on the regional centre in Africa, was adopted as
resolution 42/39 J. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolutions 40/151 G of 16 December 1985 and 41/60 D of 3
December 1986,

Taking note of the Political Declaration adopted by the Eighth Conference of
Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, held at Harare from 1 to 6
September 1986, in which the Heads of State or Government, inter a l ia , reaffirmed the
need to strengthen the role of the regional bodies in mobilizing support for the
World Disarmament Campaign and, in this regard, welcomed the establishment of the
United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa at Lome,

Bearing in mind resolution AHG/Res.164 (XXI I I ) , adopted by the Assembly of
Heads of State and Government of the Organization of African Unity at i ts
twenty-third ordinary session, held at Addis Ababa from 27 to 29 July 1987, by which
i t , inter a l ia , endorsed the Lome Declaration on Security, Disarmament and
Development in Africa and the Programme of Action for Peace, Security and
Co-operation in Africa,

Taking into account the report of the Secretary-General,

1. Expresses its satisfaction that the United Nations Regional Centre for
Peace and Disarmament in Africa, inaugurated on 24 October 1986, has become
operational;

2. Comnends the efforts of the Secretary-General for taking the necessary
measures to ensure the effective functioning of the Centre and requests him to
continue to lend a l l the necessary support to the Centre;
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3. Expresses its gratitude to those Member States and international,
governmental and non-governmental organizations which have already made contributions
to ensure the functioning of the Centre;

4. Appeals once again to Member States, as well as to international,
governmental and non-governmental organizations, to make voluntary contributions in
order to strengthen the effective operational activities of the Centre;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
forty-third session on the implementation of the present resolution.

The second proposal, on the regional centre in Latin America, was adopted
as resolution 42/39 K. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolution 41/60 J of 3 Oecember 1986 on the United Nations
Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America,

Bearing in mind the report of the Secretary-General,

1. Welcomes the inauguration at Lima on 9 October 1987 of the United Nations
Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America;

2. Also welcomes the promptness with which the Secretary-General has taken
the necessary administrative measures to ensure the functioning of the Centre, and
requests him to continue to give the Centre all necessary support;

3. Expresses its thanks to the host Member State for its valuable
contribution to the functioning of the Regional Centre;

4. Believes that, in carrying out its activities, the Regional Centre will
seek to promote relations of mutual trust and security between the countries of the
region in a spirit of harmony, solidarity and co-operation for the implementation of
measures for peace and disarmament, and for the promotion of economic and social
development in Latin America;

5. Reconroends that the Regional Centre hold, in 1988, a conference of
experts on the strengthening of political co-operation in Latin America in the areas
of peace, disarmament, development and security in the content of the World
Disarmament Campaign;

6. Again calls upon Member States and international, governmental and
non-governmental organizations to make voluntary contributions to the Centre;

7. Requests the Secretary-General to transmit that appeal to all Member
States in order to ensure the normal functioning of the Regional Centre;
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8. Also requests the Secretary-Genera1 to report to the Genera) Assembly at
its forty-third session on the implementation of the present resolution.

The third draft resolution, on the proposed regional centre in Asia, was
adopted as resolution 42/39 D. It reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Recalling its resolution 39/63 J of 12 December 1984, in which it requested the
Secretary-General to provide assistance to such Member States in the regions
concerned as might request it with a view to establishing regional and institutional
arrangements for the implementation of the World Disarmament Campaign, on the basis
of existing resources and of voluntary contributions that Member States might make to
that end.

Reaffirming its resolutions 37/100 F of 13 December 1982, 38/73 J of
15 December 1983 and 39/63 F of 12 December 1984 on regional disarmament,

Bearing in mind resolutions 40/151 G of 16 December 1985, which established the
United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa, and 41/60 J of 3
December 1986, which established the United Nations Regional Centre for Peace,
Disarmament and Development in Latin America,

1. Decides to establish the United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and
Disarmament in Asia with headquarters at Kathmandu, on the basis of existing
resources and of voluntary contributions that Member States and interested
organizations may make to that end;

2. Decides also that the Centre shall provide, on request, substantive
support for the initiatives and other activities mutually agreed upon by the Member
States of the Asian region for the implementation of measures for peace and
disarmament, through appropriate utilization of available resources, and shall
co-ordinote the implementation of regional activities in Asia under the World
Disarmament Campaign;

3. Requests the Secretary-General to take the necessary administrative
measures to ensure the establishment and functioning of the Centre, including, to
that end, the possible utilization of the existing United Nations infrastructure at
Kathmandu with a view to the full employment of available resources;

4. Invites Member States and interested organizations to make voluntary
contributions to the Centre;

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the General Assembly at its
forty-third session on the implementation of the present resolution.
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Res. 42/42 H - "Disarmament Week"

On 27 October, 12 States6 submitted a draft resolution entitled
"Disarmament Week". In introducing it on 3 November, Mongolia stated that the
report of the Secretary-General' and the statements made at the First
Committee's special meeting in observance of Disarmament Week had demonstrated
once again that Member States continued to view the Week as an excellent
opportunity to reaffirm their commitment to strengthening peace and security,
pursuing general and complete disarmament, and making the world public more
aware of that cause. Although the draft was similar to corresponding texts of
previous years, the sponsors had, in a spirit of compromise and co-operation
and in the light of the positions of a number of delegations, made serious
efforts to present a new draft by deleting and modifying in substance certain
passages of the text of the 1986 resolution. For instance, the operative
paragraphs by which the General Assembly had expressed its serious concern
over the continued escalation of the arms race and had stressed the important
role of the mass media had been deleted and a reference to the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) had been omitted.

Before the vote in the First Committee on 10 November, Denmark made a
statement on behalf of the 12 members of the European Community. It stated
that while the Twelve could support the objectives of Disarmament Week, they
were unable to support the draft text because of operative paragraph 5, by
which the Assembly would invite relevant specialized and other agencies to
disseminate information on the consequences of the arms race. The Twelve
contended that specific deliberative and negotiating bodies had been
established within the United Nations system for that purpose. In their view,
the Assembly should concentrate on ways of making maximum use of the existing
disarmament machinery of the United Nations, rather than encourage >he
specialized agencies to engage in activities that were likely to detract from
the important tasks for which they had been specifically mandated. For those
reasons, Denmark said, the Twelve would abstain on the draft.

At the same meeting, Mongolia orally slightly revised the draft. It
pointed out that the changes had been made following consultations with the
delegations involved and reflected a compromise.

On 10 November the First Committee approved the draft resolution without
a vote.

After the First Committee took action on the draft resolution, Australia,
Belgium, Canada, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Iceland, Israel, the
Netherlands, Norway, Turkey, the United Kingdom and the United States all
stated that had the draft been put to a vote, they would have abstained. The
United Kingdom said that there would certainly be a vote when the text came

6 Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgaria, Byelorussian SSR, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Mongolia, Mozambique, Ukrainian SSR and Viet Nam.

7 A/42/469.
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before the General Assembly. Belgium, France and the Federal Republic of
Germany, in noting reservations concerning operative paragraph 5, stated that
they subscribed to the remarks made by Denmark before the vote. Speaking once
again on behalf of the 12 member States of the European Community, Denmark
expressed dissatisfaction that the draft had been approved without a vote,
inspite of the fact that the Twelve had made clear ahead of time their
intention to abstain. The United States, though concerned over what i t
considered hyperbolic language in the draft, fe l t that the text had been
improved sufficiently to permit i t to abstain in the vote in the plenary
meeting. Canada noted with pleasure the oral amendments put forward by
Mongolia and, like Australia, the Netherlands and the United States, hoped
that in the future further consultations would be held so that a draft
resolution on Disarmament Week could truly be adopted by consensus.

On 30 November the General Assembly adopted the draft resolution by a
recorded vote of 133 to none, with 21 abstentions, as resolution 42/42 H. It
reads as follows:

The General Assembly.

Gravely concerned over the continuing arms race,

Stressing the vital importance of eliminating the threat of a nuclear war,
ending the nuclear-arms race and bringing about disarmament for the maintenance of
world peace and security,

Emphasizing anew the need for and the importance of wide and continued
mobilization of world public opinion in support of halting and reversing the arms
race, especially the nuclear-arms race, in a l l i ts aspects,

Taking into account the aspirations of the world public to prevent an arms race
in space and to terminate i t on Earth and to eliminate nuclear weapons and other
types of weapons of mass destruction,

Urging a l l Member States not to interfere with the rights of their citizens to
organize and participate in the anti-war and anti-nuclear-weapon-threat
demonstrations and movement,

Noting with satisfaction the broad and active support by Governments and
international and national organizations of the decision taken by the General
Assembly at i ts tenth special session, the f i rs t special session devoted to
disarmament, regarding the proclamation of the week starting 24 October, the day of
the foundation of the United Nations, as a week devoted to fostering the objectives
of disarmament,

Recalling the recommendations concerning the World Disarmament Campaign
contained in annex V to the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of the
General Assembly, the second special session devoted to disarmament, in particular
the recarmendation that Disarmament week should continue to be widely observed,

Recalling also i ts previous resolutions relating to the question of Disarmament
Week,
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1. Takes note with satisfaction of the report of the Secretary-General on
the follow-up measures undertaken by governmental and non-governmental organizations
in holding Disarmament Week;

2. Expresses its appreciation to all States and international and national
governmental and non-governmental organizations for their energetic support of and
active participation in Disarmament Week;

3. Invites all States that so desire, in carrying out appropriate measures
at the local level on the occasion of Disarmament Week, to take into account the
elements of the model programme for Disarmament Week prepared by the
Secretary-General;

4. Invites Governments to continue, in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 33/71 D of 14 December 1978, to inform the 'acretary-General of activities
undertaken to promote the objectives of Disarmament Week;

5. Invites the relevant specialized and other agencies to intensify
activities, within their areas of competence, to disseminate information on the
consequences of the arms race, especially the nuclear-arms race, and requests them to
inform the Secretary-General accordingly;

6. Also invites international non-governmental organizations to take an
active part in Disarmament Week and to inform the Secretary-General of the activities
undertaken;

7. Further invites the Secretary-General to use the United Nations
information organs as widely as possible to promote better understanding among the
world public of disarmament problems and the objectives of Disarmament Week;

8. Requests the Secretary-General, in accordance with paragraph 4 of
resolution 33/71 D, to submit to the General Assembly at its forty-third session a
report on the implementation of the provisions of the present resolution.
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LIST OF RESOLUTIONS AND DECISIONS ON DISARMAMENT QUESTIONS ADOPTED
BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY AT ITS FORTY-SECOND SESSION, HELD FROM 15 SEPTEMBER

TO 21 DECEMBER 1987 (INCLUDING VOTING AND REFERENCE IN TEXT)

Resolutions on disarmament questions

42/25 Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/45 concerning the signature and
ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlateiolco). See page 92.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 147 to none, with 7 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi,Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's DemocraticRepublic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: Argentina, Central African Republic, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, France,
Guinea, Guyana

42/26 Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions

Resolution A. See page 77.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 137 to 3. with 14 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
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42/26 Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica,
(cont.) Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samo ,
Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sunname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zimbabwe

Against: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America

Abstaining: Belgium, Brazil, Canada, China, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, Zambia

Resolution 8. See page 79.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 128 to 3. with 22 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Israel, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent
and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zimbabwe

Against: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, Zambia
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42/27 Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. See page 81.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 143 to 2. with 8 abstentions.8 as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France, United States of America

Abstaining: Angola, Argentina, Brazil, China, Cuba, India, Israel, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

42/28 Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East.
See page 100.

Adopted without a vote

42/29 Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia. See page 106.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 114 to 3. with 36 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Albania, Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Oarussalam, Burundi, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Costa Rica,
Cote d'lvoire, Democratic Kampuchea, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
Equatorial Guinea, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malaysia,

a The delegation of St. Kitts and Nevis subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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42/29 Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
(cont.) Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,

Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Yemen, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Bhutan, India, Mauritius

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Benin, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Ethiopia, France, German
Democratic Republic, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Madagascar, Mongolia, Nicaragua, Norway, Poland, Seychelles, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia

42/30 Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons
Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects.
See page 135. »

Adopted without a vote

42/31 Conclusion of effective international arrangements on the strengthening of the security
of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
See page 86.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 112 to 18. with 20 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad,
Comoros, Congo, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon,
Gambia, Germany Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Iceland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America
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42/31 Abstaining: Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria, Brazil, Burma, Chile, China,
(cont.) Colombia, Costa Rica, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Ireland, Israel, Jamaica, Malta,

Paraguay, Sudan, Sweden, Uruguay

42/32 Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. See page 88.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 151 to none, with 3 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Oarussaiam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: Brazil, India, United States of America

42/33 Prevention of an arms race in outer space. See page 118.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 154 to 1. as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte
d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel,
Ztaly, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,



-163-

42/33 Maldives, Kali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
(cont.) Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,

Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: None

42/34 Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa

Resolution A — Implementation of the Declaration. See page 95.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 151 to none, with 4 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote
d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Oominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: France, Israel, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America
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42/34 Resolution B — Nuclear capability of South Africa. See page 97.
(cont.)

Adopted by a recorded vote of 140 to 4. with 13 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint
Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France, Israel, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Portugal, Spain, Uruguay

42/35 Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new systems of such weapons. See page 123.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 135 to 1. with 18 abstentions.b as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,

The delegation of Ethiopia subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had intended to
vote in favour
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42/35 Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
(cont.) Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome

and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against; United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Chile, (Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

42/36 Reduction of military budgets. See page 138.

Adopted without a vote

42/37 Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons

Resolution A — Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons. See page 111.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution B — Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction. See page 114.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution C — Measures to uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and to
support the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention. See page 112.

Adopted without a vote

42/38 General and complete disarmament

Resolution A -- Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations. See page 65.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 115 to none, with 39 abstentions.0 as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African

c The delegation of cameroun subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had intended to
vote in favour; the delegation of Mexico had intended to abstain.
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42/38 Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Costa Rica, Cdte d'lvoire,
(cont.) Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El

Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Fiji, Finland, France, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Mauritius,Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Norway, Papua New
Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia

Against: None

Abstaining: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bangladesh, Benin, Bolivia, Brazil, Burkina
Faso, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, Guyana, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Libyan Arab jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Maldives, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zimbabwe

Resolution B — Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. See page 124.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution c — Notification of nuclear tests. See page 84.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 147 to 1. with 8 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
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42/38 Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
(cont.) Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France

Abstaining: Angola, Brazil, China, India, Mexico, Nicaragua, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Resolution D — Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations. See page 67.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 143 to none, with 13 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussaiam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi.Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinane, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Abstaining: Belgium, Chile, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kir jdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Resolution E — Conventional disarmament. See page 128.

Adopted without a vote
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42/38 Resolution F — Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
(cont.) radiological weapons. See page 126.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 119 to 2, with 32 abstentions.*1 as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, Vanuatu, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Israel, United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Belize, Canada, Denmark, Fiji,
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Iceland, Ireland, Italy,
Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malta, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Samoa, Spain, Trinidad and Tobago, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela

Resolution G — Conventional disarmament. See page 131.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution H — Nuclear disarmament. See page 54.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution I — Objective information on military matters. See page 45.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 133 to none, with 12 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei

^ The delegation of Jamaica subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had intended to
abstain.
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42/38 Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byeloi sian Soviet Socialist
(cont.) Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia,

Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Fiji,
Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Fedar?1 Republic
of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint
Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: A]geria, Brazil, Cuba, Egypt, Grenada, India, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraq, Kuwait, Nicaragua, Sudan, Zambia

Resolution J — Implementation of General Assembly resolutions in the field of
disarmament. See page 7.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 128 to 2. with 24 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Israel, United States of America
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42/38 Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Denmark, Finland, France,
(cont.) Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Malta,

Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Resolution K — Naval armaments and disarmament. See page 48.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 154 to 1. with 2 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te
d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: Grenada, India

Resolution L — Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons
purposes. See page 62.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 149 to 1. with 6 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, 8hutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia,
Iran (I»?amir Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait. i.<»o People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
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42/38 Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
(cont.) Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,

Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis,
Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France

Abstaining: Argentina, Brazil, China, India, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Resolution M — Compliance with arms limitation and disarmament agreements.
See page 49.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution N — Conventional disarmament on a regional scale. See page 132.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 154 to none, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte
d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic remen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sun name, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: None
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42/38 Resolution 0 — Review of the role of the United Nations ir> the field of disarmament,
(cont.) See page 5.

Adopted without a vote

42/39 Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of
the General Assembly

Resolution A — Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth
Special Session of the General Assembly. See page 28.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 129 to 1. with 23 abstentions.6 as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Resolution B — Freeze on nuclear weapons. See page 59.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 139 to 12. with 4 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,

e The delegations of Djibouti and Greece subsequently advised the Secretariat that they had
intended to vote in favour.

f The delegation of Djibouti subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had intended to
vote in favour.
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42/39 Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
(cont.) Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,

Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Surinane, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, China, Japan, Spain

Resolution C — Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons.
See page 73.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 135 to 17. with 4 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint
Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tone and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, ortuga), Spain, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States c America

Abstaining: Greece, Ireland, Israel, Japan
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42/39 Resolution 0 — United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia,
(cont.) See page 154.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution E — Regional disarmament. See page 133.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution f — Consideration of guidelines for confidence-building measures.
See page 30.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution G — World Disarmament Campaign. See page 147.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 146 to 1. with 9 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Ccieroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland



-175-

42/39 Resolution H — Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/60 I on a nuclear-arms
(cont.) freeze. See page 59.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 140 to 13. with 2 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Ojibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: China, Spain

Resolution I — United Nations programme of fellowships on disarmament.
See page 32.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 156 to 1. as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte
d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Ojibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
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42/39 Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
(cont.) Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,

Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: None

Resolution 3 — United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa.
See page 152.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution K — United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development
in Latin America. See page 153.

Adopted without a vote

42/40 Convening of the third special session of the Genera? Assembly devoted to disarmament.
See page 20.

Adopted without a vote

42/41 World Disarmament Conference. See page 24.

Adopted without a vote

42/42 Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General
Assembly at its tenth special session.

Resolution A - Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war.
See page 69.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 125 to 17. with 12 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei
Darussdldm, Bulgaria, Burkina faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Comoros, Congo, Costa
Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
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42/42 Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
(cont.) Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,

Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 2aire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Bahamas. Brazil, Chile, China, Colombia, Fiji, Greece, Iceland, Ireland,
Israel, Paraguay, Samoa

Resolution B — Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions
adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special session. See page 16.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 137 to 1. with 14 abstentions.9 as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, E)
Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Iran (Islamic Republic of)

Abstaining: Austria, Belgium, Canada, Finland, Germany, Federal Republic of, India,
Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Nigeria, Portugal, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

9 The delegation of Ethiopia subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had intended to
abstain.
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42/42 Resolution C — Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament,
(cont.) See page 56.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 137 to 13. with 7 abstentions, as follows:

In favour; Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Denmark, Greece, Iceland, Israel, Japan, New Zealand, Spain

Resolution D — Prevention of nuclear war. See page 71.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 140 to 3. with 14 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cfite d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
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42/42 Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
(cont.) Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,

Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey

Resolution E — International co-operation for disarmament. See page 34.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 118 to 18. with 14 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sunname,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Austria, Bahamas, Brazil, Chile, Finland, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland,
Ireland, Jamaica, Malta, Samoa, Sweden, Uruguay

Resolution F -- Verification in all its aspects. See page 36.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution G — Report of the Disarmament Commission. See page 8.

Adopted without a vote
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42/42 Resolution H — Disarmament Meek. See page 156.
(cont.)

Adopted by a recorded vote of 133 to none, with 21 abstentions." as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria,
Bahamas, Banrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Oman, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Resolution I — Comprehensive programme of disarmament. See page 52.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution J — United Nations disarmament studies. See page 144.

Adopted without a vote

Resolution K — Report of the Conference on Disarmament. See page 12.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 127 to none, with 28 abstentions, as follows:

Ir favour: Afghanistan, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

n The delegation of Oman subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had intended to vi ie
in favour; the delegation of Ecuador had intended to abstain.
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42/42 Republic, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
(coot.) Comoros, Costa Rica, C6te d'lvoire, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark,

Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic. Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Zaire

Against: None

Abstaining: Algeria, Angola, Brazil, Cameroon, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic
Yemen, Egypt, Ghana, Guyana, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Mexico, Nicaragua, Peru, Sri Lanka, Syrian Arab Republic,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Vanuatu, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Resolution L — Report of the Conference on Disarmament. See page 13.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 135 to 5. with 15 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, ;hina,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Cwhaslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, tuudor, ig.v;^, tl
Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon islands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Belgium, France, Portugal, United Kingdom cf Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Statts of America
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42/42 Abstaining: Australia, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
(cont.) Iceland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Spain,

Turkey

Resolution M — Implementation of the reconnendations and decisions of the tenth special
session. See page 40.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 142 to 12. with 3 abstentions, as follows:

In favour; Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Surma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde. Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome
and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon
Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, 'Jkrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Japan, Norway, Spain

Resolution N — Rationalization of the work of the First Committee. See page 18.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 134 to none, with 20 abstentions, as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei
Oarussaiam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cfite d'lvoire, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissac,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
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42/42 Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
(cont.) Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint

Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Surinane, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: Argentina, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Brazil, Burma, China, Cuba, Cyprus,
India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Maldives, Mexico, Nepal, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama,
Peru, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Yugoslavia

42/43 Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.
See page 23.

Adopted without a vote

42/44 Israeli nuclear armament. See page 104.

Adopted by a recorded vote of 97 to 2, with 52 abstentions.1 as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Oarussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, China, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Israel, United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Bolivia, Cameroon,
Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,

1 The delegation of the Philippines subsequently advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour; the delegations of Austria, Saint Lucia and Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines had intended to abstain.
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42/44 Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malta, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
(cont.) Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Portugal, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Singapore,

Solomon Islands, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, Uruguay, Zaire

42/45 Relationship between disarmament and development. See page 142.

Adopted without a vote

Decisions

42/407 General and complete disarmament. See page 64.

The General Assembly, on the recommendation of the First Cornnittee, having noted the
joint statement released by the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics at the end of the meeting between the Secretary of State and the
Minister for Foreign Affairs, held at Washington, D.C., from 15 to !7 September 1987,
urged the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and of the United
States of America to spare no effort in concluding, in accordance with the agreement
in principle reached at that meeting, at the earliest possible date, a treaty on the
elimination of their intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles to be signed at a
summit meeting to be held in the fall of 1987 between President Reagan and General
Secretary Gorbachev, as it was agreed, and to make a similarly intensive effort to
achieve a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in their strategic offensive arms within
the framework of the Geneva Nuclear and Space Talks.

Adopted without a vote

42/412 Implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/54 on the immediate cessation and
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

The General Assembly took note of the report of the First Committee.




