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| CONSIDERATION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 2153 B (XXI) (A/CONF.35/PC/L.4)
: Hf. - Mr. LAY (Malay51a), Rapporteur, annocunced that, with the assistarce of

:;;the Secretarlat, it would be possible to draw upon the relevant current material

 ffof ‘the vericus United I'ations organs dealing with disarmament. In accordance

? fwith United Nations pracbice, it would be advisable For the papers which the

  fComm1Ltee might request to be presented by the Rapporteur, who would act as & link

 between the Committee, the Buresu and the Secretariat. He hoped to produce a
'list of well~defined subjects which might lend themselves to treatment by the
Secretarwat, and would consult the members of the Commithee and She Secretariat.
The 1igt would, of course, remain open and eny suggestions made in subsequent
meetings would be taken into account.

Mr. MTRZA (Pakistan) cupporbed the Rapporteur's suggestions. The
Committee should ask the Secretariat to Prepare three main documents, corresponding
to items 1, 2 and 3 of the agends outline suggested by the Bureau, which would
enable the Gommittee to define specific items for inclusion in the Conference's
agenda. The doouments would be particularly useful if it was decided to prepare
an annotated agenda.

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee %o résume its consideration of the
draft agenda.

JME;;Q@Q@i;?(Malta) proposed that the words "including the establishment
of nuclear free zones" ghould be added at the end of the new sub-item 2 (b) adopted
at the previous meeting. He also suggested the insertion of a new sub-item 2 (e),
to read: "Action by non-nuclear-weapon States to promote an international
convention Prohibiting the use of nuclesr and thermo-nuclear weapons against

countries that have unconditionally rencunced the possession of such weapons®.

Mr, MIRZA (Pakistan) said that he could accept the Maltese representative's
constructive suggestions, on the understanding that the sequence in the agenda of
the sub-items concerned would remain open. The text suggested for sub-item 2 (c)
could equally well be inserted under item 4.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Commithtee should provisionally adopt the
wordlng suggested by the Maltese representative,
It was so agreed.
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Mr. MIRZA (Pekistan) proposed the insertion of o new sub-item 2 (d) to-
revd; "Prov1s1on for bilateral and multilateral inspaction on & reciprocal baﬁls
of nuclesr establishments for peaceful purpoges in the non-nuclear-weapon States™,
The principle of inspeetion had long been a basic element of disarmament plans.

An inspection system would, of couvse, involve difficulties, but they could be
sodved Ly the Conference.

It was so agreed. ' o ;g

In reply to a question from Mr. GAUCT (Malte), Mr. MiP7s (Pakistan) o ;
observed that it was essential to “he Conferencels work to distinguish between o
non-nuclaar States shi hdh»ﬁﬁéléé?aweapon Stetes. A Stale could possess nuclear -
reactors end employ nuclear technology on g large scale for peaceful purposes
without possegsing nuclear wespons.

The CHAIRMAN invited the (ommittee to consider item 3

wd

Mr. GAUCT (Malta) proposed the imsertion of a new sub-item 3 (b), to

read: "Assistance to non-nuclear-wespon States in the implementation of programmes

comnected with peaceful uses of stomic energy”. The present sub-item 3 (b) should
become sub-item 3 (¢)

word "for".

. and the words "the benefit of" should be inserted after the *

It was so agreed,

The CHATRMAN invited the Committee to consider item L.

In reply to a question from Mr. NIRZA (Paklstdn) Mr. LAT (Malaysis),

Rapporteur, explained that item 4 had been included because the Bureau felt thet

some form of institutionsl machinery assoc1ating both nuclear-weapon and non-nucleay-

weapon States would be needed to implement any decisions the Conference might take.

Mr._MIRZA (Pakistan) said that implementation would be one of the most
important matters before the Conference.
methods:

There were various possible implementation |

for example, existing United Nations organs could be use& and in that

‘ |
connexion it would be necessary to consider the potential roles of the Ceneral

Assembly and the Security Couneil. Four of the five nuclear-weapon States were

members of the Council, which could thus constitute an 1nst1tut10nal Link between

them and the non-nuclear-weapon States. The Conferencels decisions could also be

implemented through an international convention or conventions. In that case it !

iy
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{Mr, erza, Pakistan)

T=;'would be necassary to decide whether the convention should be drawn uap under

'°JfUh1ted Hetions suspices and wbat relaiionchip, if any, should be established

:;ffbetween the implemerntation machinery provided for in the convention and the United

ﬁ;;ﬂatzonb system! Sub~items covering those and other related matters should be
;f,ilnsgrted under item k,

: Mr, MOEAMMED (Nigeria) agreed that a nunber of sub-items would have to

:f he 1nsertud under item 4. In nis view, they should correspond to the three main
_}ways in wilch the Conference's fecisions could be imnlemented, i, &., through an
..lnuernan tonal convention or couveriions, thyough the Cenerul Asserbly and through
~the .Lecurity Council, -

Mr, MIRZA (Pakistan) pointed out that the tentative cost estimetes of the
Conference (&/CO&F 35/FC/L.M) wers based on the asgumpticn that there would be no
more than two meetings g day. EKe very nuch doubted whether thet would be sufficient,
The Conference wes to consider three mair topics of capital importance and
discussion wus likely to be prolonged, the more so if mclesr~weapon States vers
_ represented. Tvo committees would have to be set up, in addition to the
* Credentials Committee and the General Committee, and ellowance should therefore be
made for four meetings per day and the estimates reviged accordingly.

The guestion of pre-conference documentation was also highly significant. The
participants would, in the main, be developing countries lacking nuclear expertise.
If they were to hold their own in debates with nuclear-veapois States, whose
.delegatlons would bhe advised by nuclear experts, they must have adegquate
documentation. A Panel of six to eight expert conswitrnts might therefore be
engaged to prepare three papers on tine three main topict., The papers should be
ready some twelve weeks in advance of the Conference to allow Governments time to
fprmulate'their comments. An estimate of the additional cost involved should be
prepared for approval by the General Assembly.

. An eerly decision by the Committee was required on the associstion of nuclear-
weapon States with the Conference. Unce it had been decided whether they were to
part1c1pate a5 olservers or full members, the Committee could conmider preparing
rules of procedure for recommendation to the General Assembly. If it was decided
th&t nuelear-weapon States should participate in the Conference on an equal footing,

fons
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(Mr, Mirza, Pakistan)

the Chairmen could consult them informally to obtain their views up such matters .

as the agenda oflthe Conference.

The Committee's report must be as comprehensive as possible since it would -

be the last to be submitted to the Assembly before the Conferesnce and issues
omitted would not benefit from discussion by that body.

Mr. FREY (Secretary of the Commitiee) dvew attention to the statement in
paragragh 3 (h) of document A/CONF.35/PC/L.% that the extent to which additional =

temporary staff, including consultsnts, would be reguired cuuld not be estimated

gt the pirnsent tim2 sinee it would depend upon decisions to be talen by the

Preparatory Committee, While it would have been possible to mndel the tentative. -

cost estimates of the Conference on those of similar conferences, it was more

realistic to ewait the agenda of the Conference. "here would be no difficulty in .

revising the cost estimetes once the Secretariat hud more specific and

comprehensive instructions.

The CHATRMAN said that the estimates in document A/CONF.35/PC/L.4 were
scceptable until such time as the Committee was in a position to give the
Becretariat more detailed guidance.

Mr. MOHAMMED {Wigeria) said that the scope and complexity of the

subjects to be discussed at the Conference were becoming increasingly apparent
and implied that various committees would be needed, working separately and
concurrently with the plenary Conference. The latter would account for two
meetings per day and the only alternstive to making provision for more meetings
would be to prolong the Conference.

One of the most important assumptions the Secretariat had made in preparing
the estimates was that the Conference should be at Headquarters or Geneva. He
would like to know what factors had led to that assuaption. The tenor of the
debate had indicated that the venue should be left flexidle.

Mr. FREY (Secretary of the Committee) said that, in the absence of an
official invitation from a Member State, it was the usual practice to base the

cost estimates of conferences on the assumption that they would be held at

Headquarters or Geneva. The Secretariat had mede tentative and unofficial inguiries

looe
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(Mv, Frey, Secretary of the Committee)

f;ﬁés}to the cost of holding the Conferance et one or two other sit elthough

{; there was so far no indication that auy State would invite the Conference. The

Thfqnestvon of an elternative venue and of the frequency and nusber of mestings might

;Wfbe lefurred to the Under-Secretery for Conferernce Services for a detailed

7"{statemeﬁb at a leter stage. TIn that connexion, the working paper which the
:f;delegdtlon of Pakistan hed offered to prepare would be most useful.

_ Mr. MIR7A (Pakistan) explained thet the working paper in question wes
to be restricted tc the agenda. of the Conference; it wovld not deel with matters
'such‘as »t6 duration sud cost. Specific items on which the Prenarstory Cormittee
shoui@ 27w vake a decision were: the mssociation of nuclenr-ieapon States (a
decision on which many other decisions depended), the final agenda of the
Conference fer sporovel Ly the Genersl Assembly, teatative rules of procedure

and & regquest o the Secretorict Cor revised cost estimetos in “he light of the
instructions to be submitted by the Committee.

Mr, MCHAMMED (Nigeria) seid that the five items erumerated by bhe
Pekistan delegution were a useful basis for further discussion. The Commithee

should proceed to take them wp at its next meeting.

The CHATRMAN said that it would be difficult to resch a decision ab the
present stage. It was his understanding that the Bureau would prepare an agenda

for the Conference on the basis of the idens advenced during the debate.

Mr, MIRZA (Pakisten) smid that all five items could be decided onm in &
very few meetings.

After a short discussinn, the CHATRMAN suggest=d that, in view of the
intensive informal consultations taking place in connexion with the Middle Fast
situation, the Committee should mext meet efter the conclusion of the current

emergency session of the General Assembly,

It was so_agreed.

The meating rose at 5 p.m.






