
Bearing in mind that in their joint Deciaration, issued on 22
May, 1984, the Heads of State or Government of'six Member
States of the United Nations, corning from five different con-
tinents, urged the nuciear-weapon States "as a necessary fïrst
step .. to hait ail testing, production and depioyment of nu-
clear weapons and their deiivery systems" and that in the Delhi
Declaration of 28 January 1985 they reiterated: "A hait to the
nuclear arms race is at the present mioment imperative. Only
thus can it be ensured that nuclear arsenals do flot grow while
negotiations proceed.",

Beiieving that it is a matter of the utmost urgency to stop any
further increase in the awesome arsenals of the two major nu-
ciear-weapon States, which already have ample retalîatory
power and a frightening overkill capacity,

Weicoming the start of negotiations between the Union of'
Soviet Sociaiist Repubiics and the United States of America on a
compiex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms -
both strategîc and intermediate-range - with ail these ques-
tions considered and resoived in their interrelationship,

(?onsidering that a nuclear-arms freeze, whiie flot an end in
itself, wouid constitute the most effective first step to prevent
the continued increase and qualitative improvement of existing
nuclear weaponry during the period when the negotiations
wouid take place,

Firmly convinced that at present the conditions are most pro-
pitious for such a freeze, since the Union of Soviet Sociaiist
Repubiics and the United States of America are now equivalent
in nuclear miiitary power and it seems evident that there exists
betwveen them an overail rough parity,

Con.scious that the application of the systems of surveillance,
verification and control already agreed upon in some previous
cases wouid 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 ail other States
possessing nuclear weapons to foilow the exampie of the two
major nuclear-weapon States,

1. Urges once more the Union of Soviet Sociaiist Repubiics and
the United States of America, as the two major nuclear-weapon
States, to prociaim, either through simultaneous unilaterai dec-
larations or through ajoint declaration, an immediate nuclear-
arms freeze, which wouid be a first step towards the com-
prehensive programme of disarmament and whose structure
and scope would be the foiiowing:

(a) It wouid embrace:
(i) A comprehensive test ban of nuclear weapons and of

their delivery vehicies;
(ii) The compiete cessation of the manufacture of nuclear

weapons and of their delivery vehicies;
(iii) A ban on ail further deployment of nuclear weapons

and of their deiivery vehicies;
(iv) The compiete cessation of the production of fissionabie

material for weapons purposes;
(b) It would be subject to appropriate measures and pro-

cedures of verification, such as those which have aiready been
agreed by the parties in the case of the SALT 1 and SALT Il
treaties, and those agreed upon in principie by them during the
preparatory trilaterai negotiations on the comprehensive test
ban heid at Geneva;

(c) It would be of an initiai five-year duration, subject to
prolongation wben other nuclear-weapon Statesjoin in such a
freeze, as the General Assembiy urges theni to do;

2. Requesis the above-mentioned two major nuciear-weapon
states to submit a joint report or two separate reports to the
General Assembiy, prior to the opening of its forty-first session,
on the implementation of the present resolution;

3. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its forty-first
session an item entitled "Impiementation of Geineral Assembiv
resolution 40/. .. on a nuciear-arms t reeze"
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