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No. 63/5 Statement by Canadian Representative in the
First Committee of the United Nations in
Explanation of Vote, November 19, 1963,

he
. o1 should like to explain why the Canadian Delegation is unable
vote for the l17-power resolution contained in Document A/C.1/L.330.

s D’When the question of convening a c?nference to'sign a convention
‘ . }bltlng the use of nuclear weapons was first proposed at the sixteenth
; Ssion of the General Assembly in 1961, we voted against Resolution 1653,
relch is recalled in the resolution now before us, for reasons given in our
Ply of January 26, 1962, to the Secretary-General's enquiry, which I will

Now quotes

ently sought to bring about

"The Canadian Government has consist
armament, and to have all

far-reaching measures of nuclear dis
aspects of this important problem carefully studied in inter-

: national disarmament negotiations. Canada considers, however,

1 that the convening of a special conference on the question of

| the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons could have an
adverse effect on international disarmament negotiations already
in progress. In the opinion of the Canadian Government, the only
effective way to ensure that nuclear weapons will never be used is
through agreement on a comprehensive and carefully verified system
of disarmament which would deal with all aspects of the problem of
nuclear weapons. The Eighteen-Nation Committee is continuing to
give full consideration to the question of nuclear disarmament, as
well as related measures dealing with armed forces and conventional
armaments, and it is to be hoped that agreement will be reached on

a4 comprehensive programme.

tions, the Canadian Government

desirable to convene a special
f a convention on the prohibition

On the basis of the above considera
has concluded that it would not be
conference to consider the signing ©
of the use of nuclear weapons'e

e b This continues to be the Canadian.POSitions since, in our view,
o asic considerations have not changed since we replied to the Secretary-
5% €ral's enquiry. - Indeed it seems to Us that the 17-power resolution could
e9§te a more difficult situation in resumed disarmament neg?tlatlons than we
% leved would be the case when Resolution 1653 was adopted in 1961. The
®Sent resolution not only asks the ENDG to study the question of convening
“nference on prohibition of nuclear weapons, but it requests the Committee
Commo $0 urgently. This runs counter to the agreement reached in“thls :
lttee a few days ago on the general disarmamen; ieiotﬁtion, frzm ¥ht§h all
of 1 £4 su i a e request O e
e N e 9 ution is adopted, it could delay

OViet p
elegati < 7-power resol
f“rther rcion), 3f EEL pf collateral measures which - in the view of

dq
It :gority of its members =~ offer the b
an oUld also delay continued study of

N nuclear-weapons tests, and the

ang
Complete disarmament.

t question of a comprehensive

the importan
ained in the plans for general

measures cont

ahg For all these reasons...the Canadian Delegation has.serious misgivings

app“t the resolution now before us and must therefore oppose it, even though we

. Teciate and sympathize with the desire to put an end to the p0551b11}ty of
fear weapons being used in wars which has motivated the co-sponsors in putting

Orwarg,




