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Reservation exclusively for peaceful purposes of the sea-bed 
and the ocean floor, and the subsoil thereof, underlying 
the high seas beyond the limits of present national 
jurisdiction and use of their resources in the interests of 
mankind, and convening of a conference on the law of the 
sea: report of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of the 
Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the Limits of 
National Jurisdiction (A/8721 and Corr.l, A/C.l /L.642 
and 643) 

l. The CHAIRMAN: I wish to draw the Committee's 
attention to document A/C.l/L.643, which sets out the 
adminiStrative and financial implications of draft resolution 
A/C.l /L.642. 

2. Mr. ARIAS SCHREIBER (Peru) (interpretation from 
Spanish): I would like to infonn the Committee that since 
our previous and interrupted debate, a number of sponsors 
of draft resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev. l have informed me of 
the conditions under which they might be ready to support 
the proposal that my delegation submitted in draft reso
lution A/C. l/L.642, in which we request a comparative 
study of the economic significance for riparian States, of 
each of the various proposals on the limits of national 
jurisdiction. 

3. There were three such conditions: one was to include in 
the preambular paragraph a reference to the land-locked 
and shelf·locked countries; another was to replace in the 
operative paragraph "in connexion with the study" by the 
words "particularly in view of the study"; and thirdly, to 
state that my delegation will vote against the proposal of 
Canada, France and Malta [A /C 1/ L. 637/ were that docu
ment to be reintroduced in the plenary. 
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4. I do not believe that I need refer to the first of the 
conditions, since the representatives themselves have since 
noted that it would be incongruous to include the 
land-locked countries in a sentence that refers to the 
importance for the riparian States of having the resources 
of the ocean space adjacent to their coasts. 

5. Regarding the second condition, I think everyone will 
understand full well that if the study that my delegation 
has requested had to await the conclusion of the study 
proposed in draft resolution A/C.l/1.632/Rev.l, apart 
from probably increasing the costs, there would also be an 
unnecessary delay in the submission of the report which is 
of interest to the coastal States, and it might in fact be 
received too late. 

6. That is why in draft resolution A/C.l/1.642 we say 
"with regard to the study" and not "in the light of the 
study", so that both studies can be undertaken simulta
neously and can be made available to the Committee at the 
same time. To act otherwise, giving preference to one 
aspect of the question over the other, would be discrimi
nating, and that would, I think, jeopardize the impartiality 
of the Secretariat, that none of our delegations or Govern
ments could accept. 

7. This condition, suggested by the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l, and the position that some 
of them took in the course of our debates, as well as the 
support which they received at the time of the voting from 
those who had discreetly remained behind the scenes, have, 
however, shown how the representatives of certain Powers 
are trying to establish a somewhat hybrid alliance with the 
developing land-locked and shelf-locked countries in order 
to oppose the ex tension of national jurisdiction of coastal 
States, the majority of which are developing nations. 

8. We are sorry that the representatives of the developing 
land-locked and shelf-locked countries seem to deem it 
necessary to identify their position with the position of 
those Powers whose interests are certainly not the same; 
and they even seem ready to destroy the unity of the 
Group of 77, one which we believe should be maintained in 
order to ensure recognition of new rules for the law of the 
sea which will specifically take into account the legitimate 
aspiratioas of the countries of the third world. 

9. We trust, however, that in consultation with their 
Governments, the representatives of the developing land
locked and shelf-locked countries will see fit to reconsider 
their position. But in the meantime, we cannot go along 
with the stand that is being suggested to us, nor can we 
comply with the conditions that are being required of us. 

10. If the representatives of the sponsors of draft resolu
tion A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l desire, as they imply, to confront, 
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on the one hand, the land-locked and shelf-locked countries 
with the support of certain Powers that wish to impose 
their own hegemony, and, on the other, the developing 
coastal States, with the support of medium and large 
Powers that do not share such hegemonic designs, then I am 
afraid that we will merely have to take up that challenge. 

11. To put it mildly, it would be ironic if the new legal 
order of the seas were determined by countries that do not 
possess seas or whose coasts are more or less enclosed, for 
the illusory purpose of obtaining advantages which would 
ultimately benefit the "larger Powers. The coastal States 
which do not harbour colonialist ambitions are alert to that 
possibility, nor can we agree to be deprived of the benefit 
of our adjacent seas including the continental shelf in 
homage to a mistaken concept of common heritage which 
we know the great Powers interpret in their own way. We 
know how they wish to utilize that concept to the 
advantage of their own enterprises and corporations. 

12. For the reasons I have given, my delegation has 
decided not to accept the condition to which I have 
referred, nor to assume any commitment regarding a 
possible different outcome in the plenary, and therefore to 
put to the vote draft resolution A/C. 1/L.642 with the 
inclusion of operative paragraphs 2 and 4 of draft resolu
tion A/C.l /L.632/Rev .1. 

13. Therefore, draft resolution A/C.1 /L.642 should read 
as follows. The present operative paragraph becomes new 
operative paragraph 1. A second operative paragraph, inden
tical to the second operative paragraph of draft resolution 
A/C.1/L.632/Rev.1, is added, and it reads: 

"Further requests the Secretary-General to submit his 
study as soon as possible but not later than the convening 
of the summer session of the Committee on the Peaceful 
Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the 
Limits of National Jurisdiction in 1973" 

and here we add the following words: 

"simultaneously with the study to be prepared pursuant 
to resolution ... "-

and here is to be inserted the reference number attributed 
to the draft in document A/C.l/L.632/Rev. l. 

14. Finally, as operative paragraph 3 we include operative 
paragraph 4 of draft resolution A/C. 1 /L.632/Rev.1, which 
reads: 

"Declares that nothing in the present resolution or in 
the study shall prejudice the position of any State 
concerning limits, the nature of the regime and machinery 
or any other matter to be discussed at the forthcoming 
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea." 

15. We would, then, maintain the operative paragraphs of 
draft resolution A/C.l /L.632/Rev.1, which our delegation 
feels appropriate for inclusion because of the suggestions 
made by a number of delegations that the two texts should 
be uniform and equitable, which has so often been said by 
the sponsors of draft resolution A/C .1/L.632/Rev. l. 

16. My delcg:~tion requests a roll-call vote on the present 
text of the draft resolution. 

17. The CHAIRMAN: The representative of Peru has 
orally amended draft resolution A/C.l/L.642. 

18. Operative paragraph 3 now reads : "Declares that 
nothing in the present resolution or in the study shall 
prejudge or prejudice ... ". May I suggest to the represen
tative of Peru that we choose one of those two words? 
Would "prejudge" be acceptable? The representative of 
Peru signifies that it would be acceptable. Thus, operative 
paragraph 3 now reads: 

"Declares that nothing in the present resolution or in 
the study shall prejudge the position of any State 
concerning limits, the nature of the regime and machinery 
or any other matter to be discussed at the forthcoming 
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea." 

19. Mr. WEHRY (Netherlands): Just a point of clarifi
cation. We understand that draft resolution A/C.1/L.642 
now contains the word "prejudge" and not the word 
"prejudice", while the other draft will still contain the 
word "prejudice". Is there a difference? 

20. The CHAIRMAN: I consulted the representative of 
Peru on that point. He seemed to prefer use of the word 
"prejudge". Would the representative of Peru please clar
ify? 

21. Mr. ARIAS SCHREIBER (Peru) (interpretation from 
Spanish): We might as well use the same terminology in 
operative paragraph 4. The trouble is that the word 
"prejudge" is used in the Spanish text. However, we are 
prepared to go along with the English and French versions 
of draft resolution A/C.1 /L.632/Rev.1 which have been 
circulated. 

22. The CHAIRMAN: In reply to the question raised by 
the representative of the Netherlands, the representative of 
Peru has signified that the word should be "prejudiced", 
not "prejudged." 

23. The Committee will now vote on draft resolution 
A/C.1/L.642 as orally amended. A roll-call vote has been 
requested. 

A vote was taken by roll call. 

Sudan, h{[Jling been drawn by lot by the Chairman, was 
called upon to vote first. 

In fav our: Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, 
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, United Republic of 
Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Yugoslavia, 
Zambia, Albania, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, 
Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burundi, 
Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica , Cuba, Cyprus, 
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, El Salva
dor, Fiji, Finland, France, Ghana, Guatemala, Guyana, 
Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, 
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Khmer Republic, Kuwait, Malawi, 
Malaysia, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, 
Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, 
Norway, Oman, Peru, Philippines , Poland, Portugal, 
Romania, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, South Africa, 
Spain, Sri Lanka. 
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Against: Libyan Ar.1b Republic. 

Abstaining: Sudan, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 
Venezuela, Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian 
Soviet Socialist .Republic, Cameroon, Central African Repub
lic, Chad, Ethiopia, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Laos, Liberia, 
Mali, Nepal, Pakistan, Paraguay. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 76 to I, with 23 
abstentions. 

24. Mr. SOLANO LOPEZ (Paraguay) (interpretation from 
Spanish): I should like to make a statement regarding the 
presentation by the representative of Peru of the revised 
version of his draft resolution (A/C.l/L.642). In presenting 
that document the representative of Peru deemed fit to 
mention and question the motives of the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l which the Committee adopt
ed at the 1915th meeting attributing to them intentions
and I can only cite his own words-regarding a hybrid 
alliance with the great Powers in order to destroy the 
harmony of the developing countries, and phrases of a 
similar nature. 

25. My delegation was one of the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l, which the Committee has 
adopted, and we feel that those comments were addressed 
to us also, and we cannot let them pass in silence. 

26. We are fully aware of the dignity and motivations of 
our country and of the feelings and reasons which led us to 
submit our draft resolution. When dealing with matters 
concerning land-locked countries we have always adopted a 
firm and vigorous position; therefore I must categorically 
reject the alleged intentions behind our stand which were 
conveyed in his statement. 

27. Furthermore, as far as the ex tension of national 
jurisdiction is concerned not only has the position of my 
country been made known here but we also took a stand 
years ago and we have stated our views on many occasions 
over a long period of time. 

28. My country considers that as States with sea coasts 
arbitrarily increase their sovereignty and thus expand their 
territorial sea they are arbitrarily curtailing the rights of 
inland or land-locked States. 

29. That is why Paraguay considers that the extension of 
the territorial sea and the patrimonial sea or the contiguous 
zone cannot be fixed by national precepts, whether they 
flow from a constitution or from a law, but only by the 
consent of all States, whether coastal or land-locked, as 
expressed in international agreements. 

30. I shall not go into greater detail here on the words 
used by the representative of Peru, but I wish to reject 
categorically his allegations concerning the presumed inten
tions attached to the position of my Government in 
sponsoring draft resolution A/C. I /L.632/Rev .1. 

31. The CHAIRMAN: I shall call upon those represen
tatives who wish to explain their vote. 

32. Mr. JAYAKUMAR (Singapore): In explanation of my 
delegation's vote I should like to say that my delegation has 
throughout this debate consistently maintained that any 
information likely to be helpful to the Conference collec
tively or to the participants individually should be wel
comed and that the assistance of the Secretariat in this 
connexion should be sought. We have also consistently 
maintained that all factual information designed to assist 
the conference need not necessarily and in all Circumstances 
be prejudicial to anyone. 

33. My delegation, therefore, viewed the Peruvian draft 
resolution in that light and hence did not have any 
difficulty in supporting it in principle. 

34. I should just like to observe that since my delegation, 
on the basis of good faith, supported the Peruvian draft 
resolution, we would naturally hope that, on a reciprocal 
basis of good faith, similar support for the draft resolution 
adopted last week on the basis of a proposal sponsored by 
Singapore and 30 other delegations would be forthcoming 
in the plenary. 

35. I should like to turn to one other matter which was 
mentioned by the representative of Peru. As to the 
possibility of the proposal of the 3 I sponsors being 
designed to destroy the unity of the Group of 77, my 
delegation would like to say that, logically, it is possible to 
divide the countries of the world into at least nine interest 
groups with regard to matters concerning the law of the sea, 
and we must recognize this. First, there are the countries 
which are coastal and have extensive continental shelves; 
secondly, there are the coastal States, which have little or 
no continental shelves but which front an open sea; thirdly, 
there are the land-locked countries; fourthly, there are the 
shelf-locked countries; fifthly, there are the coastal States ( 
whose economies are dependent on fishing in the waters \ 
adjacent to the coastlines; sixthly, there are the countries 
whose economies are dependent on liquid or hard minerals 
which have been found on the sea-bed or the ocean floor 
and commercially exploited, or likely to be found therein 
and to be exploited commercially; seventhly, there are the 
archipelago States with a special interest in the definition of 
the limit to the territorial sea; eighthly, there are the 
developed maritime nations; and ninthly, there is a smaller 
group of developed maritime nations which possess an 
underwater technology. 

36. That being the wide diversity of interest groups in 
matters pertaining to the law of the sea, it seems to us that 
the unity of the Group of 77 must, therefore, be based 
upon the recognition of the diversity of interests which 
reside within it, and not on a false unity of interests. 

37. Mr. GUEVARA ARZE (Bolivia) (interpretation from 
Spanish): I should like to explain very briefly the vote of 
my delegation. As already stated, the forthcoming confer
ence on the law of the sea and the Committee on the 
Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond 
the Limits of National Jurisdiction should possess as much 
information as possible for its useful deliberations. That is 
why we presented draft resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l and 
that is also why we voted in favor of the text submitted by 
the representative of Peru in document A/C.l/L.642. 
Therefore, the position of my Government has been 
consistent. 
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38. With regard to the submission of the amendments to 
the Peruvian draft resolution, I too have to make a short 
statement regarding the form in which that presentation 
was made. I believe that, to attribute to the developing 
land-locked and shelf-locked countries, intentions aimed at 
destroying the solidarity of the Group of 77 is an 
unjustifiable allegation. 

39. When I first addressed this Committee on this subject I 
stated- and I repeat now-that the position of the land
locked developing countries must hinge specifically on the 
understanding received from the developing coastal States 
regarding our problems and, therefore, what must be 
acknowledged at this time is that neither the land-locked 
nor, I think, any other countries have adopted a final 
position regarding conventions which may or may not be 
approved at the conference on the law of the sea. To 
suggest any such intentions and then to take corresponding 
action cannot be justified. 

40. May I add that the arguments adduced by my 
colleague, the Ambassador of Peru, regarding what he was 
told outside the Committee in negotiations or talks are not 
usually aired in a Committee when such arguments are not 
first presented formally. Our comments on draft resolution 
A/C. l/L.642 were not voiced in the First Committee, but 
doubtless were part and parcel of the private negotiating 
conversations that took place. Those private negotiations 
and conversations were an endeavour to find a meeting of 
minds, but they themselves are not part of the records of 
the Committee, nor can they be adduced as an argument in 
the discussions of the Committee. Therefore, that part of 
the statement by the Mr. Arias Schreiber seems to be 
inappropriate here. 

41. Finally, I would say, referring to the words of 
Mr. Arias Schreiber about what may occur at the next 
procedural phase before we adopt these draft resolutions 
-that is, what may take place in plenary-that is something 
that is, of course, of concern to all of us. I trust that 
approval of draft resolution A/C.l/L.642, for which most 
of us have voted, will not be a preparatory step for some 
different stand to be taken in plenary-that is to say, for 
opposition to the draft resolution which this Committee 
adopted and which appears in document A/C.l/ 
L.632/Rev. I, when that document comes up for vote in the 
plenary. I do not think that such a procedure would be 
appropriate. I do not believe that such a step would be in 
keeping with the usual norms of the United Nations. In 
other words, as others have said , I trust that our support in 
principle of draft resolution A/C. I /L.642, which asks for 
further information, will receive corresponding treatment in 
plenary when both documents come to the vote. I hope, as 
I said, that this vote will not be a preparation for an 
unexpected surprise in the plenary when it is voted upon. 

42. Mr. ARIAS SCHREIBER (Peru) (interpretation from 
Spanish): I understand the clarifications of my distin· 
guished friends, the representatives of Paraguay and Bolivia 
regarding the reasons why their delegations co·sponsored 
draft resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l. However, it is not the 
words but the facts that I have stressed. Facts speak for 
themselves, and it is a fact that draft resolution A/C.l/ 
L.632/Rev.l did shatter the unity of the developing 
countries, as it is also a fact that it was supported by certain 

coastal States. Therefore my colleagues should deplore the 
fact that these events took place and not that I did my duty 
by pointing them out. Perhaps from this standpoint the 
statement of the representative of Singapore was more 
realistic, because he did not deny that these events took 
place. 

43. I merely wanted to state this for the record, as a 
statement in exercise of the right of reply, because I 
understand that sometimes words may hurt but the facts 
may be even more painful. 

44. Mr. BEESLEY (Canada): I wish briefly to explain my 
vote. It will be recalled that we have consistently taken the 
position that we ought not to carry out any study which is 
partial, as we feel the result could be prejudicial, whether 
intended to be or not. It will also be recalled that we have 
never questioned the motives of any delegation, and 
certainly not in connexion with this debate. We have, 
howeve~, been concerned that the partial study called for 
by the Singapore resolution would open up a corner of the 
problem but not enlighten us very much, by focusing 
merely on one aspect of the question. The reason we voted 

. in favour of the Pemvian proposal is that it does expand the 
study and thereby make it more equitable, so that it at least 
includes the implications for coastal States as well as for the 
area of this approach, which focuses on the area exclu
sively. 

45. In voting for this particular proposal, however, we 
should like once again to express our regret that, if we are 
going to have a study, it is still only a partial study. In spite 
of the severe financial implications, we should have found it 
more useful if we had wedded to this study of limits a 
study of regimes, for the simple reason that we are not 
concerned merely, as we have consistently said, with a plot 
of land, but we are concerned with what we do with it
what structure we erect on it-and here I refer both to the 
machinery that we must construct and to the legal regime 
that this machinery must apply. Other examples have been 
given of how absolutely vital the regime could be for the 
common heritage of mankind; it is our position that one 
part of the problem is the size of the area but at least as 
important a part of the problem is the nature of the regime 
we decide upon. We are concerned that so far we have had a 
study focusing on machinery, for example , and we shall 
now have a study focusing on limits, but we have not really 
attempted to approach the real problem, which is the 
relationship of the regime to the area. For that reason, 
although we voted for this proposal, because it makes the 
earlier study broader and more equitable, particularly as we 
note that they will both be brought in at the same time, we 
regret that it is not a more comprehensive study. Therefore 
this particular proposal, even when tal<en together with the 
earlier one, certainly represents no accommodation or 
compromise, and I should like to make it quite clear that it 
does not commit my delegation to any particular position 
in the General Assembly. 

46. I have one final comment. I have throughout en
deavoured to understand the position of the Singapore 
representative, in spite of the language he has used. In 
response to comments o(mine, on several occasions he has 
expressed astonishment and on some occasions surprise, 
and with respect to a document that my delegation had the 
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honour to sponsor with two other delegations he said he 
was disillusioned. But it may be that we start from a 
different optic, because he has given us a very neat little 
categorization of where we fit in according to the Singapore 
optic. Perhaps if I could be allowed as long as he to explain 
why I differ with him he might have a better understanding 
of the complexities of this problem as it affects my 
country. For example, we are in one of his categories, a 
country with an extensive shelf on one of our coasts, but 
we are also a country with another coast without an 
extensive shelf. Then, again, we are partially land-locked, 
not only to the south, where it is obvious, but on our west 
coast a long strip of our land is cut off from the sea by the 
Alaskan panhandle, which prevents us from having access to 
the sea. So we have a good deal of sympathy for the 
problems of land-locked countries and we understand their 
concern. Then some countries evidently fit into another 
neat little category, being coastal States dependent on 
fishing. There are whole communities in Canada so de
pendent on fishing that they would not survive if it were 
not for that fishing. Then there are countries deP.endent on 
the exploitation of resources such as hard and liquid 
minerals. I am sure that my country as much as any one 
here is hopeful of becoming dependent upon such re
sources, although we have not much success yet in 
discovering them, and I suppose we could be said to fit 
partly into that category. Then wt! come to the less 
common category of archipelago States. We certainly have 
an Arctic archipelago which puts us into that category. 
Then there are those developed countries with technology 
and those developed countries without technology. I do not 
know whether we are developing with technology or 
developing without or a little of each, but we have little 
difficulty in fitting in there also. The one area where we 
find difficulty is in calling Canada a shelf-locked country. I 
still do not know what that phrase means. I should like to 
make my semi-annual request for a definition of that 
phras.e. I hope we shall have it sometime in the future, 
certainly long before we start drafting articles. I would also 
remind my colleague from Singapore that when he tries to 
approach this problem through the compartmentalization 
approach he should have regard to the fact that Canada is 
also ice-locked. 

47. Mr. IMAM (Kuwait): I wish to express my thanks for 
this opportunity to explain the vote of my delegation after 
the vote. 

48. My delegation had requested three studies from the 
Secretary-General: two on international machinery and one 
on the effect of the exploitation of sea-bed resources in the 
area beyond national jurisdiction on the economies of 
developing countries. These studies were published some 
time ago, and the developing countries, and even other 
countries, felt at that time that they were extremely useful, 
and we hope that the Conference on the Law of the Sea 
will also fmd them extremely useful. 

49. We were also among the sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C.l /L.632/Rev.l, because it is designed to show the 
implications of various proposed limits of national jurisdic
tion on the resources of the area. My delegation has always 
viewed a wide area beyond the limits of national jurisdic
tion and a comprehensive international machinery with 
operational and regulatory powers as being particularly 

beneficial to all developing countries, whether coastal, 
land-locked or shelf-locked. 

50. My delegation also voted for draft resolution A/C. I/ 
L.642, because it is not our intention to harm the interests 
of coastal States, and we believe that the proposed study 
will be useful in the preparatory stage of our work. 

51. In conclusion, I wish to submit that my delegation has 
no ulterior motives and that the allegations of the represen
tative of Peru are completely unfounded. 

52. Mr. SARAIVA GUERREIRO (Brazil): Perhaps it is 
unnecessary for me to explain my vote, since the vote on 
draft resolution A/C. l/L.632/Rev.l and the amendments 
thereto would clearly indicate the reasons for our voting in 
favour of the Peruvian draft resolution this afternoon. 
However, for the purpose of the record, I think I should 
recall that we on that occasion favoured the Canadian 
amendment, because we thought that its contents were the 
least political and the least disputed. Enough information 
on the possible worth of the sea-bed would have been 
obtained and, because different areas of the sea-bed would 
have been covered, the Governments of States would have 
received enough dat1 to enable them to make up their 
minds about the economic significance of putting the limits 
here or there. 

53. I thought that was a basis which was sufficient for 
Governments to consider this problem. Now, when the 
Canadian amendment was not carried-and that is what 
happened-we supported the Peruvian amendments, be
cause at least they would introduce in draft resolution 
A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l the necessary balance in this problem. 
It would be seen not only from the point of view of 
land-locked States, but also from the point of view of 
coastal States. When the representative of Peru again moved 
the substance of his amendments in the form of an 
independent draft resolution, the vote of the Brazilian 
delegation could not but be one of support for the 
autonomous draft resolution proposed by Peru. 

54. Mr. MHLANGA (Zambia): My delegation, in ex
plaining its vote, simply wishes to indicate that we were 
merely guided by simple logic. We maintain the conviction 
that for the success o.f the conference on the law of the sea, 
we shall need to have as much information as possible. With 
regard to the unwarranted allegation made by the dele
gation of Peru in presenting the draft resolution we have 
just adopted, I simply wish to state that we should be 
judged by the record of our conduct and not by the 
allegations of that delegation. 

55. Mr. PALSSON (Iceland): As I was out of the room 
when the voting took place on draft resolution A/C .I I 
L.642, I would state for the record that Iceland would have 
voted for it. 

56. Mr. UPADHYA Y (Nepal): It is a matter of satisfaction 
to my delegation to firid that the request made to the 
Secretary-General for a study has been warmly supported 
by the various delegations and that the need of more 
comprehensive studies is being felt. My delegation, while 
very faithful to the draft resolution it sponsored, never 
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disfavoured other studies. The only concern of my dele
gation was that a study should be made within a reasonable 
limit of time, so that it could be used in determining its 
position during the United Nations sea-bed Committee 
meetings and during the conference on the law of the sea. 

57. We were motivated only by the desire to obtain some 
basic information, which is vital for quite obvious reasons. 
Naturally, we do not oppose any· study to enrich our 
knowledge further. Our only objective was that we were 
not ready to lose a tree in the hope of getting a forest. 
However, my delegatio'n is very much constrained to state 
that the motive attributed to the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l by the representative of Peru 
somehow exposes the motive of those who wanted to 
oppose the resolution for motives best known to them. 

58. In view of the good spirit prevailing in the Committee, 
I would not like to start new polemics. Let me make it clear 
that many of the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/ 
L.632/Rev .1 are the least developed among the developing 
nations. 

59. Speaking about my delegation, I can firmly state that 
instead of accusing the sponsors of trying to drive a wedge 
between developing nations, those who read a motive 
behind our genuine desire to obtain information have been 
motivated to deny the least developed among the develop
ing countries their justification to obtain information, to 
which they have attached so much importance. 

60. If any division at all seems to have appeared among 
the developing nations, which to my delegation is a baseless 
conjecture, the causes can be very well attributed to those 
who are making the conjecture. 

61. In the interest of the developing countries, the best 
course would be to stop attributing motives to any one and 
to respect each other's motives. 

62. Mr. BADAWI (Egypt): My delegation, not having been 
able for technical reasons to express itself on the draft 
resolution submitted by the delegation of Peru, would like 
to seize this occasion to state that it would have voted 
affinn<J.tively for it. It will certainly do so wh~n the report 
of the First Committee ·is submitted · to the General 
Assembly. 

63. Mr. MOTT (Australia): When draft resolution A/C.l/ 
L.632/Rev.l was put to the vote, my delegation abstained 
principally because we had some misgivings about the study 
requested, mainly for two reasons: the information avail
able, and the areas of study. We saw the outcome as being 
possibly unbalanced-that is, unbalanced away from the 
coastal States, which of course have a prime concern about 
any such study. 

64. It is therefore with some gratitude that we welcome 
the initiative of the representative of Peru today in 
submitting the revised draft resolution in document A/C.l/ 
L.642. This has introduced a welcome balance into the 
situation, although perhaps still not a perfect one. For this 
reason, we. were pleased to support . .the draft. resolution 
submitted by Peru. 

65. The CHAIRMAN: There are no further explanations 
of vote after the vote. At this stage I shall call on those 
representatives who wish to exercise their right of reply. 

66. Mr. JAY AKUMAR (Singapore): The Committee will 
have noted that in my explanation of vote, I confined 
myself to what I considered to be a reasonable statement. 
Of course, I avoided referring to many points purely to 
facilitate the work of the Committee. But I must reply to 
the point made by the representative of Peru who inter
preted my statement to be an admission of the allegation 
that the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/L.632/Rev.l 
had destroyed the unity of the Group of 77. 

67. Since my silence was interpreted as an acceptance of 
the allegation, let me then, for the sake of the record, say 
that, together with the delegations of Kuwait, Zambia, 
Nepal and others, I not only disagree with this imputation, 
I completely reject it. I also wish to state that my silence on 
some of the other points raised should not be interpreted as 
agreement; rather, it should be interpreted as non-agree
ment. 

68. Mr. SOLANO LOPEZ (Paraguay) (interpretation from 
Spanish): I apologize to the Chairman and to the members 
of the Committee, for speaking twice in such a short period 
of time. But I do so to refer to and to express my 
appreciation to the representative of Peru for the second 
statement he made. 

69. At the same time, I wish to say that the unity of the 
developing countries is a basic and indispensable element in 
our common struggle to improve the standards of living and 
the economic and social development of our respective 
peoples, confronted as we are by the developed countries. 
But occasionally; in as numerous and heterogeneous a 
group as is ours-where there are also countries which are 
known as the relatively less developed, such as my own and 
other land-locked nations-there are times when the na
tional interests of all nations do not coincide. When this 
does occur among the members of the group of the 
developing countries, it is obvious that one delegation, or 
certain delegations, will attach more importance to the 
interests of his own nation. At such times we cannot be 
expected to espouse interests that are not our own. 

70. The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has thus concluded 
consideration of item 36 concerning sea-bed matters. 

AGENDA ITEM 35 (continued) 

Implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of 
International Security: report of the Secretary-General 
(A/8661, A/8665 and Corr.l, A/8673, A/8680, A/8749, 
A/8775 and Add.l-3, A/C.l/1024, 1029, A/C.l/L.627 
and 640) 

71. Mr. ABUZEID (Libyan Arab Republic): I should like 
to state the views of my delegation on the important item 
before us, "Implementation of the Declaration on the 
Strengthening of International Security". It cannot be 
denied that the factors essential to maintaining permanent 
international security are: bridging the gap between the 
developing and the developed countries, curbing the popu
lation explosion and reducing the gap between the birth-
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rate and food production. These problems are deeply 
aggravated by the presence of the super-Powers' fleets and 
military bases in areas of conflict all over the world. 

72. To resolve all these problems together seems impos
sible, and indeed, some will take many years and perhaps 
even decades. But the elimination of others which contain 
the most dangerous elements to peace and security can be 
achieved easily, and soon, with the co-operation, in good 
faith, of the super-Powers. This would mean the withdrawal 
of their fleets and bases to within their own territorial 
waters and borders. Indeed, the most dangerous threat to 
world security is the illusion that fleets and military bases 
serve to maintain peace and security in our world today. 

73. It is hard to believe that a single country which has 18 
aircraft carriers patrolling the oceans of the world can need 
any additional bases outside its territorial jurisdiction. 
While serving to revitalize the roaming fleets, these bases 
bear witness to the fact that this Power spares no effort to 
initiate more links in a chain of military alliances, which we 
all know is the prelude to another global war. 

74. Allow me to explain how the United States maintains 
peace and security in our small world according to its 
understanding of the term. General Monro MacCloskey of 
the United States Air Force, in his book, Pacts for Peace, 
wrote the following: 

"The United States is a signatory to the Japanese 
Treaty, Korean Treaty, Nationalist China Treaty, Philip
pines Treaty and the ANZUS Treaty. Under all these 
pacts, the United States is in general required to provide 
assistance in case of attack. 

"Only South Korea, Australia and New Zealand have 
sent combat troops to the United States in Viet-Nam. The 
United States is left virtually alone, in the final analysis, 
to act as world policeman against communist aggression. 
Perhaps the time has arrived when this nation should 
re-examine these alliances that have proved to be so 
one-sided in the hour of need." 

1 
· 

The author speaks here only about the United States' 
alliances in South-East Asia and does not mention the 
NATO and CENTO Treaties, which the United States 
originated. And yet, General MacCloskey's illustration 
proves one thing: that no State need enter a conflict as a 
result of treaty obligations, as even the allies of the United 
States have refrained from participating when they had no 
interest in a conflict. Furthermore, this is exactly what the 
United States itself approved during the Indo-Chinese 
border clashes. It told Pakistan that their alliance was not 
directed against India, but against China and against the 
communists. That is why the United States gave supplies to 
India during that conflict. And now the whole world and all 
the people of the world are aware of the tragedy of the 
United States-Pakistan alliance. 

75. It is easy to realize against whom these chains of 
treaties are established and how little they contribute to 
maintaining world peace and security. Indeed, the presence 

1 Pacts for Peace (New York, Richards Rosen Press, Inc., 1967), 
p. 11. 

of fleets and foreign military bases menaces the security of 
our world by creating hotbeds of division: the United 
States divided Korea and China and is now dividing 
Viet-Nam. Similarly, it supported the aggression in the 
Middle East and colonialism in Africa. 

76. This is why the Conference of Foreign Ministers of 
Non-Aligned Countries which met in Georgetown in August 
of this year, stated in its declaration that it: 

" ... reaffirmed the goal set by the Lusaka Declaration 
for the dissolution of military alliances concluded in the 
context of great-power rivalry and their opposition to the 
establishment of foreign military bases and foreign troops 
on the territory of other nations. This remains a 
fundamental goal of non-alignment." 

77. The United States was not a colonialist Power during 
the era of colonialism. In fact, it was itself a colony. But 
circumstances were such that, in spite of being gne of the 
last discovered colonies, the United States became the ·first 
colony to gain independence. This was because America 
was populated by Europeans who hence received different 
treatment from their European colonialists. In· addition, 
most of the country's inhabitants were people with either 
good qualifications or ambition, who emigrated in search of 
a better standard of living. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that they were among the first to revolt against Britain, the 
colonizer, and gain independence. 

78. Following the Civil War the United States wanted to 
join in reaping the benefits enjoyed by others during the 
colonial era at the expense of the oppressed peoples of the 
world. To do this the United States improved upon the old, 
conventional colonial methods by inventing first the "new 
colonialism" and later "compounded colonialism" as tools 
to exploit the peoples of the world. 

79. If the Washington-Peking and Washington-Moscow 
meetings were carried out in good faith in order to resolve 
the problems of_mal)k_ind and guard man~s ex.i~t~nce, then 
all the peopi"~s of the world must welcome this detente, 
which represents a new era in international relations, guided 
_by wisdom rather than muscle. But if the purpose of this 
detente is to avoid confrontation between the super
Powers, to protect their own interests at the expense of the 
small nations, or to gain time for the purpose of maintain
ing their technical superiority and development, then this 
detente represents a false picture, reminiscent of the 
Sykes-Picot Agreement and the Yalta Conference, which 
divided the world into spheres of influence. If this is the 
case, then we are truly entering the era of "compounded 
colonialism". 

80. It has become the habit of colonialist Governments, 
headed by the United States of America during the past 
two decades, to adjust policy and international relations 
with the peoples of the world in accordance with their 
intellectual, economic and social development and progress. 
We should- not forget that Machiavelli, Clausewitz. and 
Captain Liddell Hart were products of just such occi
dentalism. 

81. The prevailing circumstances and events which domi
nate our world today are very much like those preceding 
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the Second World War. We all hope that there will never be 
another Munich or another Hitler, with different persons 
and places. Whereas, however, the Hitler of Nazi Germany 
used Europe as his stage of operations to engulf the whole 
world in war, the "Hitler" of today uses the whole world, 
with its land, its oceans and even its space, as the stage of 
operations. The first victims are the defenceless countries of 
the third world, already the battlefields of two world wars. 

82. The time has come for the international community to 
contain and stop this danger, in self-defence and in defence 
of all humanity. We must not allow political hypocrisy to 
prevent us from achieving this goal, in spite of the illusions 
concerning understanding and detente. 

83 .. The role played by the United States in international 
politics is only another phase of its colonialism. The 
"generation of peace" which has become the motto of the 
United States does not yet exist. The United States has 
buried 50,000 of its youth in the swamps of Viet-Nam; for 
the first time in its short history it has caused approxi
mately 100,000 young Americans to flee military duty and 
take refuge in Canada and the Scandinavian countries. It is 
also the first time that the United States is losing a 
war-because it is an aggressive, unnecessary and unjust war 
against a peaceful, developing country half-way around the 
world. We have never heard that the Viet-Namese people 
has threatened the peace and security of the United States. 
The sole "guilt" of that people is its belief in an ideology 
called communism. For this free choice of thought, which 
is the fundamental right of the Viet-Namese people, the 
United States, the leader of free thinking and of the free 
world, has initiated against it the worst war man has ever 
known. 

84. According to The New York Times, the United States 
Government has exploded bombs in Viet-Nam equalling 
approximately 400 times the destructive force of the 
atomic bombs dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Yet, in 
spite of this, the United States insists on "withdrawing with 
honour". What honour, I do not know; but I do know that 
the United States has suffered great losses in the swamps of 
Viet-Nam, including its honour-as a Government, not a 
people. 

85. International peace and security were far safer before 
the emergence of the United States as an unchallenged and 
supreme Power. But it is a fact that it cannot live alone in 
the world: it needs Asia, Africa, Latin America and even 
the communist countries. The United States needs us all. 

86. The Viet-Nam war has benefited the United States by 
stimulating the further development of destrlJctive weapons 
and military might; it has also brought on all the internal 
conflicts which now threaten the structure of its society 
from within. If this is the result of a single American war 
against a single people, then what would happen if the 
United States Government broadened its aggression? 

87. Our peace and international security are in real danger 
because of the threatening role played by the United States 
Government. It is committing a kind of terrorism pre
viously unknown to mankind, terrorism directed against 
many countries and millions of human beings, who are 
subjected to the looting of their natural resources and the 
violation of their human rights. 

88. Let me illustrate how the United States Government 
exercises its political and economic terrorism over other 
peoples of the world. First, a few years ago the United 
States cancelled contracts to import Swedish steel worth 
hundreds of millions of dollars because the Swedish 
Government offered loans and assistance to North Viet
Nam. Secondly, the Government 9f Chile is under pressure 
these days because it has nationalized its copper inines; the 
United States Government spares no effort in preventing 
that country from finding a market for its raw materials. 
Thirdly, other countries, such as Iraq and the Libyan Arab 
Republic, which have nationalized some foreign oil com
panies, now confront the might of the America'n monopoly 
as represented by the consortium which is dominated and 
controlled by the United States Government. Fourthly, just 
as the United States helped to build Japan economically it 
is now helping that Power militarily. During this session of 
the General Assembly [see 2038th plenary meeting} the 
United States Government recommended the admission of 
Japan as a permanent member of the Security Council, with 
the motive of maintaining a balance of power in the Far 
East in favour of the United States and against China and 
the Soviet Union. Fifthly, in order to maintain the price of 
its crops at a certain level, the United States either burns 
large quantities of produce or subsidizes farmers not to 
cultivate their lands, while millions of human beings all over 
the world die of stiuvation. 

89. Finally, I feel I shall be forgiven if I mention how 
much the people of Cuba are suffering from their great, 
good neighbours. 

90. This American terrorism is the cause of untold 
suffering of millions, which cannot be put into words. What 
is most urgently needed is positive, collective action by the 
international community to put an end to this terrorism. It 
is indeed ironic that the United States has proposed a draft 
convention to control international terrorism while it 
carries out its own policy of terrorism and aggression 
against so many peoples of the world. 

91. It is impossible to maintain international peace and 
security in the light of these contemporary American 
notions. The most important factor endangering inter
national peace and security, which at the same time gives 
the super-Powers the opportunity to control the destiny of 
many peoples, is the wide gap which exists between the 
ruler and the ruled, and between the exploiters and the 
exploited. We must unmask the forces which pretend to 
represent the will of the people while serving the interests 
of colonialism and their own short-term interests. 

92. This is a phenomenon of compounded colonialism. It 
adjusts itself according to prevailing circumstances, without 
respect for any standard, thus exploiting the innocent 
peoples of the world. 

93. I do not wish to take advantage of this opportunity to 
speak by devoting it to a discussion of the problems of my 
country and the peoples in the Middle East, although this is 
a crucial area, for reasons known to everyone. But let me 
emphasize one important point: throughout their long 
history the Arabs have never begged for peace; in fact, they 
have been the makers of peace. The war which now 
confronts the Arab people is an obstruction of their true 
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role in an important period in the history of mankind. 
Their enemy ignores the eternal truth, which is that it is 
impossible to impede the progress and momentum of this 
people in the achievement of its legitimate hopes and 
aspirations. When the time comes for the emergence of the 
true Arab people and the true Arab case to represent them, 
then we shall be in a position to solve the Palestine question 
easily and alone, without United States and Russian 
conspiracy. 

94. We do not want the United Nations to be a tool used 
by the big Powers to maintain control over the wealth and 
destinies of the peoples of the world, and we should not 
allow the super-Powers to use this Organization as a shield 
or to justify their acts or legalize their domination over 
others. That would be an act of treason against the Charter 
of the United Nations. 

95. To conclude, allow me to stress that there is a real and 
undeniable danger confronting our world which far sur
passes the threat of prevailing areas of conflict. Instead of 
respecting the ideals embodied in the Charter, the super
Powers write the rules of their games, designed to deceive 
the peoples of the world, while they increase their 
exploitation. 

96. While we cannot expect the super-Powers to be total 
angels, we can pragmatically hope \hat they will at least 
strive for a happy medium between being angels and being 
devils, in order to maintain a balance of world peace and 
security for a time at least. 

97. Mr. TRUONG CANG (Khmer Republic) (interpre
tation from French): Although I have played an assiduous 
part in the work of this Committee until now, it is only 
today that I speak to set out the views of my delegation on 
the important matter under discussion, which is of very 
great interest. 

98. May I first of all add our warm congratulations to 
those already addressed to you, Mr. Chairman, and also to 
the Vice-Chairman and the Rapporteur, on the very happy 
and unanimous choice made by the Committee, and on the 
good results so far obtained, thanks to your competence, 
wisdom and tact. 

99. For the implementation of the Declaration on the 
Strengthening of International Security f resolution 
2734 (XXV)} many measures have been advocated and 
considered in our Committee, such as effective inter
national control of atomic energy, the control and elimina
tion of weapons of mass destruction, the peaceful use of 
outer space, the control of the use of earth satellites for 
direct television broadcasting, general and complete dis
armament, the prohibition of the manufacture and use of 
chemical and bacteriological weapons, the suspension of 
nuclear and thermonuclear tests .. But other steps have been 
suggested or recalled to us by the General Assembly in its 
two recent resolutions, 2925 (XXVII) and 2936 (XXVII), 
adopted on 27 and 29 November 1972, one reaffirming the 
role of the United Nations with regard to the maintenance 
and consolidation of international peace and security, the 
development of co-operation among all nations, promotion 
of the rules of international law in relations between States, 
and the other concerning the non-use of force in inter
national relations. 

100. Under those two new resolutions, all Member States 
are urged first, to fulfil all their obligations under the 
Charter of the United Nations and to carry out decisions of 
United Nations bodies; secondly, to make full use of the 
means offered by the United Nations for the settlement of 
international problems in the common interest; thirdly, to 
contribute to identifying means of strengthening the 
capacity for action of the United Nations and increasing its 
effectiveness in the achievement of the ideals of peace and 
progress of the peoples of the world; fourthly, to refrain 
from the threat or use of force under any guise, in 
conformity with the Charter. 

101. It is obvious that had all those recommendations 
been followed, the armed conflicts still existing in the 
world could have been avoided or at least rapidly extin
guished. The small nations would no longer be drawn into 
wars by other Powers or attacked by more powerful and 
aggressive neighbours for demographic, ideological, 
economic or simply expansionist reasons. Three countries 
of ex-Indo-China are at war. That war began in Viet-Nam 
and spread first to Laos and then to Khmer country. 

102. Are we not entitled to ask for the application of all 
those recommendations, all those principles, for the resto
ration of peace? To that end, and to speak of the specific 
case of the Khmer Republic, it is necessary to recall the 
following facts . 

103. Cambodia, now the Khmer Republic after having 
gained its independence on 9 November 1953, was ad
mitted to the United Nations on 14 December 1955, at the 
same time as 15 other countries including Laos. It 
recovered peace thanks to the Geneva Conference and 
Agreements of 1954, which put an end to the first 
Indo-China war. Through those Geneva Agreements of 
1954, the Conference noted the resolve of the Khmer 
Government not to ask for foreign material assistance or 
personnel or instructors except for the effective defence of 
its territory; the intention of the same Government not to 
join in any agreement with another State if it was within 
the framework of a military alliance not in conformity with 
the principles of the Charter of the United Nations or as 
long as its security was not threatened, and to refrain from 
setting up foreign military bases on Khmer territory; and 
the undertaking of all participants in the Conference in 
their relations with Cambodia, Laos and Viet-Nam to 
respect the sovereignty, independence and territorial in
tegrity of those three States and to abstain from any 
interference in their internal affairs. 

104. Further, an international Commission composed of 
representatives of Canada, India and Poland was entrusted 
with the control and supervision of the observance of the 
cessation of hostilities in Cambodia, Laos, and Viet-Nam. 

105. The Khmer Republic has no common borders with 
North Viet-Nam, and its common border with Laos and 
South Viet-Nam is 300 kilometres south of the demili· 
tarized zone set up at the 17th Parallel by the 1954 Geneva 
Agreements. The tragedy of the Khmer Republic stems 
from the fact that the North Viet·Namese and the 
Viet-Cong have set up military bases and have invaded 
Khmer territory in violation of the Agreements and against 
the will of the Khmer people. During his official visit to the 
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People's Republic of China, from 27 September to 3 October 109. Almost all the speakers who have taken the floor 
1969, to take part in the Chinese national holiday of here have rightly stressed the current trend towards a general 
1 October 1969, President Lon Nol, as the then President reduction in tension among the major Powers, which 
of the Council of Ministers of the Cambodian Government, gives us reason to hope for agreement on disarmament 
spoke several times to Prime Minister Chou En-lai and measures and a return to peace in the world. The 
Presidents Tham Van Dong and Nguyan Huu Tho to ask Government and people of the Khmer Republic fully share 
that those sanctuaries be evacuated, but to no avail. And it that hope and trust that it will be realized as soon as 
was because Prince Sihanouk became the accomplice of the possible; otherwise they will be tempted to cry out, like so 
North Viet-Namese and the Viet-Cong in this affair that he many others, "Strange times, when the great and powerful, 
was removed from office on 18 March 1970 by a unanimous unable or unwilling to confront each other directly, are 
vote of Parliament in conformity with the Constitution of taking the weak and small as targets." But times are even 
the time. That comp}!city was all the more blatant since he stranger when the small and weak, instead of helping each 
wanted to do away with an embarrassing witness by other and trying to live together as good neighbours and 
suspending the operation of the International Control friends, are playing the dangerous game of fastening strange 
Commission at the end of 1969, on pretext that some of labels on each other, to divide them, to weaken them and 
the signatories to the 1954 Geneva Agreements had not to make them even more vulnerable to the great and the 
paid their contribution for the operation of that body. powerful. 

106. I should like to recall the statement made by 
Eugeniusz Sieper, Polish member of the International 
Control Commission on 30 December 1969, during the 
farewell banquet given him by the former Head of State of 
Cambodia: 

"Indeed, who other than a Pole can better understand 
what it is to have to defend oneself, to be obsessed by the 
problem of borders, a problem just as vital for Cambodia 
as it is for Poland? Therefore, Cambodia can rest assured 
of our constant support and perfect understanding in its 
crucial problem, the defence of its territorial integrity 
within its present borders. It can rest assured of our 
support in all its legitimate aspirations in the defence of its 
sovereignty and independence, its aspirations to inter
national recognition for Khmer neutrality, the safe
guarding of that peace of which it is the only oasis in the 
entire region. Because if today the time has come for the 
Polish delegation to the Commission to leave, the 
Embassy of the. People's Republic of Poland remains and 
will continue to be Poland's constant spokesman. 

"We note with satisfaction, however, that Cambodia 
considers that the Commission still exists de jure and has 
tried not to weaken the Geneva Agreements which 
constitute a fundamental legal instrument relating to the 
law of treaties valid for the whole of Indo-China and 
which can still play an important part in the restoration 
of peace in that geographical area." 

have quoted from the Khmer Press Agency of 30 
December 1969, pages 5 and 6. 

107. Those far-sighted and just words are fully consonant 
with the expectations of all Khmer people who, to live in 
peace, can only rely on the rule of law and not that of 
force. 

108. Although it has kept all its faith in this Organization, 
it regrets that despite the repeated appeals of our Govern
ment and people and the generous offer of the good offices 
of the Secretary-General, Mr. Waldheim, the United Nations 
has as yet done nothing to restore peace in Indo-China. We 
think that the General Assembly could have become seized 
of this matter under its own authority and under Articles 
34 and 35 of the Charter, or, having in mind the Geneva 
Agreements of 1954, at least by applying Article 52 on 
regional agreements. 

110. At a time when a cease-fire seems about to be 
achieved in Viet-Nam, and also, we hope, in Laos and the 
Khmer Republic, I should like to address to those who still 
doubt our goodwill and the justice of our cause a humble 
request: instead of throwing oil on the fire , even unadver
tently, help us to restore peace in our area-not any peace, 
but a true peace with honour and justice for all. I think our 
debate on draft resolutions A/C.1/L.627 and 640 is timely, 
and can help us in this fine and noble task. 

Ill. My delegation, however, deems it necessary to make 
the following clarification. 

112. In his statement to the General Assembly on 29 
September 1972, Mr. Long Boret , the head of our dele
gation , reaffirmed the position of our Government towards 
the liberation movements, as follows : 

" ... our traditions of resistance and particularly our 
present-day struggle to repulse the foreign invasion can 
only strengthen day by day our constant and sincere 
determination to uphold the genuine movements of 
liberation of peoples from the colonial yoke. What we 
refuse to accep't is that the sacred term 'the liberation 
struggle' should be used to camouflage the realities of 
aggression. We therefore strongly oppose those pseudo
liberation movements which, under the pretext of freeing 
one country or another that has already gained its 
independence, interfere in the domestic affairs of that 
country and, in fact, practise expansionism and annexa
tionism to the detriment of other countries." [2047th 
plenary meeting, para. 166.] 

113. As for the regional security systems in various parts 
of the world , mentioned in operative paragraph 3 of draft 
resolution A/C.l/L.627, we are in favour of regional 
arrangements such as the Geneva Agreements of 1954. That 
is why we wish to see not only the strict observance of the 
1954 Geneva Agreements by the three countries of the 
former Indo-China but also the implementation of the 
Declaration of Kuala Lumpur of 27 November 1972, 
known as the ASEAN Declaration-the Association of 
South-East Asian Nations, including the Philippines, In
donesia, Malaysia, Singapore and Thailand-on the peace, 
freedom and neutrality of that area of South-East Asia.2 

2 See document A/C.l/1019, of 30 November 1971. 
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114. Mr. RAJASOMBAT (Laos) (interpretation from 
French): Although I am speaking at an extremely late stage 
in this Committee, I would nevertheless wish-better late 
than never-to address to you Mr. Chairman, my warmest 
endorsement of the congratulations expressed by previous 
speakers on your election to preside over the work of the 
Committee and to address to you and the other officers of 
the Committee, and to the Secretariat, our warmest 
congratulations on the excellent way in which our meetings 
have been organized and the fruitful results of our work 
which you have presided over with competence and 
serenity, despite a very heavy and difficult agenda. 

115. My delegation would like to express some views on 
the question of the strengthening of international security, 
which, thanks to the fortunate initiative of the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, as we all recall, was included in 
the agenda of the twenty-fourth session of the General 
Assembly, and at the twenty-fifth commemorative session, 
the solemn Declaration on the Strengthening of Inter
national Security which we are discussing again today was 
almost unanimously adopted. 

116. The Royal Government of Laos wishes to state to the 
Committee that it has always been guided in its relations 
with other States by the principles and purposes of the 
Charter; and since the Organization adopted the Declara
tion on the Strengthening of International Security two 
years ago we have with determination supported all 
agreements designed to achieve such ends, such as the 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 
of bacteriological (biological) and toxin weapons and on 
their destruction, the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests in 
the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, the 
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and, finally, the 
emplacement of nuclear weapons and other weapons of 
mass destruction on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in 
the subsoil thereof. 

117. Furthermore, and despite an implacable, painful and 
destructive war, Laos, a non-aligned, peaceful nation, has 
nevertheless tried to carry out our foreign policy on the 
basis of the universality of diplomatic relations, bearing 
strictly in mind ideological, cultural, social and economic 
pluralism. 

118. That proves that my country, as far as its modest 
possibilities allow, has always been guided by the desire to 
strengthen international security, in order to strengthen 
solidly and progressively the authority of our Organization. 
I would add that it is in order to achieve that objective that 
my delegation has never failed, in the course of our work 
and whenever the occasion has arisen, to support warmly all 
resolutions aimed at widening and defming more clearly the 
provisions of our Charter in order that there might be a 
sound and judicious application of those provisions in 
practice. It was in that spirit that Laos co-sponsored draft 
resolution A/C.l/L.640 of 7 December. 

119. Finally, in spite of the grave events that have 
occurred in my country we have always tried to avoid any 
possibility of aggravation that might cause a further 
deterioration in the situation and therefore disturb world 
order, which, as we know, at the moment leaves much to be 
desired. 

120. In the course of the debates of this Committee I have 
noted that, with regard to the situation at present prevailing 
in my country, there is a certain lack of information in our 
Assembly. If in this high international forum we have heard 
much of the crisis in the Middle East, of the Israeli-Arab 
war, of the crisis on the African continent, of the war in 
Viet-Nam, unfortunately. my country, the J(jngdom of 
Laos, has been completely overlooked and there is almost 
startling indifference towards it. My country has been 
fighting relentlessly for more than 20 years against outside 
aggression by its great neighbour, North Viet-Nam. 

121. To bring my country out of this oblivion and speak 
of the Laos war which our Prime Minister, Prince Souvanna 
Phouma, has called the forgotten war I shall tax the 
patience of the Committee for a few moments and give a 
succinct history of that forgotten war. 

122. The Geneva Agreements of 1954, as we all know, put 
an end to the war between France and Viet-Nam but not to 
the war in Indo-China. The unification of Viet-Nam, the 
sacred objective according to the North Viet-Namese leader, 
the late President Ho Chi Minh-led North Viet-Nam, 
directed by Hanoi, and South Viet-Nam, under the orders 
of Saigon, following different ideological concepts and 
different social orders, into a pitiless and ruthless war, 
which, as we know, is still going on. 

123. My own small country, Laos, unfortunately is in the 
path of that fratricidal Viet-Namese war, for two basic 
reasons. The first is that North Viet-Nam is facing consider
able strategic difficulties in sending its political cadres, 
troops and war material beyond the 17th Parallel, in order 
to conquer South Viet-Nam by force. To overcome these 
difficulties, North Viet-Nam had to build a road, which is 
known as the Ho Chi Minh Trail, much of which runs 
through our territory. It is through this road, which has 
now become very important strategically, that North 
Viet-Nam massively and continuously sends troops and war 
materiel to South Viet-Nam and to Cambodia, as well as 
Laos, of course. The control of this trail, which has been 
given massive logistic support, has become the very heart of 
the battle between the North and South Viet-Namese. The 
second reason is that in continuing its conquest of South 
Viet-Nam, the Government of Hanoi is determined to 
extend its possession and domination over other Indo
Chinese States-the Kingdom of Laos and the Khmer 
Republic with a view to dominating them both politically 
and militarily. It was in order to achieve these avowed ends 
that North Viet-Nam created a group of Laotians called the 
Pathet Lao-which later became the Neo Lao Hak Sat-and 
had them accredited as representatives to the Geneva 
Conference of 1954. The role given to the Pathet Lao was 
that of accomplice in facilitating the illegal and first 
clandestine then open entry of troops and war materiel to 
the South, and also of serving as a Trojan horse to conduct 
and extend the network of subversion and sabotage in 
South Viet-Nam and other neighbouring Indo-Chinese 
countries, including Thailand. We must mention here that 
the Pathet Lao, or the Neo Lao Hak Sat, is a small party 
that represents only a negligible political force and would 
have disappeared had it not been for the support of North 
Viet-Nam which, in order to create something stronger than 
the insignificant Pathet Lao, sent troops of its own popular 
army and military equipment to our territory. 
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124. I wish to state that North Viet-Nam is a signatory of 
the Geneva Agreements which guarantee the sovereignty, 
territorial integrity and inviolability of the frontiers of 
Laos. I should like to recall also that the independence of 
Laos was recovered through the Franco-Laotian Treaty of 
Friendship of 1953 and that, a short time after our return 
to independence, North Viet-Nam began to violate our 
territory with the avowed intention, as I said before, of 
annexing South Viet-Nam by force. The aggression on 
Laotian territory, therefore, goes back more than 20 years. 
Cleverly camouflaged and denied by the Government of 
Hanoi, as by certain sections of the world press which are 
more anxious to make assertions than they are to discover 
the truth, this North Viet-Namese aggression against Laos 
has become dangerously extended, despite the Geneva 
Agreement of 1962 on Laos. 

125. Even today, when the North Viet-Namese soldiers are 
falling on the battlefields of Laos, taken prisoner or taken 
in charge by our troops in their operational zones, and are 
presented openly to the international press, the Govern
ment of Hanoi and the Neo Lao Hak Sat continue to deny 
this indisputable proof of their collusion and connivance. 

126. Our Government has repeatedly published White 
Papers on the North Viet-Namese aggression. It has sent to 
the Co-Chairmen of the Geneva Conference precise reports 
and has urged the International Control Commission to 
carry out the necessary investigations with complete free
dom and impartiality, which the Commission has never 
been able to do because of the systematic veto of one of 
its members. The British Co-Chairman, aware of the 
aggravation of the situation, nevertheless published a 
report-report No. 35-in which the presence of the North 
Viet-Namese troops is indicated as an established fact on 
the territory of Laos. 

127. But none of the diplomatic efforts and initiatives 
undertaken by my Government, both in our Organization 
and with the Co-Chairmen of the Control Commission has 
forced back the North Viet-Namese who have been encour
aged by the indifference of world public opinion and by the 
paralysis of the control organs, and also by the antagonistic 
policies of the great Powers. A mission of the nature of that 
entrusted to Mr. Jarring, in South-East Asia, might be 
desirable. Would it not be worth trying? 

128. The brief statement that I have made will, I think, 
portray to the Committee the true situation prevailing 
today in my country. 

129. This war of foreign aggression waged by the North 
Viet-Namese and suffered by the Laotian people in their 
soul and in their flesh for over two decades is, as 
representatives now understand fully, part of the immense 
and tragic battle that afflicts our region, a region which 
must no longer be forgotten by any of the Governments 
represented here or by the Assembly. Has our Assembly not 
formally condemned all forms of aggression in resolution 
380 (V), adopted in 1950, the resolution entitled "Peace 
through deeds" in which it was solemnly declared that 
"aggression ... is the gravest of all crimes against peace and 
security throughout the world". 

130. This North Viet-Namese aggression, perpetratedwith 
impunity for over 25 years against my country, has led the 

small nations, including my own, to doubt-with reason and 
increasingly-the guarantees that are offered by their 
membership in the United Nations and leads them anx
iously to wonder what is in store for them. In cases such 
as ours it is imperative that, under pain of perishing when 
attacked directly or indirectly, we must turn back to the 
old formulas of balance of power, and that we seek 
protection or assistance wherever we may fmd it. Is it 
unjust, is it criminal, to wish to defend oneself legitimately, 
to wish to defend one's nation, one's honour, in a word to 
defend oneself legitimately? Article 51 of the Charter is 
quite explicit on this point. 

131. The Laotian people, a priori, has nothing against the 
North Viet-Na:nese people. This people carried out its 
revolution as it saw fit. If the North Viet-Namese, ideologi
cally and socially, are not in agreement with the South, that 
is their business, and if the two Viet-Namese States come to 
blows over their territorial partition, it has nothing what
ever to do with us. We have never interfered in the domestic 
affairs of others nor have we ever sent troops to their 
territory. It seems to me that more cannot be asked of our 
small kingdom. As a member of the international com
munity, we are quite ready to comply with the principles of 
the Charter of the United Nations and, as far as we know, 
we have never been accused of disturbing world order. We, 
with our natural leaning towards peace and tolerance, love 
peace and harmony, and that is one of the features of our 
national personality. 

132. To sum up, we simply claim respect for our frontiers. 
Let the North Viet-Namese stay in their own territory and 
allow us to solve our problems, in full freedom, with the 
Neo Lao Hak Sat and their partisans who are still our 
brothers, our prodigal brothers with whom we have tried to 
maintain contact and continue to do so, despite the 
differences that divide us. But, from the bottom of our 
hearts, we can only hope and pray that they will return to 
the national community. 

133. Finally, my delegation expresses the hope that the 
United Nations, particularly in accordance with Articles 2, 
24 and 99 of the Charter, which determine the functions 
and powers of the General Assembly, of the Security 
Council and of the Secretary-General, may see fit, without 
delay and without reluctance to offer assistance to our 
country so that it may recover the justice and peace that 
for more than 20 years the Laotian people have been calling 
for. 

134. After this brief statement regarding the position of 
my country in the Viet-Nam war and in the resulting crisis 
and to come back to the question on our agenda, my 
delegation would like to declare firmly that the Govern
ment of Laos attaches great importance to the study of the 
Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security 
[resolution 2734 (XXV)] and its implementation. As I had 
the honour to say in my recent statement before the 
General Assembly on the strengthening of the role of the 
Organization concerning the maintenance and strengthening 
of international peace and security [2089th plenary meet
ing/, my delegation is still firmly convinced that with 
political goodwill and a mutual desire to understand one 
another through honest and charitable dialogue, and with 
unconditional respect for our Charter, it will always be 
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possible in the long run to arrive at the three-fold goal that 
we have set, namely: the strengthening of the role of our 
Organization, the strengthening of international security, 
and general and complete disarmament. My delegation is 
still firmly convinced that, through bilateral or multilateral 
dialogue, carried on sincerely and amicably, and a patient 
examination of all aspects of the matter in the course of 
our future sessions, we can undoubtedly lead our Organi
zation to play a progressively better role, in which it can 
fully exercise all the powers vested in it by the Charter. 

135. Iii participating in the debate on the question of 
strengthening international security and on the implemen
tation of the Declaration, my delegation would, in all 
humility, venture to give this Committee, in addition to the 
various suggestions made with competence and authority 
by other delegations, our own ideas. Of course, these only 
follow the general line set by the Secretary-General in the 
introduction to his report on the work of the Organization, 
published in August this year, when, speaking of the three 
great trends that are visible today in international relations, 
he said: 

"The third trend is the series of efforts by the 
international community to co-operate in tackling, 
through the United Nations system,, some of the great 
long-term problems of our planet, such as trade and 
development, the environment and population."3 

And later, speaking with obvious regret of the deficiencies of 
the old form of diplomacy, the Secretary-General said: 

"Twice in this century, in the aftermath of world wars 
which resulted in considerable measure from the short
comings of the old diplomacy" -and I stress that-"in 
regulating the relations of powerful States, world organi
zations- first the League of Nations and then the United 
Nations-have been set up to 'save succeeding generations 
from the scourge of war'. "4 

136. These two quotations, which clearly show the uni
versal importance of our Organization, deserve, in my 
humble opinion, careful consideration by our Committee. 
In fact, the unanimous view of the members and the 
successive Secretaries-General from Trygve Lie to Kurt Wald
heim, including Hammarskjold and U Thant, whom I had 
the honour to hear personally, has been that the United 
Nations remains the best instrument that the international 
community possesses for solving great problems, thanks to 
its general ori~ntation and because of its Charter and the 
guiding principles it contains. In view of the growing 
universality of the Organization and the fact that our planet 
is now entering a stage of multilateral interdependence, and 
in view of the new stage in which our civilization is taking 
its first steps in the utilization of atomic energy, would it 
not be a desirable step, similar to that adopted as regards 
the use of electricity, where our experience has been 
extremely instructive in different human activities, for the 
great problems of the world that flow from these questions 
to be dealt with by a highly qualified group, whose 

3 See Officio/ Records of the General Assembly, TWenty-seventh 
Session, Supplement No. JA, sect. L 

4 Ibid., sect II. 

composition and powers could be fixed by the United 
Nations, with which that governing body could work in a 
truly functional manner; for reasons of convenience and 
economy it could have its permanent headquarters here in 
the Organization and would work under the legislative 
control of the General Assembly, acting thus as guardian of 
the Charter and with the effective co-operation of the 
organs provided for in it, and in particular Chapters V, VII, 
IX, XIV and XV. 

137. That international governing body, which would deal 
with many of these great international problems could also 
have the role of a world mini-government, and could be 
expanded in order to be able to deal effectively with those 
great problems for the well·being of all peoples of the 
world. For that well-being to be general and complete, it 
should be developed within the framework of a stable and 
lasting peace with the effective participation of all States, 
and with the judicious distribution of all these benefits to 
all nations. The goal to be attained by that world 
government, which could also be called the "government of 
the United States" would be the defmitive realization of 
those three imperatives: peace, prosperity, sharing. 

138. I would now ask the Committee to consider the 
second quotation I made from the report of the Secretary
General, which stressed the deficiencies of the old diplo
macy. Now that we are already speaking of a possible 
revision of the Charter, the twenty-fifth anniversary of 
which we celebrated two years ago, why should we not 
consider revising the old diplomacy, which is centuries old 
and whose deficiencies are obvious? 'Fhe role of our 
Organization is recognized by all its Members as being of 
capital importance in the complex problems besetting 
relations among States, so why should our Organization not 
try to redress the errors of this old diplomacy; to 
strengthen the permanent representatives accredited to the 
United Nations by adding supplementary diplomatic per
sonnel to those delegations whose attributes would be the 
same as those of ordinary ambassadors? This addition 
would be feasible and even desirable since it could be 
achieved easily and immediately by a large number of 
countries, for a number of reasons, the chief of which is 
that the United Nations, with its Secretariat, its main 
organs and ' subsidiary committees, and its specialized 
agencies linked to the system, after all constitutes a vast 

/network which is both a precious and inexhaustible source 
of information. Secondly, thanks to its large staff, highly 
qualified in all fields, the Secretariat itself takes an over-all 

\ and comprehensive approach to nearly all the great prob
lems of the world, and if those agents so wished they could 
be helped and guided very usefully in the fulfilment of their 
respective missions. And those agents would be accredited 
to the Secretary-General as are the heads of permanent 
missions and would enjoy the same privileges.. A Member 
State could , if it so desired, accredit to the United Nations 
two agents, one of which would be the head of his 
permanent mission and the other the extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary ambassador, and thus the latter would also 
represent his State as regards other similarly accredited 
ambassadors. On the other hand, a State, if it so desired, 
could accredit ·a single head of mission, in whom the two 
functions would be merged: that of extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary ambassador and that of the head of the 
permanent mission.- " - -
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139. This would have multiple advantages of an economic 
and practical nature. In fact, if he has clear instructions by 
his Government before going to ·the United Nations 
regarding their precise objectives, the new Ambassador 
would, from the day of his accreditation, be able directly 
and immediately to take up his operations of contact, of 
canvassing and of approach towards other members of the 
United Nations diplomatic circles and, after a relatively 
short space of time, could plan accordingly. If there were 
difficulties, the Secretariat, which is familiar with the ins 
and outs of the problems of the world, could offer its good 
offices, thanks to the many sections it contains which 
specialize in most of the main problems and the effect of 
those issues on the position of other missions. With regard 
to the economic advantages, they too would be significant. 
If its diplomatic service ~ccredited to the Unit~d Nations 
were able to conduct and maintain this diplomacy, why 
should a State want other embassies in foreign capitals 
which are scattered all over the world and, as we all know, 
cost enormous amounts of money to maintain and yet at 
times fail in their efforts? This new form of single 
diplomatic representation, concerted and converging on the 
United Nations, would be more appropriate, better suited 
to and more in keeping with the present situation and 
better able to remedy the present deficiencies of the 
old-type diplomacy referred to by the Secretary-General. 

140. Furthermore, this transformation of diplomatic 
representation into. one great diplomatic corps with head
quarters in the United Nations could be called the "world 
diplomatic academy" and would doubtless yield consider
able economies in the budgets of many countries. 

141. Thus our planetary ship would be able to continue its 
eternal navigation around the sun, which daily lights it and 
revivifies it, thanks to the providential assistance, while at 
the helm of this new Noah's ark, with its admi~able sextant 
and its very sensitive compass constituted by the Secretar1at 
and its specialized bodies, buttressed by this World Execu
tive and Diplomatic Academy, our Organization would scan 
the horizon and at all times keep in touch with the political 
and social climate of the world so as to be able to detect 
the slightest disturbance and to control, without a mo
ment's weakness, any repercussions likely to endanger the 
safety of the vessel and the welfare of its passengers. 

142. In concluding its statement in the debate in this 
Committee on this important question, my delegation 
wishes to say that the many opinions and suggestions that 
we have made for the benefit of the Committee are 
intended only to serve the three-fold purpose that we have 
all set for ourselves: the enhancement of the authority of 
our Organization, the strengthening of its sovereign role, 
and the welfare of mankind as a whole. 

143. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) (interpretation frbm•French): 
There is no more imperative task than the one entrusted by 
the Charter to the Members of the United Nations, that is 
to say, to preserve life by all means; and no higher 
philosophy than that of allowing men to pool their efforts 
and their intelligence to achieve ·the highest goal in the 
11·orld: peace and understanding among all. The United 
Nations was set up when mankind was just recovering from 
the most terrifying of all wars, but also at a time when 
technology had already allowed man to break out of the 

borders limiting his traditional horizon. It was right that in 
its purposes and principles the Charter should bring 
understanding instead of force and the equality of man 
before the law instead of hatred and domination. 

144. Unfortunately, several States Members of our Organi
zation do not follow these noble ideals in their inter
national relations. As if years of destruction and suffering 
could produce no lesson, they have pursued the policy of 
imperialism and racism against which men of all continents 
joined during the last world war. The signs of detente which 
have appeared in various parts of the world must not delude 
us. They are to a certain extent rendered nugatory by this 
anguish that we find in practically every line of the 
Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security 
{resolution 2734 (XXV)]. 

145. The international situations which have led to the 
preparation and adoption of this important document have 
changed, indeed, but the change is so far below the hopes 
of peoples devoted to strict respect for the purposes and 
principles of the Charter that, drawing up a balance sheet of 
the peaceful actions of the international community two 
years after the adoption of that important Declaration, the 
Conference of Foreign Ministers of Non-Aligned Countries 
meeting in Georgetown last August noted bitterly : 

"International security can only be based on the strict 
observance of the principles and purposes of the Charter, 
and it is imperative that existing conflicts and situations 
likely to endanger international peace and security be 
resolved in accordance with these principles and purposes, 
and in keeping with the Declaration." 

146. The Charter, therefore, emerges as the only frame
work within which our community should be built and 
should flourish. We should be betraying it if we interpreted 
it in any other manner or if we tried to place it at. the 
service or our national selfishness or our expansionist 
designs. That is, unfortunately, the case with several States 
Members of the international Organization. To become 
convinced of this, one need only read the beginning of the 
introduction to the Secretary-General's report on the work 
of the Organization. 

147. One need only remember the relevant passages from 
the statements of heads of delegations to the General 
Assembly about characteristic cases of violations of the 
peace, finally, one need only think of all the areas of the 
third world alone which suffer from the effects of unjust 
wars, colonialism and racism transformed into a system of 
government and acute under-development. 

148. The few signs of detente and improvement in 
international relations noted since the end of the twenty
sixth session are not sufficient to make this picture less 
bleak and less unlikely to lead to an era of true peace such 
as was dreamed of by the framers of the Charter, for which 
millions of men have accepted and are still accepting the 
ultimate sacrifice. 

149. The signs of detente and the movement towards the 
d~mocratization of international relations are not negligible 
factors for the restoration of peace. 
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1SO. In his statement at the 204Sth plenary meeting of the 
General Assembly, the Foreign Minister of my country 
dwelt on these factors to a sufficient extent so that I need 
only recall them. He mentioned, among others, the restora· 
tion of the lawful rights of the People's Republic of China 
in the United Nations, the treaty of 26 May on general 
problems of transport and transit between the two Ger· 
manys, the ratification on 17 May of the treaties concluded 
between the Federal Republic of Germ~tnY and the Soviet 
Union and between the Federal Republic of Germany and 
Poland, the provisional agreement on the limitation of . 
strategic armaments concluded on 26 May between the 
United States and the Soviet Union, the signing on 10 April 
of the Convention on biological weapons,s the convening 
of a special series of meetings of the Security Council in 
Africa, important decisions taken at Rabat in June at 
the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the 
Organization of African Unity and, finally, the convening 
last August in Georgetown of the Conference of Foreign 
Ministers of Non-Aligned Countries. 

1Sl. It will then be understood that the easing of tensions 
in Europe as a result of such a climate of confidence 
fostered the conclusion on 8 November of the fundamental 
treaty between the two Germanys, thus opening up new 
international prospects for the two German States. 

1S2. The climate of confidence that this relaxation of 
tension has created among the Europeans has fostered the 
convening of two important conferences, one dealing with 
the preliminary talks in Helsinki for the Conference on 
Security and Co-operation in Europe, and the other, which 
opened in Geneva on 21 November, dealing with the second 
phase of the strategic arms limitation talks. 

1S3. Furthermore, and despite the fact that contacts have 
been established between the two parties in Korea, the 
United Nations, which was implicated in the partition of 
that country, should make its contribution by dismantling 
the so-called Commission for the Unification and Rehabili· 
tation of Korea which, as you well know Mr. Chairman, is 
the major obstacle to the settlement of this painful 
question. Indeed, it is highly regrettable that the majority 
of the Members of the Organization who are always ready 
to offer their good offices for achieving results in some
times doubtful negotiations, should not have seized this 
unexpected opportunity to place on the agenda of the 
present session the item on the peaceful unification of 
Korea which several peace-loving countries, including my 
own, had proposed. We dare to hope that the Members of 
the United Nations will be aware of all the responsibilities 
incumbent upon our Organization and will change their 
course and see to it that the General Assembly deals with 
this problem at the twenty-eighth session. The United 
Nations cannot indefinitely avoid the Korean question, 
created by its interference in the internal affairs of a State, 
in violation of its own Charter. This is all the more true 
because it has been as a result of the pressure of the people 
of the southern part of Korea that the Seoul puppets have 
engaged in negotiations on reunification with the Govern· 
ment of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, the 

5 Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production 
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons 
and on Their Destruction (resolution-2826 (XXVI), annex). 

authentic symbol of the Korean people. If the Assembly 
had taken such an initiative pursuant to Article 14 of the 
Charter, it would certainly have engaged in a more 
reasonable consideration of the Korean question and we do 
not doubt that our Committee would have proposed 
constructive measures· to speed up the reunification process 
at present under way in Korea. 

1S4. We must also note that the bilateral disarmament 
treaties have not led to a reduction in the considerable 
'resources devoted to the improvement of weapons of mass 
destruction, thus illogically increasing the constant risk of a 
universal holocaust. 

ISS. The States Members of the Organization should get 
used to this fact. 

IS6. The creation of a climate of confidence which is 
necessary if we want general agreements putting an end to 
the arms race to be 'concluded should not, in the view of 
the delegation of Mali, be disturbed by the well-founded 
fear that the Powers possessing huge stocks of weapons of 
mass destruction, including thermonuclear weapons, will be 
the first to use them either to compensate for some of their 
diplomatic failures or merely to realize their dream of 
hegemony. Recent history gives us dramatic examples of 
such conduct. 

IS7. Our success in attaining the objectives of the Dis
armament Decade is due to the expansion of the ambit of 
disarmament negotiations. This of course determines the 
success of the work of the special preparatory committee 
for a world disarmament conference, which our Committee 
has just set up and which we hope wi11 be so composed that 
it will be able to deal objectively with the delicate and 
sensitive matters entailed in convening such a conference. 

158. The universality of the United Nations must be 
understood as applying to all the States of the world and it 
must have universal competence to deal with anything of 
concern to mankind. 

1S9. The same causes produce the same effects, and thus 
it would be irresponsible to build the security of one 
category of nations on the ruins of others or on the 
violation of the fundamental rights of peoples to equality 
and freedom. 

160. On the other hand, in the Middle East, since last year 
no ray of light has come to brigl,lten the dark horizon in 
that part of the world, where all kinds of efforts have been 
met by the negative attitude of the Tel Aviv Governmcn t 
which not only has refused to facilitate Mr. Jarring's 
mission, but also applies in the Arab territories occupied by 
it political and administrative measures which completely 
change the physical, economic, social and cultural nature of 
these territories in violation of the relevant resolutions of 
the Security Council and the General Assembly, the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the Geneva 
Conventions. 

161. Security based on the annexation of territories by 
force is precarious, as are moreover military victories. And 
unless we wish to transform the Middle East into a land of 
violence, all the nationals of those countries should be 
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allowed to go home, and the Palestinians, at present 
compelled to be "a volcano of rebellion in the twentieth 
century"-as Samir el Kassim, one of their poets wrote
must recover their ancestral rights to their homeland. 

162. The elimination of the brutal and degrading effects 
of foreign domination and racism are, in the view of the 
delegation of Mali, one of the fundamental conditions for 
the restoration of a lasting peace in the world. Our sincere 
devotion to the ideals of peace and to the purposes and 
principles of the Charter can be measured by our attitude 
towards these problems. Unfortunately, here again, we are 
in duty bound to point to the way certain Powers try to 
outdo each other in proclaiming in speech after speech their 
respect for the inalienable rights of peoples to self-deter
mination and independence while at the same time they put 
their material and financial resources at the disposal of the 
Governments of Portugal, South Africa and the Salisbury 
regime to perpetuate forms of government which are a blot 
on the history of our century. The violation of the relevant 
resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security 
Council on the embargo of weapons to those States and 
that regime and the economic measures taken against them, 
the ill-considered use of the veto in the Security Council to 
prevent the adoption of resolutions which are the steps 
which will make them abandon their colonialist and racist 
policies, prove eloquently the complicity of some great 
Powers in this conspiracy hatched to maintain millions of 
men in a state of slavery and to prevent them from enjoying 
freedom and independence. In many States the interests of 
capitalist groups prevail ave;· human honour and dignity. 

163. That sombre picture of the international situation 
makes it easy to understand that the interests of the 
military-industrial Powers encompass the political field and 
the field of economic activities. The scandal of poverty 
does not frighten anyone any longer. The gap between the 
rich and the poor countries is constantly growing. One 
always seems to fmd fault with the poor in order either to 
pre·, ·~nt them from carrying out development programmes 
in conformity with the interests of their peoples or to treat 
them as second-rate partners in international trade. 

164. The Charter in itself is a dynamic and a sufficient 
programme which should make it possible for us to build a 
world of peace. What is lacking is the political will of 
Member States and not so much the shortcomings which we 
seem to see in the Charter. 

165. Non-use of force in the settlement of connicts; the 
political will to bring men closer together ; concerted action 
against colonialism, racism and under-development : those 
are the elements of a programme which are certainly not 
beyond our means or our ambitions. 

166. We see that international security remains mortgaged 
by the hotbeds of war set up in the world by interventionist 
forces . It is up to us to compel them to abandon gunboat 
diplomacy and to make their conduct conform to the 
Charter, which remains the only hope of mankind. Peace 
will remain precarious until we are, individually and 
collectively, guided by a sense of responsibility regarding 
the future of mankind. 

167. The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I 
have been asked to announce to the members of the 

Committee that Morocco is now a sponsor of draft 
resolution A/C.1/L.640. 

168. Mr. AL-MASRI (Syrian Arab Republic) : The ques
tion of the strengthening of world peace and security is one 
of the most important issues before us today. When the 
General Assembly, at its twenty-fifth session, adopted the 
Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security 
[resob.Jtion 2734 (XXV)], the general feeling was that a 
new era in which people could live free from fears would be 
established. But two years have passed and peoples are still 
suffering from wars and aggression. Nothing can make us 
optimistic, since the general situation in the world is still far 
from any real improvement. 

169. The Foreign Ministers of non-aligned countries, in 
the Declaration made at their conference held in George
town in August 1972, drew attention to 

"the continuation of aggression in various parts of the 
world , particularly in Indo-China, in the Middle East and 
in Africa. The forces of imperialism, colonialism, neo
colonialism and racism continued to hold in subjection 
peoples struggling for freedom and independence." 

I 70. It is true that some improvements and some encour
aging developments have been apparent on the international 
scene over the past two years, but it is regrettable that such 
improvements and developments have not occurred in the 
situation in Asia, in the Middle East, and in Africa. 

171. In the Middle East, the most advanced and sophisti
cated American weapons are put at the disposal of the 
Zionist racist settlers in order to enable them not only to 
continue their aggressive policy and to retain Arab terri
tories, but also to create a horrible sphere of terrorism in 
the area. The world is a witness to the fact that almost daily 
air and ground attacks against Syria, and the criminal Israeli 
practices in the occupied Arab territories, are still being 
committed by the Israeli forces. 

172. In Viet Nam, the American imperialists are also still 
waging their brutal and genocidal war against the Viet
Namese people, which is struggling for its independence. 

173. In Africa, Portugal continues its colonial war against 
the peoples of Angola, Mozambique and Guinea (Bissau), 
and the policy of apartheid is still exercised by racist 
regimes against the peoples of Southern Rhodesia, South 
Africa and Namibia. 

174. While we welcome the encouraging improvements 
which have occurred in relations among the European 
States since the General Assembly adopted its Declaration 
on the Strengthening of International Security, and resolu
tion 2880 (XXVI) on its implementation, we cannot ignore 
the existing inseparable connexion between security in 
Europe and security in the Mediterranean basin. 

175. The Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of the Syrian Arab Republic, in his speech before 
the General Assembly on 9 October of this year, drew 
atten lion to the fact that: 

"The geographical situation of many European coun
tries and the interaction between the interests of Euro-
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pean countries and those of countries bordering on the 
Mediterranean make any arrangement for European se
curity that neglects the security of the Mediterranean 
countries quite futile. And there can be neither peace nor 
security in the Mediterranean region unless an end is put 
to the continued Israeli aggression by ensuring the with
drawal of Israeli forces from all the occupied Arab 
territories and by restoring to the Arab people of 
Palestine their usurped rights." [2058th plenary meeting, 
para. 85.} 

17 6. It is most timely and appropriate to give serious and 
careful consideration to the practical ways of implementing 
the principles laid down in the Declaration. Peace and 
security cannot be achieved by expressing whole-hearted 
willingness, but only by stimulating all efforts to create an 
atmosphere free from hatred, aggression and provocation, 
in which all peoples can restore their legitimate rights. 

177. States which are really responsible for disturbing 
peace and security in many parts of the world have not yet 
responded favourably to the principles of the Charter of the 
United Nations and continue to challenge the authority of 
the United Nations and its resolutions relating to matters of 
peace and security, particularly with regard to the rights of 
peoples to self-determination and the principle of the 
inadmissibility of acquisition of territories by force. This 
challenge not only constitutes a threat to the world 
Organization, which is supposed to be an effective instru
ment for preserving peace and security, but also makes any 
arrangement for peace and security meaningless and 
hopeless. 

178. The Syrian Arab Republic believes that complete and 
comprehensive disarmament could free the world from its 
fear of nuclear war, through the destruction of existing 
nuclear stockpiles and the prohibition of further produc
tion of nuclear weapons, and it could also contribute to the 
cause of world peace and security. 

179. It is realized, to be sure, that the widening of the 
scope of universality of the United Nations not only will 
give a better world representation, but will contribute as 
well to the smooth functioning of the international 
Organization and help to promote peace and security. 
Needless to say, many thorny problems could have been 
solved more easily if the United Nations had a more 
universal representation. The world has noticed the positive 
changes in the work of our Organization since China 
regained its lawful rights in it last year. 

180. The Syrian Arab Republic has supported, and con
tinues to support, the admission of all peace-loving States 
which respect the . Charter to membership in the United 
Nations. We believe that the admission of the German 
Democratic Republic to membership in the world Organi
zation would help to promote peace and security in the 
world. 

181. In conclusion, I would address myself briefly to the 
question of regional security arrangements, to which some 
representatives who have preceded me have referred. My 
delegation believes that such arrangements cannot be found 
in many parts of the world under the present circumstances 
in which many peoples continue to suffer from enslave-

ment, exploitation, occupation and persecution. Peoples in 
Asia, in the Middle East, and in Africa will continue their 
just struggle to liberate their land and to regain their 
legitimate rights in their countries and resources. Regional 
security arrangements can be made only by restoring these 
inalienable rights to all peoples and by eliminating all forms 
of aggression. 

182. Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation from Span
ish): The item on the strengthening of international 
security has doubtless contributed to enlivening the activity 
of our Committee and has drawn its attention to the basic 
matters that should be given priority. Thus, this item has 
valuably contributed to counteracting a tendency in the 
past to try to depoliticize our Assembly and divert it from 
consideration and examination of the main problems of a 
political nature that beset the world today which are and 
indeed should be the main task of the United Nations. This 
subject has also allowed us to examine and assess the 
evolution of the international situation today and to see how 
much ground the principles of the Charter have gained in 
today's world, to what extent they are still being ignored or 
violated in certain parts of the world and also to allow ideas 
to be exchanged on the possibility of taking practical 
measures to give full effect to the purposes and principles 
proclaimed in San Francisco. 

183. There can be no doubt that in the last few years 
some positive signs have been visible in international 
relations in some parts of the world. This is the result of the 
constant efforts of the socialist and non-aligned nations to 
ensure that the purposes and principles and objectives I 
mentioned earlier will be carried out. Yet, international 
security and peaceful relations among States are still not a 
universal reality protecting all peoples and existing in all 
areas of the world. The imperialist, aggressive and colo
nialist forces continue to deprive peoples in many parts of 
the world of the exercise of their inalienable right to 
independence and self-determination. The structure of 
international relations as defined in the Charter of San 
Francisco has not yet been fully achieved. To do so it is 
imperative that these relations be truly based upon respect 
for the genuine equality of States and the personality and 
individuality of each. It also presupposes the elimination of 
policies based on the domination of some States by others, 
or on the hegemonic claim to control the resources, and 
interfere in the future and the destiny, of small nations, 
and, in the full implementation of the principle of 
self-determination, unlimited and unfettered by all nations 
that was basically the backbone of the order framed in 1945. 

184. My delegation will not go into a detailed study of the 
international situation which would only serve to show how 
the principles of the Charter, reaffirmed in the Declaration 
on the Strengthening of International Security [resolution 
2734 (XXV)], still fail to be fully implemented. That 
examination and analysis have been carried out by many 
delegations before me, and my delegation feels, therefore, 
that it is unnecessary at this stage to reiterate what has been 
said. However, as numerous speakers have done, let it 
suffice to note that the situation in Indo-China, the 
persistence of colonialism in Africa and elsewhere and the 
prevailing situation in the Middle East all clearly indicate 
how international imperialism, and above all the impe
rialism of the United States, is still bent on denying many 
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peoples the possibility of exercising their rights and of 
acquiring the prerogatives that the Charter has legally set 
forth for them. 

185. While the First Committee examines this problem of 
international security, many peoples are being denied, not 
only with words but with dramatic events, any chance at 
enjoying international security or even of exercising their 
right to an independent and peaceful life. 

186. That situation is particularly evident in Indo-China. 
What is at stake in Indo-China today is the validity of the 
principles proclaimed by the United Nations confronted by 
the insistence of an imperialism that has carried aggression 
to the most inconceivable limits in history. While we here 
were considering the problems of disarmament and the 
current item, in that area of the world United States 
imperialism was pursuing to the utmost degree its aggressive 
war, contradicting its demagogic promises to put an end to 
the war and to fmd a peaceful settlement. Suffice it to 
point out that during the month of November 1972, the 
United States Air Force carried out an unprecedented 
number of raids against the territory of the Democratic 
Republic of Viet-Nam, undertaking approximately 5,500 
sorties with tactical bombers and 850 B-52s and un· 
loading more than 36,000 torts of all types of bombs on 
the territory of that sovereign State. With regard to those 
events, the Government of the Democratic Republic of 
Viet-Nam published, on 2 December, a declaration on the 
intensification of the imperialist war against that country. I 
shall read one paragraph of that declaration which analyses 
the present stage of the escalation of the war and its 
political significance: 

"The degree of savagery of the crimes of the aggressive 
imperialists of North America leaves very far behind those 
of the Hitlerian Fascists. Th.ose criminal warlike acts of 
the United States are not isolated. They are carried oot 
while Nixon's Administration prolongs the negotiations 
and tries to change the content of the agreement an the 
ending of the war and the restoration of peace in 
Viet-Nam, which had been accepted. It hastens to send 
more weapons and means of destruction to South 
Viet-Nam; it multiplies and escalates its bombing and its 
machine-gunning and extermination in densely populated 
areas all over South Viet-Nam, including the suburbs of 
Saigon ; it supports the Saigon puppet soldiers in carrying 
out tens of thousands of police raids to terrorize and 
repress the people, to commit mass murder and imprison 
the patriots and the peace-loving citizens of South 
Viet-Nam. That situation proves that the Nixon Adminis
tration is still pursuing its efforts to use military force to 
subjugate the Viet-Namese people, to follow its policy of 
Viet-Namization of the war in order to apply neo
colonialism in South Viet-Nam and perpetuate the divi· 
sion of Viet-Nam. In order to conceal its evil manoeuvres 
and placate the profound indignation of the American 
people and the peoples of the world, the Nixon Adminis
tration is disseminating stories of how the United States is 
trying by all means to bring peace to Viet-Nam, that 
peace is within a hand's reach, and so on. But its warlike 
actions which are very serious are intended not to· put an 
end to these military involvements in Viet-Nam but to 
prolong and intensify the war and plunge the Americans 
ever more deeply into the bog of defeat in Viet-Nam and 
Indo-China." 

This quotation and the reality, recognized by the Western 
press, of the escalation of the bombing of the Viet-Namese 
peoples, and also of the large-scale introduction of all types 
of weapons to be placed at the disposal of the puppet 
regime in Saigon all constitutes an adequate reply to the 
American delegation, which this afternoon, as usual, 
through some of the instruments that it still possesses in the 
Indo-Chinese region, has used this Committee to justify the 
ghastly crimes committed in Indo-China. Suffice it to 
mention here that one of those persons who spoke this 
afternoon in this way Jacks all authority to do so or to 
speak in any place on behalf of any of the Indo-Chinese 
States. Paradoxically, this Organization still allows that 
person to usurp the seat of a Member State of the 
Organization, a position which is recognized by hardly any 
international organ and which obviously its own people 
does not recognize. 

187. But it is not only the Indo-Chinese question that 
warrants the attention of this Committee when we deal 
with international security. As some speakers have quite 
clearly pointed out, specific measures have to be adopted to 
put an end to colonialism in all its forms, and to guarantee 
for the people still subjected to Portuguese colonialism, 
South African and Rhodesian racism, an opportunity to 
regain and to exercise their national rights. 

188. The Committee, however, must also consider 
another, perhaps more subtle, form of imperialist aggression 
and desire for colonialist domination which is evident 
today. We note with satisfaction that mention is made of 
this in operative paragraph 4 of draft resolution A/C.l/ 
L.640, which speaks of "pressure directed against any State 
while exercising its sovereign right freely to dispose of its 
natural resources". This question acquires increasing signifi
cance for some countries of the so-called third world, and 
more particularly for the people of Latin America. A few 
days ago the General· Assembly had the privilege of hearing 
the statement made by the President of the Republic of 
Chile [2096th plenary meeting}, in which he gave proof of 
the interfering, aggressive and imperialist acts that were 
committed against his nation by various North American 
monopolies. That situation was also examined by the more 
recent Conference of Foreign Ministers of Non-Aligned 
Countries, which was held at Georgetown, from 8 to 12 
August. In the final declaration of that Conference there 
was a paragraph which specifically referred to this matter. 
In it the ForC'ign Ministers stated the commitment of the 
non-aligned nations to "foster mutual co-operation among 
developing countries so as to impart strength to their 
national endeavour to fortify their political and economic 
independence". 

189. In other words the problem of pressures directed 
against States exercising their sovereign rights has been 
recognized by the international community, which not only 
recognizes these matters on the legal level but goes so far as 
to express the need for all the developing countries to join 
together in the common defence against acts of aggression 
by imperialism and its monopolies of which they may be 
the victims if they attempt to exercise their sovereign 
rights . 

190. For these reasons, my delegation will vote in favour 
of draft resolution A/C.l/L.640. In so doing we trust that 
its acceptance by a broad majority in this Committee will 
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signify the will of all socialist and non-aligned nations, all 
progressive and independent States, to strengthen their 
solidarity and act jointly to adopt concrete measures to 
support the movements of national liberation and those 
countries that are confronting foreign aggression or foreign 
pressure, which is the only effective way of making a reality 
the principles of the Declaration we are considering. 

lJ I. The CHAIRMAN: I call upon the representative of 
the Khmer Republic, who wishes to speak in exercise of his 
right of reply. 

Litho in United Nations, New York 

192. Mr. TRUONG CANG (Khmer Republic) (interpre
tation from French): I shall be brief. May I refer those who 
still doubt the legality of the Government I represent to the 
statements made by Mr. Long Boret, head of the delegation 
of the Khmer Republic, at the 204 7th, 205Jst, 2063rd and 
2104th plenary meetings of the General Assembly, and also 
to my own statement in this Committee at the I 91 5th 
meeting. 

The meeting rose at 6.35 p.m. 
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