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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 65, 66 AND 67 

STRENGTHENING OF SECURITY AND CQ-OPERATION IN THE MEDITERRANEAN REGION (A/38/127, 
132 and Corr.l, 291 and Add.l and 2, 328, 395 and 495) 

REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE STRENu~HENING OF 
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY (A/C.l/38/6, 8, 9 1 10 1 11, 12, 13, 14, A/38/57, 58, 59, 61, 
67 and Corr.l, 68, 106, 129, 135, 139, 151, 164, 171, 234, 255, 256, 292, 303, 308, 
321, 322, 324, 325, 327, 328, 371, 375, 407, 425, 432, 453, 459, 495, 507, 509, 
518, 529, 535, 536, 559 and Corr.l, 567, 596 and 607) 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COLLECTIVE SECURITY PROVISIONS OF THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED 
NATIONS FOR THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURI'rY (A/38/325, 327, 
432, 507, 559 and 596) 

The CHAIRMAN: To begin the general debate on these items, I have the 

pleasure of calling on the representative of Ghana. 

Mr. GBEHO (Ghana): It is with a deep sense of responsibility that the 

Ghana delegation speaks in the very important debate on the items dealing with the 

maintenance and strengthening of international security. 

The maintenance of international peace and security is an obligation devolving 

on States Members of the United Nations and is central to the existence and 

functioning of the Organization. The comparatively recent increase in problems 

affecting international security naturally threatens not only the smooth 

functioning of the world body but also the very existence of countries world-wide. 

The threat posed therefore is to the safety of the internatonal community as a 

whole and thus there is a need for the matter to be openly discussed in order to 

find ways and means of strengthening the relevant provisions of the Charter for 

ensuring greater peace and security. It is in this sense that we welcome the 

present debate. 

Let me clarify from the beginning that my delegation's objective is to 

research the weaknesses in our present system in the hope of offering counsel for 

strengthening the capacity and authority of the Security Council, which is the 

organ mandated with that responsibility under the Charter, to deal with the very 

serious problems confronting the international community. Our task is not to 

detract from the power or importance of the Council but, rather, to seek ways and 

means of strengthening its security management capabilities within the framework of 

the United Nations. 
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FOr some years now there has been a progressive rise in international 

tension. This trend in turn has triggered tendencies that have ominous 

consequerx::es for all. It is the P'lenomenon that has heightened the arms race, 

particularly the nuclear arms race. It is the reason why man has had to develop 

and surround himself with a multitude of lethal weapons as can ensure the total 

annihilation of the human race and this planet. The dramatic rise in international 

tension has led also to violent conflicts in many parts of the world, with tragic 

and often unnecessary consequences for peoples, nations and regions. 

Representatives will recall that last year the Secretary-General drew the 

serious attention of the international community to the deteriorating international 

peace and security in his report on the work of the Organization. Bather than 

diminish, the threat has regrettably escalated since the publication of that 

report, and so again he has had to dwell seriously on this urgent problem in his 

report for this year. The deterioration has been further attested to by the 

statements of almost all delegations in the general debate this year which touched 

upon the unprecedented threat that we now live under and the need substantially and 

urgently to improve international relations, particularly between the super-Powers, 

in order to save the world from untimely perdition. 

Of course, it is true that international tension has continued to grow ever 

sirx::e the cold war broke out soon after the Second World War. But it is equally 

true that tension has heightened dramatically in the last few years as the world 

seems to have relapsed into fierce cold-war anioosities. Ebr some reason or other 

there has been a tendency to see all problems and relationships only in East-West 

terms and to employ such language and demeanour as only exacerbate disagreements. 

SUddenly the two main ideologies of our time seem not to be able to coexist any 

longer and must each resort to measures that will forcibly threaten to eli10inate 

the other. Thus, gradually, the international political atmosphere has been so 

polluted as to make wars not only likely but also certain. 

Chly a week ago the bilateral negotiations between the super-Powers on 

medium-range nuclear weapons came to an abrupt end as a direct result of the 

cur rent heightening of tension between them. News of the breaking off of the 

negotiations has reverberated ominously throughout the entire world, especially 

because the event is being accompanied by the further widespread deployment of 

nuclear missiles by both sides in preparation for possible pre-emptive or defensive 

strikes. 
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At no time in the history of our planet have man and his planet been so 

threatened as we are today. We are threatened because the.next nuclear war will be 

the war that will end all wars and also because of the near certainty that those 

possessing nuclear weapons will use them. We ought to remember that throughout his 

history man has always emplQ¥ed in time of conflict all the weapons he had 

invented. There is no reason therefore to believe that he will not employ the 

present deadly arsenals in a vain attempt to win victory over his adversaries. In 

fact, these deadly weapons are being deployed now to convey the unmistakeable 

message that they can be advantageously used to destroy. It is therefore to this 

glaring prejudice to international peace and security that we must address 

ourselves so as to be able to save our planet and civilization. This task is not 

easy but we must continue to explore all avenues for increasing international 

security. 

By international security my delegation means the taking of appropriate 

measures on the national, regional and international scale for the specific purpose 

of reducing international tension and lessening conflict and other threats to the 

global peace, so that mankind may enjoy social and other forms of progress in 

greater freedom. This noble objective stands unattainable if we continue to allow 

present ideological and military trends to dominate our perceptions and erroneously 

to behave as if these grave problems were not of much consequence. The 

super-Powers may have, through genius and economic endowment, invented and 

proliferated nuclear weapons, but if a nuclear war should break out tomorrow none 

of them - I repeat, none of them - will have the capacity to save this brave 

warld. We need an assured climate of international security. And so international 

security is not only about disar.mament but simultaneously also about creating the 

atmosphere for peace and safety. 

The creation of a better climate of international security is very important 

for this Committee especially, and for the United Nations generally, because it is 

only in such an atmosphere that we can hope to bring the spiralling nuclear-arms 

race to an end. The trend in the quantitative and qualitative development of 

nuclear arms indicates quite clearly that unless the race is curbed and reversed we 

are surely on the road to self-annihilation. The existence of international 

security or greater understanding among nations therefore creates favourable 

conditions for achieving concrete results in the disarmament race. Tbday we can no 
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longer view security in purely military terms; it is the sum total of the 

conditions necessary for registering security and positive results in all fields. 

A second reason for pursuing a healthier international security condition in 

the world is that such a condition, if attained, leads sooner or later to the 

diminution of super-Power as well as East-West confrontation. Furthermore it 

favours the conduct of political dialogue and co-operation between opposing 

Powers. The absence of dialogue, on the other hand, breeds mistrust and suspicion, 

while a lack of co-operation plunges relations into ignorance and pointless rivalry. 

Now let me invite colleagues to consider what a long way the existence of 

greater security in the world could go in creating the favourable conditions 

necessary for the resolution of major tensions and conflicts in various parts of 

the world. It is when nations are not bound by fear that they will build the sort 

of trust necessary for the search for peace. The present international atmosphere 

has had the regrettable effect of superimposing East-West tensions on regional 

conflicts and has served also to exacerbate them. A reduction in tension would 

therefore lead to the elimination of super-Power involvement in regional disputes 

and, one hopes, render regional conflicts less severe. 

A ti1ird reason for the critical call today for a climate of international 

security is that there is a desperate need for trust and confidence among nations. 

I shall not enter into an argument as to whether it is international security that 

gives birth to trust and confidence or vice versa. Let me say only that whichever 

way one looks at it, such a condition permits the peaceful settlement of disputes 

and should be pursued. 

The Charter and other conventions expressly forbid the empl~ent of force in 

the conduct of relations between States. This is a cardinal principle of the 

Charter and international law. It means that if we are collectively to save 

mankind from another scourge of war then we must have the political will to abjure 

the use of force in international relations. This implies also that States must do 

away with the concept of domination and the diktat of spheres of influence if our 

world is to become safe, since these notions destroy peace and security. Force in 

inter-State relatios is incompatible with international security and must be 

condemned and progressively phased out. 
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Another implication of international security is that all States, irrespective 

of their size, power or level of development, have an important role to play in 

international relations, in particular in resolving the major problems that 

confront mankind. It is a principle enshrined in Article 2 of the Charter and 

central to the Organization's existence and effectiveness. Recently there have been 

departures from this basic truth leading to the erosion of the climate of 

international security. My delegation believes that all States have a role to play 

and must not be prevented from contributing concretely to the resolution of 

international problems that afflict or beset the world from time to time. Indeed, 

it is in furtherance of this very principle that non-members of the Security 

Council are allowed to contribute to that organ's deliberations, even though they 

do not have voting rights. 

As the representative of a country that won its independence from colonial 

domination, I dare say that decolonization, a concept which we all subscribe to, is 

a handmaiden of international security. In other words, a secure and peaceful 

world must necessarily presuppose the elimination of colonialism in all its forms, 

including neo-colonialism. The situation in south Africa and Namibia is a case in 

point. The dogged maintenance of the illegal occupation of Namibia and the blatant 

practice of apartheid have regrettably heightened international disagreement and 

conflict. No one doubts that this situation is therefore the reason why a 

harmonious international atmosphere must necessarily reject the policy of apartheid. 

The ability of States to live in relative harmony, to refrain from impinging 

upon the rights of each other and to be able to find peaceful solutions to problems 

that may arise represents the ideal in international security. In this respect, 

and as has been proved in various parts of the world, such an atmosphere creates 

the proper conditions for a very wide exchange of material and spiritual values 

among nations, on a mutually advantageous basis. The atmosphere, because it breeds 

cordiality, also helps to adapt measures designed to narrow the gap between the 

developed and developing countries and, it is hoped, to usher in a new 

international economic order. These results represent same of the highest 

qualities of the human person and are achievable only in a climate of peace and 

security. 

I have gone to this length in outlining my delegation's perceptions of 

international security because I believe that we should be sure, as a world 
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community, of what we are aspiring to and also, because we should be absolutely 

transparent in our contributions to this debate. I have also done so to 

demonstrate how far some States, especially the militarily and economically 

significant ones, have strayed from the path leading to international security. 

Our logical obligation as an international community, therefore, is to examine, in 

a multilateral forum, how best we can attain these goals, given the pesent 

depressing state of international peace and security. We believe that this task 

can be undertaken only in the full knowledge of one another's views and with 

co-operation. The distinguished representative of Sierra Leone, my colleague, will 

later expatiate on our views on the procedure to be adopted. I shall therefore not 

go into that detail now. 

Before I conclude, however, let me clarify for the benefit of those who do not 

understand my delegation's initiative in the matter, that the interest of my 

delegation in the subject is not to rob any organ of the United Nations, least of 

all the Security Council, of any mandate that it enjoys under the Charter for the 

maintenance of international peace and security. Our objective is merely to assist 

in finding ~ut how best the Security Council and the United Nations as a whole 

could be assisted to implement the provisions of the Charter. We are encouraged to 

do so because the report on the Security Council's treatment of the question still 

leaves many questions unanswered. Nor do we share the view that only the present 

membership of the Council has a monopoly of wisdom on how to improve international 

security. 

It is also necessary for me to assuage the fears of those colleagues who feel 

that our intention probably is to amend the Charter, especially as it relates to 

the Security council and its veto powers. That is categorically not the intention 

of this delegation. We need no lessons in the futility of such an endeavour at 

this time. On the contrary, we wish to examine ways and means for increasing among 

Member States the acceptance and implementation of the relevant provisions of the 

Charter, so as to guarantee greater international security. We believe that such 

an examination should be within the framework of the United Nations and among the 

full membership of the Organization. I am sure it will be agreed that the United 

Nations framework is both desirable and important, for the recent tendency is to 
' 

ignore the United Nations, to resort to might rather than to collective wisdom to 
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use coercion instead of persuasion, to feel over-confident about one's own 

righteousness rather than recognize the primary responsibility of the Security 

Council and other tendencies that have promoted the heightening of tension among 

States. 

An objective evaluation of the Security Council's capacity to manage crises in 

recent years, in our candid view, would reveal an unfortunate weakening in that 

body's ability to take decisive action on certain important issues. It is a 

weakness attested to by the Secretary-General in his report. This failure, in our 

view, has resulted from a weakening of the commitment of a number of Member States 

to co-operate within the framework of the United Nations and from an ever-growing 

inability to see problems outside ideological colours. And so, gradually, the 

Council has regrettably been paralysed on issues affecting the peace and safety of 

the world. 

If this is so, then what is the objection to the airing of these views among 

Member States in order to ameliorate the situation. The objective, I repeat, is 

not to replace the Security Council nor to forfeit its veto powers, but rather to 

increase confidence and commitment in its members for the greater good of all 

peoples. 

Those colleagues who heard the representative of one super-Power, during a 

recent debate on a very serious and frightening issue, describe the Security 

Council as obsolete, would no doubt agree that the international community, 

especially the Permanent Members of the Security Council, ought to take those 

measures that will restore confidence in the Council and in the United Nations as a 

whole. Those who have watched all the organs of the United Nations remain impotent 

while we enter into the phase of shifting deadly missiles on the nuclear chessboard 

will understand why we should all be involved in the search for peace. Those of us 

who have had others interfere in our internal affairs or have been coerced into 

ideological frictions would concur with the need for a search for peace. 

When we talk about maintaining international security we are talking primarily 

about the adoption of measures at the regional level to promote peace and safety. 

In this regard, regional organizations have a role to play, in addition to that of 

its individual Member States. My delegation feels that the input of such regional 

organizations is also a sine qua non in the search for a more secure and 
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universally acceptable peace. For instance, the deployment of missiles in Europe 

recently by both sides and the changes that these have made in the earlier balance 

of forces are of interest to us all. So also is the nuclear-weapon capability of 

the racist regime in South Africa and the regional organization of the continent 

ought to be consulted in all attempts to maintain regional security. 

In conclusion, the Ghana delegation reiterates its grave concern at the rapid 

deterioration in international relations and what this phenomenon portends for the 

rest of the world. We believe that this can be and should be halted and reversed 

as soon as possible. We do not have any ready answers. Olr views have been on the 

general principles involved. We believe that a study is required in order to 

approach the matter responsibly and with information. To guarantee success, 

therefore, we believe that consultations should be held as widely as possible. Our 

own preference is for an open-ended forum where a quick study could be 

concentrated. It would be less than satisfactory to leave the search to the big 

Powers alone when they themselves, after all, are a principal part of the problem. 

This is not to ostracize them but to seek solutions in a co~perative endeavour 

involving them and others. We hope therefore that the Organization can authorize 

the study of our common security in order to find out how best we can survive the 

unprecedented threat to international peace and security at this time. 

Mr. KORCMA (Sierra Leone)' The Sierra Leone delegation would like at the 

outset to take this opportunity to welcome Under-Secretary-General Ustinov to our 

debate. As we all know, it is on Mr. Ustinov's shoulders that lies the awesome 

responsibility of overseeing the political and Security Council affairs of this· 

Organization. 

It was just over a year ago that my country, as one of the small States 

Members of this Organization which over the years has invested its security and 

continued survival in the tl'lited Nations, became increasingly and gravely concerned 

by the rising menace of war and the recrudescence of the resort to armed force by 

States, in violation of the Charter of this Organization. Our concern was further 

heightened by the fact that this Organization, whose fundamental purpose is to 

maintain international peace and security and to safeguard the sovereignty, 

independence and territorial integrity of all nations, particularly the small 

nations, was increasingly regarded as incapable of so doing. 
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This inability to take decisive action to maintain the peace and to safeguard 

the sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of small nations has had a 

manifold effect both on the Members of this Organization and on the organization 

itself. First of all, it has discouraged respect for the Charter of this 

Organization and erx::ouraged those who are so disposed to resort to the use of force 

in violation of Article 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter, which prohibits the use of 

force in international relations. Secondly, this Organization's failure to take 

decisive action has not only undermined the confidence of those who have invested 

their security in itJ it has virtually left them unprotected in an increasingly 

dangerous and polarized world. Thirdly, the inability of the Organization to 

maintain the peace has given rise to the belief by a large majority of world public 

opinion that the Organization was not to be entrusted with its most important 

function, and this has led to a severe erosion of the confidence reposed in the 

Organization. 

It was against this background that the Government of Sierra Leone had 

requested the inscription on the agenda of this item, namely, the implementation of 

the collective security pcovisions of the Charter for the maintenance of 

international peace and security. Almost simultaneously, the Secretary-General in 

his report on the work of the Organization last year called for the establishment 

of a workable system of collective security which will engender confidence in this 

Organization and among its Member States, limit to a minimum the need to arm and 

discourage military adventures and the escalation of conflict. The agenda item was 

discussed extensively last year, and the General Assembly adopted resolution 37/119 

on the matter by consensus. Since the adoption of that resolution the Security 

Council , as the organ with the primary responsibility for the maintenance of 

international peace and security, considered the matter and issued a note by the 

President of the Security Council in document S/15971. 

However, since the adoption of resolution 37/119 the international situation 

has continued to deteriorate as a result of the further and persistent 

recrudescence of resort to force b¥ States in total disregard of the scheme and 

provisions of the Charter of this Organization. States continue to resort to the 

use of force against the sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of 

Member States in manners inconsistent with the purposes of this Organization. Many 

of the small States here present, confronted with suc:h activities, have felt a 

chilling sense of insecurity. SUch insecurity has further been compounded by the 
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fact that this Organization is increasingly regarded as helpless or incapable of 

performing its duty to safeguard the peace and ensure the security of all nations 

and peoples. It is because of this felt sense of chilling insecurity and the 

debilitating effect it has had on the authority of this ~ganization to maintain 

the peace that we are calling for the implementation of the collective security 

provisions of the Charter. 

As we all know the collective security provision of the Charter was intended 

to prevent the use of force and to maintain international peace and security or, 

failing that, to defend States that have become victims of the use of force and 

armed aggression in violation of the Charter. It was in order to achieve this 

objective that the Charter laid down an institutional framework, namely, a system 

of collective security, to support the decisions of the Security Council and within 

which the Security Council is granted the primary responsibility for the 

maintenance of international peace and security. 

In other words the Security Council, in cases where there has been either the 

use of force or acts of aggression, is to decide what action to take in order to 

restore the peace. Regrettably, over the years this intrinsic belief in and 

expectation of the collective security system have not been fulfilled. The reasons 

for this are manifold. First, there was the outbreak of the cold war, which made 

it impossible for the Permanent Members to continue in peace time their war-time 

co-operation. Secondly, there is disagreement among the Permanent Members of the 

Council on the manner of implementation of the relevant provisions of the Charter. 

OVer and above this was the inability of the Security Council to implement its 

decisions even when unanimously agreed upon. Indeed, as the Secretary-General 

stated in his report on the work of the ~ganization to the thirty-seventh session 

of the General Assembly, there is all-too often in the United Nations a tendency for 

•Governments to act as though the passage of a resolution absolved them from 

further responsibility for the subject in question. Nbthing could be further 

from the intention of the Charter. In fact resolutions, particularly those 

unanimously adopted ••• should serve as a springboard for governmental support 

and determination and should motivate their policies outside the United 

Nations. This indeed is the essence of the treaty obligation which the 

Charter imposes on Member States.• (A/37/1, p. 3) 
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Indeed, the Security Council, after making a decision about the existence of a 

threat to the peace, a breach of the peace or an act of aggression can restore the 

peace only if the concurrence of the permanent members is obtainable. But in the 

past, even when such concurrence has been obtained, the Security Council has not 

been able to enforce its decisions or act as a defender of a Member State because 

adeqUate military forces have not been made available to it through voluntary 

action on the part of Member States, as is envisaged under Article 43 of the 

Charter. 

On the other hand, decisions favoured by the overwhelming majority of the 

international community are all too often thwarted by the use of the veto. This is 

all the more alarming when such decisions pertain to the maintenance of 

international peace, the preservation of the sovereignty and territorial integrity 

of States, or the right of peoples to self-determination. It need hardly be 

stressed that effective implementation of Security Council decisions, as envisaged 

under the Charter, is central to the whole structure of the United Nations in its 

responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security. 

For a while, following the establishment of the United Nations, it was said 

that the lack of a definition of aggression made it impossible to proceed with the 

implementation of tl1e collective security provisions of the Charter, as it was not 

possible to determine who an aggressor was. As representatives know, in 1974 the 

General Assembly, by resolution 3314 (XXIX), adopted by consensus the definition of 

aggression. Aggression was defined as 

"the use of armed force by a State against the sovereignty, territorial 

integrity or political independence of another State, or in any other manner 

inconsistent with the Charter of the United Nations" (resolution 3314 (XXIX), 

annex, article 1). 

The unanimous approval of the definition of aggression by such an important and 

representative forum as the General Assembly should have enhanced the 

implementation of the collective security provisions of the Charter. However, 

since the adoption of that definition, which was expected to aid the Security 

Council in its efforts to strengthen international peace and security and prevent 

military conflicts.between States, no success has been achieved in the 

implementation of the collective security provisions of the Charter. 
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Against that background, and since it became apparent that the Security 

Council would not institutionalize the effective collective measures to be taken to 

prevent and remove, first, threats to the peaceJ secoo:lly, breaches of the peace, 

and, thirdly, acts of aggressionJ and that the Security Council would not implement 

its decisions, that it would not deploy concerted diplomatic, economic and military 

action, as envisaged under Chapter VII of the Charter, to deter or terminate all 

armed attacks, States have continued to seek refuge in armament. Now more than 

ever before we are all witnesses to an unbridled arms race - all in the name of 

national security. In fact, and as is generally acknowledged these days, the 

tremendous nuclear arsenals counterposed between the two super-Powers and known as 

the "balance of terror" have today only increased our insecurity and sense of 

insecurity because of their ability to destroy not only each other but also the 

rest of the world. 

My delegation is convinced that States could agree to the regulation, 

limitation, reduction and eventual elimination of their armaments, armed forces and 

military expenditures only with the establishment o£ an effective system of 

collective security. on the other hand, the preponderance of collective security 

forces cannot be guaranteed or achieved if the arms race continues unabated. 

Therefore, with the institutionalization of the collective security provisions of 

the Charter, the implementation of total or at least partial disarmament becomes 

necessary for Member States. It therefore follows - does it not? - that unless and 

until there is an effective system of collective security, the arms race and 

military arms build-up will continue to confront us and the nuclear menace to 

imperil us. Concomitantly, the failure to curb the arms race will itself continue 

to endanger international peace and security, and the essential foundation of the 

United Nations for the maintenance of international peace and security will be 

found wanting. 

It is therefore with a view to constructing the collective security 

responsibility of this Organization, with a view to ensuring the security of all 

States and restoring the authority and effectiveness of this Organization as a 

guarantor of international peace, that we once again call for urgent consideration 

of the matter. 

The objective sought by this item, in very simple language, is to give 

security and a sense of security to all nations against any threat or use of 
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force. With the implementation of the collective security provisions of the 

Charter, the collective power of all States, as represented in this Organization, 

against violations of the peace will be enhanced and this Organization will at last 

be able to control the use of force. The implementation of the collective security 

provisions of the Charter will act as both an insurance and a guarantee against 

aggression. The item, further, seeks to prevent the arbitrary use of military 

power and also to eliminate or reduce the military capacity of nations through 

disarmament or arms control. 

The item does not seek to regulate past armed conflicts, although we can learn 

from the experience of such conflicts. It seeks, however, to prevent future 

military conflicts. It seeks also to ensure that if force is eventually used, it 

can be discouraged and made ineffective after it is launched, through actual 

military action. But such action should be undertaken on behalf of the 

international community, through the United Nations. Such a role, in our view, is 

not expected to convert the United Nations into the world policeman, but, on the 

other hand, force would be used by the United Nations to enforce international 

peace and security, through a military operation and after the Security Council had 

determined who had used force wrongfully. 

It should therefore be clear by now that the matter under consideration does 

not seek to deprive the Security Council of its primary role as the custodian of 

international peace and security. The authority to determine who has used force 

and who is the victim of the use of force will still be with the Security Council; 

but what is important, and what will be achieved through the implementation of the 

collective security provisions of the Charter, is that the victim of the use of 

force will not be left helpless, nor will a State that has illegally resorted to 

the use of force be allowed to reap any reward or advantage. 

In emphasizing this aspect of the Charter, my delegation has no vested 

interest other than to ensure the safety, independence and territorial integrity of 

Member States of this Organization. 

The Secretary-General, in his report to the thirty-seventh session of the 

General Assembly, on the work of the Organization, lamented the fact that: 

•Governments that believe they can win an international objective by force, 

are often quite ready to do so, and domestic opinion not infrequently applauds 

such a course." (A/37/1, p. 3) 
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This situation not only undermines the authority and effectiveness of this 

Organization, but seriously imperils international peace and security. If we are 

not to allow this state of affairs to continue, we as Members of this Organization 

should take the initiative to educate our citizens in the non-use of force, 

peaceful coexistence and mutual respect, arms reduction, respect for internat-ional 

law, and for the system of collective security as envisaged under the Charter. 

When this item was introduced last year, it generated widespread interest and 

lengthy discussion. The Seventh Conference of Heads of State or Government in New 

Dehli this year, commenting on the matter, stated as follows: 

"They" -

meaning our Heads of State or Government -

•expected the Security Council to fulfil its primary responsibility for the 

maintenance of international peace and security by the prompt and effective 

implementation of the collective security provisions of the Charter.• 

CA/38/132 and Corr. 1 and 2, para. 175) 

As I said earlier, the Security Council, in the context of its constant 

endeavours to enhance the Council's effectiveness and against the background of the 

precarious international situation also considered the matter in the course of this 

year. However, actual developments of the past year have been far from encouraging. 

It is against this background, and given the crucial importance and urgency of 

the matter, that the sponsors have submitted draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.83 to this 

body for consideration and adoption. The draft resolution reaffirms that the 

primary function of the United Nations and the Security Council is the rnaintainance 

of international peace and security and to take effective collective measures for 

the prevention and removal of threats to the peace and for the suppression of acts 

of aggression or other breaches of the peace. 

The draft resolution further expresses alarm over the growing tendency by some 

.States to resort to the use of force in international relations, in violation of 

the Charter, and calls for a renewed commitment to the fundamental principles of 

the Charter and for States to comply with their obligation not to use force or 

threaten the use of force against the sovereignty, territorial integrity and 

independence of States. 

As the Conuuittee is aware, one of the bedrock tenets of the Charter of this 

Organization is the proscription of the use of force. The use of force has given 
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rise to an increase in international tension and conflicts, to actions which have 

flouted the legitimate rights of peoples and the independence and sovereignty of 

States and to the intensification of the arms race. The principle of non-use of 

force is closely inter-related with the system of collective security, and for any 

system of collective security to be able to maintain the peace, it must be based on 

the complete renunciation of the use or threat of force. 

As I stated earlier, since this item was introduced last year, it has 

generated widespread interest and stimulated comments from several quarters. And 

it is with a view to collating and assessing the views and comments of Member 

States that we are asking the Secretary-General to invite the views of Member 

States of this Organization on the matter. But apart from Member States, 

international and regional organizations, such as the League of Arab States, the 

Organization of American States (OAS) and the Organization of African Unity (~U), 

have also been charged with collective security responsibility. The draft 

resolution also intends to invite the views and comments of such organizations on 

how to maintain international peace and security. 

If we are to translate this item into reality, if we are to hold out any hope 

for the future, an enormous amount of work will have to be done to enable us to 

determine what the subject implies, why the collective security provisions of the 

Charter have not been implemented for some 38 years now, gauge the obstacles to be 

overcome, define the most effective, practical steps to be recommended both to the 

membership of the Organization and to the Security Council, as to how to implement 

the collective security provisions of the Charter. 

In order to accomplish this task, the draft resolution seeks to establish a 

special committee, whose mandate among other things, will be to explore effective 

ways and means of implementing the collective security provisions of the Charter 

for the maintenance of international peace and security. As I have stated, the 

special committee will not be duplicating the Security Council, let alone seek to 

replace it, but would, rather, assist the Security Council by making 

recommendations to it on the collective security provisions, when appropriate. In 

this way, practical effect will be given to the proposal, instead of Member States 

just limiting themselves to broad statements of principles and verbal declarations 

on this all-important matter. 
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The sponsors of the draft resolution agree that any grand design on this 

enormously complex and intricate subject would be inappropriate) thus the need for 

a gradual approach. It is, therefore, our sincere hope that the members of the 

First Committee will join in our common endeavour to seek safety for all nations, 

large and small, but particularly the small ones among us and those least able to 

defend themselves. 

In conclusion, the Sierra Leone delegation is convinced that only by 

constructing a system of collective security can international peace and security 

be maintained and the United Nations authority and capacity to bring about the 

peaceful settlement of disputes be restored. A system of collective security, in 

our view, is the practical way towards the security of all nations and it is 

therefore deserving of our support. 

Mr. SILOVIC (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chairman, I shall limit this statement to 

more general comments on international security and, with your permission, reserve 

my right to intervene later on specific aspects, particularly on the strengthening 

of security and co-operation in the Mediterannean region. 

Recently the world has been faced with the dramatic exacerbation of the crisis 

in political and economic relations. The constant worsening of the international 

situation and the increased danger to the very basis of international co-operation 

and to international peace and security have given rise to the grave concern of the 

overwhelming majority of the world. 

Tension in international relations is intensifying and has brought the world 

to a situation reminiscent of the darkest period of the cold war. Indeed the world 

seems to be facing a revival of the cold war between the two super-Powers and their 

military alliances and of their rivalry for spheres of influence and domination. 

The present moment in international relations is characterized by strategies based 

on military might and on the use of force, by interventions and interference in the 

internal affairs of other countries, a new frightening stage of the arms race, the 

intensification of existing conflicts and constant outbreaks of new ones, and by 

the devastating consequences of the persisting economic crisis for the developing 

countries. 

The entire world is suffering from the effects of this situation. Yet the 

most immediate victims are the small and medium-size non-aligned and developing 

countries, at whose expense the global strategic competition is intensifying. The 

use or threat of use of force, military intervention and foreign occupation violate 

the independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of those countries. 
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The policy of detente has become a memory. It has been superseded by mounting 

confrontation and a departure from the policy of peaceful settlement of problems 

and an increasing lack of dialogue, leading to the disruption of almost all 

channels of international communication and negotiation. 

The latest crisis over the medium-range missiles in Europe is a case in 

point. It is leading to an accelerated introduction of new and diverse weapons and 

the extension of nuclear weaponry to new areas. The existing lack of confidence 

between the super-Powers is thus deepened and the negotiations between them, which 

are the only way of avoiding more dangerous developments, made even more difficult. 

In the present state of tension there is a danger that even isolated incidents 

might lead to catastrophic consequences. In a world with the present level of 

armaments and the present number of conflicts, one spark might ignite global fire. 

Obviously, concerted efforts to halt and reverse the arms race, both nuclear 

and conventional, are a necessity. International security and disarmament are 

interdependent. There can be no international security without progress towards 

genuine disarmament under effective international control, nor can that progress be 

made without an effective system of international security based on the principles 

of the United Nations Charter and on increased international confidence. 

A significant contribution to that end would be full implementation of the 

Declaration on the Strengthening of International Secur!ty. This implies respect 

for all the provisions of the Declaration, for only by their parallel application 

in their entirety can the Declaration serve its intended purpose. 

The policy of force and the establishment of spheres of influence is 

incessantly fuelling the existing hotbeds of crisis and creating new areas of 

tension. The list of crises in the world constantly threatening international 

peace and security is long indeed. 

The most recent development in the Middle East causes grave concern. Foreign 

occupation, interference and increased presence create a direct threat to the 

integrity of Lebanon and to the struggle of the Palestinian people under the 

leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization, its legitimate representative. 

Thus the solution of the Palestinian problem, which is at the core of the Middle 

East crisi.s, becomes .even more difficult. 

In the same area of the eastern Mediterranean, burdened with tensions and 

military presence, the crisis in Cyprus acquired a new dimension as a result of the 
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unilateral declaration of the independence of the part of the Republic of ~prus 

under foreign occupation. 

The illegal occupation of Namibia by the racist Pretoria regime continues, 

threatening the peace and security of the whole of southern Africa. 

The prolongation of crises in South-East and South-west Asia is a cause of 

tension in their respective areas, contributing at the same time to the overall 

deterioration in the world. 

The people of ~rea remains divided, and the existing crisis is affecting the 

region of North-East Asia. Peaceful unification, for which the initiative of the 

Democratic People's Republic of Korea is a sound basis, would remove a potentially 

dangerous source of conflict in the area. 

The process of emancipation of the countries of Central America and the 

Caribbean engulfed by deep social and economic upheavals and contradictions is 

hindered by foreign interference, interventions and pressures. 

The crises mentioned do not exhaust the list. There are many others 

threatening peace and security in the world, endangering the independence of 

countries and denying the right of peoples to determine their own destiny. An 

integral part of this deteriorated international situation is the critical state of 

the world economy and of the existing international economic, financial and 

monetary relations. 

The opposition to policies based on the force of arms and the denial of the 

legitimate aspirations of peoples is growing and cannot be suppressed. A number of 

Governments, not only those of non-aligned countries but even some in the existing 

military alliances, demand a return to reason, the reopening of channels of 

dialogue and the taking of effective measures to secure peace in the world, since 

only in peace can countries turn to the pressing needs of their economic 

development and social progress. 

The successful conclusion of the Madrid Meeting of the Conference on Security 

and Co-operation in Europe, the region with the greatest concentration of armaments 

and armed forces, has shown that constructive negotiations and the necessary 

political will can contribute to the overcoming of existing differences. The 

countries participating in the forthcoming Conference on Confidence- and 

Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe to be held in Stockholm will, 

we expect, display the same constructive spirit, facilitating a dialogue which 

would have a positive influence on the creation of a better atmosphere in Europe 

and beyond. 
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At their seventh summit Conference held in New Delhi in March this year, the 

non-aligned countries reiterated that solutions to the existing international 

problems must be found on the basis of full respect for the principles of the 

Charter and of the policy of non-alignment. The non-aligned countries are 

directing their activities towards the search for solutions of the existing crises 

in international relations. Their efforts are aimed at bringing about a positive 

change in the attitudes of blocs and greater respect on their part for the 

interests of the international community as a whole. That is why the non-aligned 

countries are vitally interested in the preservation of communication and 

co-operation in international relations. 

For that reason they are calling upon the super-Powers to abandon the policies 

of confrontation which have given rise to mistrust and tension and to engage in 

constructive negotiations in mutual good faith. 

The non-aligned countries are convinced that there is no alternative to the 

policy of peaceful coexistence, of relaxation of tensions and of co-operation among 

States on the basis of equality. The democratization of international relations is 

for them a way to achieve the goals of the unimpeded development and genuine 

independence of all countries. They consider that the United Nations is an 

irreplaceable instrument for promoting this policy and for the preservation and 

strengthening of international peace and security. 

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) a My statement today, in a sense, will be directed 

to the need for co-operation between the two sides in this critical time. That is 

its essence, and I shall develop the idea how co-operation can be achieved and in 

what sense. 

There is a deep concern over the growing danger of an approaching nuclear 

holocaust which emanates from most of the statements made in this Committee; there 

is an underlying feeling of unusual uneasiness over the impending developments. 

Aware of this situation, perhaps we should not continue the old habit of repeating 

resolutions that have been of no effect while the multiple problems that face us 

increasingly threaten the international community. In avoiding perfunctoriness, we 

must seek out the root-cause of those problems and possible remedies. 

The continuing lack of collective international security through the United 

Nations, as required by the Charter, is a main cause. The Final Document of the 
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first special session of the General Assembly on disarmament, unanimously adopted, 

declares: 

"Genuine and lasting peace can only be created through the effective 

implementation of the security system provided for in the Charter ••• " 

(resolution S-10/2, para. 13) • 

The concluding document of the second special session on disarmament reaffirms that 

premise. 

As distinct from the Covenant of the League of Nations, which aimed at 

disarmament measures per se, the way to peace without reference to international 

security has lamentably failed. 

The United Nations Charter, in light of the futility of pursuing disarmament 

agreements without security, does not require of its membership reduction or 

regulation of armaments but furnishes us a system of collective international 

security and obligates its Members to comply with it. In the Charter disarmament 

is treated as flowing from and dependent on the system of international security. 

I refer to Article 11 of the Charter. 

As we all know - and some of us perhaps try to forget or overlook - the 

operation of the system of security was aborted since the very establishment of the 

United Nations as a result of the original default or failure of the Security 

Council - and particularly its permanent members - to conclude the agreements 

making contingents available to the Security Council, as required by Article 43 of 

the Charter, so as to give effect to the decisions of the Security Council on 

international peace and security. 

In consequence of the Security Council's failure so far to comply with those 

provisions, the whole structure of the security system provided for in the Charter 

remains inoperative. Thus the prohibition of the threat or use of force in 

international relations has become obscure. Some nations have even regressed -

· irnpercepti bly perhaps - to the outdated concept of "might makes right". Such 

ominous regression in legality and ethical values, contrary to the demands of 

technological progress in the nuclear space age, is the main cause of the growing 

gravity of the world situation and augurs ill for the future of humanity. Thus we 

have the climate of deep and inherent despondency. 

The wisdom of ages is expressed in the adage: "Forthcoming events cast their 

shadows before." The shadows of a war are already upon USJ they are somehow felt 

• 



A/C.l/38/PV. 47 
22 

(Mr. Rossides, eyprus) 

by the peoples of the world everywhere. Hence the strong movements of the peoples 

for a freeze, demonstrations for anything that will stop nuclear weapons and the 

themes presented on a nuclear catastrophe - all expressions of premonition and 

anxiety over what is coming. It must be perceived and realized that the world 

cannot possibly survive in a climate of unthinkable mistrust, enmity and hatred 

engendered and accentuated by an ever-escalating arms race. 

The antagonism involved over spheres of influence in which international 

crimes are being committed - unthinkable crimes - is the inevitable development in 

a world of insecurity, anarchy and terrorism from above as well as from below. 

There are negative notions that run against the concept of peace and 

survival, but only through positive co-operation can there be hope for peace and 

the continuation of life on this earth. CO-operation is essential. We need 

co-operation, not increased antagonism. Co-operation for peace can be conceived 

only in terms of collective security in the common interest of all, namely, in 

common security. 

Although it was necessary to think of the concept of disarmament it is 

essentially a negative concept - it means to destroy, not to create - and, as a 

negative concept, it cannot lead to co-operation. We have seen no co-operation on 

disarmament. But international security through the United Nations is a positive 

concept and can lead to co-operation. The only hope for the survival of the world 

is to have co-operation between the two sides, understanding and goodwill for the 

possibility of survival. Therefore, I repeat again, that above all we need 

co-operation. 

The endeavours in this Committee must be directed ~imarily towards an 

effective United Nations through the security system provided for in the Charter. 

And there is a glimpse of hope, because we have heard one of the major Powers 

express itself very distinctly for tapping the possibilities of the United Nations 

system of international security. This is opening the door for the major Powers to 

co-operate on international security, the subject that we are now discussing here. 

I should 1 ike in this respect to refer to something that was said by Albert 

Einstein at the very beginning of the atomic age. He said that 

"••• atomic energy cannot for long be an advantage. It will endanger the very 

continuation of life on this planet•. 



He felt bound to add: 

A/C.l/38/PV.47 
23 

(Mr. Hossides, cyprus) 

"At present it constitutes a great threat, this may perhaps prove good, as it 

might well force the human race to put some order in international problems 

which it will never do without the pressure of a great fear." 

Therefore, realizing what was coming, Albert Einstein said: 

"Compose your differences, get along by co-operation before it is too late." 

He thought that the nuclear weapon would teach us that, if we want to survive, we 

would have to co-operate. The time is long overdue to put a degree of order and 

security in our problems. 

To summarize, it is our duty in this Committee to seek co-operation between 

the two sides, between the two major Powers, to avoid the danger of an impending 

nuclear war. TO do that, the only sensible co-operation is not on disarmament -

which means nothing; they can reduce armaments to half and the danger will still be 

there or even worse - but on changing the approach, changing from antagonism to 

co-operation, to save mankind from the impending catastrophe. That is the essence 

of my statement today. 

The CHAIRMAN~ I now call on the representative of Malaysia, who wishes 

to raise a point of clarification. 

Mr. OMARDIN (Malaysia): On the question of the financial implications of 

draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.SO, which the Committee adopted yesterday, I wish to 

mention for the record that the Secretariat has informed our delegation and this 

Committee that the envisaged study by the Secretary-General on all aspects of 

Antarctica will be implemented within the overall existing resources, including 

redeployment, if the Secretary-General so deems necessary. My delegation would 

like to underline that, consistent with operative paragraph 1 of the draft 

resolution, the study should be comprehensive, factual and objective on all aspects 

of Antarctica. In this regard I was glad to obtain the assurances of the 

Secretariat that, within the overall resources envisaged and the broad mandate 

given to the Secretary-General, this study shall be conducted in a comprehensive 

manner and would be made available to us at the thirty-ninth session of the General 

Assembly. I wanted to be assured that the conduct of this study would not in any 

way be hindered by financial difficulties. I therefore was glad to obtain the 

assurances g'iven by the representative of the Secretariat in this regard yesterday. 
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The CHAlRMAN; I will now call on the Secretary to make an announcement. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): I should like to inform the 

Committee that the delegations of Kenya, Nigeria, Uruguay and Zambia have become 

sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.83. 

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to remind delegations that the deadline for 

inscription of names on the list of speakers is tomorrow, 2 December, at 6 p.m.; it 

is also the deadline on which the Committee agreed earlier for the submission of 

draft resolutions on the agenda items with which we are now concerned. 

A final note. This morning we had to wait for 20 to 25 minutes for speakers 

to arrive despite the fact that quite a number of representatives, as well as the 

Conference Services staff, were already present. Up to now we had quite a good 

record for starting on time and I think we should try to keep that record. I ask 

those who are inscribed to speak to show respect for the rest of us by being on 

time to deliver their statements and I hope that members will continue the 

co-operation shown so far. 

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m 




