United Nations
GENERAL
ASSEMBLY

FORTY-FIRST SESSION
Official Records*

FIRST COMMITTEE
56th meeting
held on

25 Novenber 1986
at 10 a.m,

New York

VERBAT IM RECORD OF THE 56th MEET ING

Chairman: Mr., ZACHMANN (Getrman Democratic Republic)

GENERAL DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION UFON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON IENTERNRTIDN\L

SECURITY AGENDA ITEMS (continued)

*This record is subject 10 corvection Corrections should ba sem under the signaturs of 5 member of the dele-

gation concernod within one weeb .of the date of publivanon v the Chist of e Otficial Records Bditing Section,
room DC1-7%0, 2 Unied Natons Flaza, and incorporsted in 8 uopy of the record

Corractivns will be suod after the £1.J of the sestion. in 2 separs fascicle for sach Comminee

86-63336 4105V (E)

Distr. GENEXAL
A/C.1/41/PV.56
31 December 1986
ENGL ISH



JP/gm:- A/C.1/41/PV.56
2

The meeting was called to order at 10.20 a.m,

AGENDA ITEMS 67, 68, 69 AND 141 (continued)

GENFRAL, DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION UPON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY AGENDA ITEMS

Mr. GHAREKHAN (India): I should like to offer a few comments of my
delegation on agenda items 67, 68 and 69, as well as on agenda item 141, on the
establishment of a comprehensive syatem of international peace and security.

At a time when the world moves in the shadow of nuclear vulnerahility, the
issues of war and peace have assumed vital importance. Mankind has known war since
time immemorial; indeed, war as an instrument of policy has been with us almost as
long. There were Chinese and Indian writers on strategic theories centuries before
the subject became a discipline in its own right in the West. Clausewitz wrote
that everything is subject to a supreme law, which is the decision by arms. And
yet one fundamental aguestion remained even in the most rudimentary system of
interna:ional relations - that of reconciling national interest and ambition with
peace and international order.

When there were only a few major nation-States, the maintenance of a balance
of power, at least among metropolitan European States, ensured that, while the
exploitation of colonies continued, an implicit understanding of how the
international system ould function was arrived at. The balance-of-power theory
became an essential ingredient of the policies of realpolitik of the twentieth
century. It took the loss of 100 million lives and the maiming and wounding of
many millions more in the short span of three decades bhetween 1914 and 1945 for the
world seriously to rethink the underlying principles governing international
relations,

In the wake of this destruction, the establishment of the United Nations was
the first major serious step towards setting up a more rational world order. The

United Nations was thought to presage international organization; there would be
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universal participation and peaceful coexistence amon: States with different and
even conflicting ideologies; international law and conientions would be accorded
enhanced status; there would be great-Power co-operatiin; and the finite resources
of our planet would be used to improve the quality of .ife of all peoples.

Today we are still a long way from achieving the «ijectives we had set
ourselves., Tile continuing accumulation of weapons, pa:ticularly nuclear weapons,
the nuclear arms race and 1ts extension into outer spac: threaten the very survival
of mank ind.

The atom bomb changed our way of thinking. Bernard Brodie, one of the
earliest American writers on nuclear s&ategy, wrote in his book “"The Absolute
Time”:

"Thus far the chief purpose of our military establishment has been to win

wars, From now on its chief purpose must be to avert them. It can have no

other useful purpose.”

This was one of the earliest expositions of the doctrine of deterrence in the
nuclear-weapon era. A nuclear war would be worse than any situation it was
addreesed to change. The proponents of the doctrine of deterrence maintain that it
has kept the peace for 40 years. There is indeed spme irony in this, for they
would sutrely concede that this has meant that peace re:ts on a negative premise; a
framework of security built upon terror rather than hope can at best be tenuous and
uncer tain,

The doctrine of deterrence is by nature coercive and has only provided the
basis for fuelling an unrestricted arms race, particularly in the nuclear field.
The piling up of nuclear arms has not meant any additional security, even for
countries possessing them; on the contrary, it has had the astrongest negative

impact on international security. A study on security commissioned bty the United
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Nations has underlined that the present intensive arms race negatively af fects
every aspect of international relations. The acrms race hinder s progress in
improving and changing relations amongst States on the basis of mutual

under standing, mutual oco-operation and equality. It renders the inter national
political environment more rigid and more resistant to change. It tands to promote
military alliances and to increase levels ot confrontation. It promotes mistrust
and secrecy. The greater the mistrust and secrecy, the more likely it is that
perception of doubts and insecurity will occur among nations.

On the other hand, internatioial security would be considerably enhanced by
increased co-operation in many areas, including the broad exchange of ideas, trade,
science, technology, culture, knowledge and intformation, contacts at all levels and
sustained dialogue on all problems affecting peace, security and disarmament.
International sécurity has to be based not on mutual fear, but on mutual confidence.

The leaders responsible for the five-continent peace initiative, meeting in
New Delhi in 1985, called for an immediate balt to the nuclear arms race. The
Delhi Declaration of 28 ( wnuary 1985 stated, inter alia:

“A halt to the nuclear arms race is at the present moment imperative.

Only thus can it be ensured that nuclear arsenals do not grow while

negotiations proceed. However, this halt should not be an end in itself. 1t

must be immediately followed by substantial reductions in nuclear forces,
leading to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and the final goal of
general and comp.ete disarmament., Parallel to this process, it is urqently
necessary to transfer precious resources currently wasted in military
expenditure to social and economic development. The strengthen ing of the

United Nations must also be an essential part of this endeavour.
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“It is imperative to find a remedy to the existing situation where

hundreds of billions of dollars, amcunting to approximately one and a half

million per minute, are spent annually on weapons. This stands in dramatic

contrast to the poverty, and in some cases misery, in which two-thirds of the

world population 1lives.® (A/40/114, annex, pp. 45

An interesting comparison was made by Professor Carl Sagan, the astronomer.

He said a tril ion dollars were being spent every year on armaments. A trillion
dollars is something like twice the total {ndebtedness of all developing countries

to all Western banks. He polnted out that six months with no purchase of nuclear

weapons and no support for national military establishments could be used to wipe

out this entire indebt. *~ess.
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There is an unfortunate tendency to think of weapons only in the context of
security. But the fact is that wiw aing disparities in income levels between the
developed and developing countries, the degradation of the environment, the virtual
breakdown of the international monetary and trading system - all these factors also
give rise to international tension and mistrust. The connection between
disarmament and develorment is a very real one and we hope that the international
conference on which this Committee has already taken a decision will yield fruitful
results, 1In the field of development, while discussions have reached an advanced
stage, they have not been incorporated into an overall concept of security.

My delegation has noted with interest the introduction of agenda item 141, on
the strengthening of international peace and security. We believe that discussion
of this item wi_ll help clarify the issues involved, especially those connected with
international peace and security. We believe that at this session of the Assenbly
the item can receive a general discussion and treatment, which we can follow up
with fucther discussion at tiie next session.

The United Nations Charter serves as the fountainhead of all intecrnational
etforts for maintaining world peace and security. The preamble and Articles 1
and 2 of the Charter, which set out the purposes and principles of the United
Nations, provide a good description of the tern "international security”.

Article 1 also summar izes the elements that are prescribed for the maintenance of
international peace and security. As a Founding Member of the United Nations,
India has a total commitment to the Charter. Within the ambit of the Charter there
is room for discussion and exploration of ways to see how these efforts could be
improved. The entire course of historical evolution is premised on progressive
development and strengthening and refining of all concepts through revision and

updating in the light of contemporary realities. In particular, it must be noted
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that the Charter was drawn up at a time when nuclear weapona did not exist, and for
this reason makes no mention of nuclear weapons at all. The arms race haviug taken
the world to the edge of a nuclear precipice, it is imperative for the world
community now to address itself, both within and outside the United Nations, to
this question. The use or threat of nuclear weapons must be outlawed, since it is
a urime against humanity.

Mr. SOULIOTIS (Greece) (interpretation from French): On 21 November the
representative of the Wnited Kingdom, Mr. John Birch, spoke on behalf of the
12 Member States of the Buropean Comun}ty and succinctly but in detail expressed
the Community 's view on international security. while fully endoarsing what he
said, I wish to add some supplementary views of my delegation on agenda item 141,
entitled *catablishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and
security”, a subject introduced by the Permanent Representative of Huncry.

We must nurture a spirit of confidence if we wish to promote the idea of
international security. We all agree that arms control plays a two-fold role. On
the one hand, it is the result of a widespread feeling of insecurity, and it also
contr ibutes to that feeling. It is a typical example of vicious circle. That is
why any initiative to promote methods and mechanismg aimed at consolidating
international security is undoubtedly welcome,

But, unfortunately, the matter of international security is not simple. On
the contrary, it covers a wide spectrum, including factors such as the insti tutions
that protect individual liberties, buman and humanitaricn rights and interrational
economic development. It also comprises such matters as social inequalities, the
instability of political institutions and similar matters which are at the very
centre of people's interests, Consean~ntly, beyond a declaration of good intent,
we must all make serious efforts to consider in depth the complex und

interdependent paramaters of international security.
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Never theless, cne comment must be made: draft resolution 1/C.1/41/L.89 is of
such scope, value and siognificance that it cannot be ccnsidered without reference
to the Charter, to which it is linked, conceptually and structurally. A second
comment, which derives from the first, is that the Special Committee on the Charter
of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization is
stil]l at work. Therefore, it would be wise to ask ourselves whether the undefined
goals of the draft resolution should not be considered within the general framework
of that Committee.

As for metholdology, my delegation favours an approach that would lead to a
mocre systematic and thorough study, and therefore one that would yield more results
with regard ¢o the burning problem of adapting the Charter to present-day
rezlities. Clearly, one cannot disregard the rupid and dramatic developments that
have taken place in vital areas of human activities since the adoption of the
Char ter.

The most important aspect of any text adopted by our Organization is,
obviously, that Member States respect and faithfully implement it. If that had
been done over the past 40 years, I wonder whether it would have been necessary to
submit the draft resolution that we are considering today.

For all those reasons, my delegation welcomes draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.89,
but feels that the ideas in it would be more usefully considered in another forum.

Mr ., HAQSS (Ethiopia): The question of the maintenance of peace and
security at the regional and global levels has always been uppermost in tha minds
of all those who have serious ooncern for the well-being and destiny of r.ankind.
Yet never has it been 8o pressing an issue as it is today.

The current state of international peace and security leaves wuch to be

desired. Indeed, to the regret of those dedicated to the cause of peace,
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contemporary international relations hava been, and continue to be, marred by wars
of aggression, imperialist expansion, instances of gross inter ference and
intervention in the internal affairs of States and the persistence of obsolete
policies of racism, as w«pitomized Ly the system of apartheid. Today imper ialism,
with unabated hegemonistic asbitions, continues to search for new wilitary bases
and political footholds. Purthermore, it is engaged in overt and covert
destabilization campaigns aimed at subverting legitimate Governments and
developmental processes not particularly conducive to the perpetuation of foreign

domination and exploitation.
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The very fabric of inter-State relations is being undermined by increasing
resort to crude schemes of intimidation, ranging from economic blockades to blatant
acts of aggression against many States which have neither the capacity nor the
inclination to withstand external aggression, let alone pose any threat to regional
or international peace and security. Provocative military manoceuvres contirue to
be conducted in our part of the Medit. cranean and in the Caribbean rejion as well
as in South-East Asia, in utter disregard of the legitimate interests of the States
of those regions. In fact, the tendency to resort to quick military solutions
seems to have become the order of the aay.

What is most alarming is the fact that those very circ.es that loudly profess
to be concerned about the prevalence of terrorism are engaged in the traininy,
arming and infiltration of mercenaries dadicated to the destabilization of
soverel jn States and the overthrow of popular social orders. These same circles
secm to have arrogated to thc.uselves the role of arbiter between legitimate
(overnments and renegade elements, which they often describe as "democratic
resistance forces". 'fo our regret, and indeed to the utter dismay of many States,
one major Power has on more than one occasion used the General Assembly to express
its avowed intention to render support to the destructive activities of such
elements against the expressed wishes of the peoples of the countries concerned.

As we have repcatedly pointed out, such pronouncements not only constitute
gruss interference in the internal affairs of sovereign States, but are
fundamentally unworthy of any State which ought to shoulder special
responsibilities as a permanent member of the Security Council. If some continue
to view their role in the maintenance of international peace ard security in a
manner detrimental to the peace and progress of developing countries, they are

certainly following the wrong path, one that is bound to undermine regional and
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international peace and security. From those who seem bent on attempting to
determine our future for us, we must demand respect for our sovereign right to
choose the developmental path which we deem fit. In this connection, I have *O
state that the policies pursued by one major Western Power are in clear violation
of the basic principles of the Charter and contravene the principles of the 1970
Declaration on friendly relaticna among States, which, inter alia, provides that
"no State or group of States has the right to intervene, directly or
indirectly, for an reason whatever, in the internal or external affairs of
any other State. Consequently, armed intervention and all other forms of
interference or attempted threats Against .+. its political, economic and
cultural elements are in violation of international law." (resolution

2625 (XXV), annex)

If, indeed, the intention of that major Power is the betterment of our
peoples, as it sometimes professes, I must point out that there are avenues of
international co-operation of which it can avail itself and positively contribute
to the eunhancement of peace and security in all parts of the world. As things
stand now, howaver, we emphatically reject any attempt to infringe upon our
sovereign right to determine our dastiny. We also ;oject any and all attempts to
interpret events in our region in terms of narrow global and strategic objectives
which are contrary to tha legitimate aspirations and interests of the peoples
directly ¢r. arned. If the world is to be a more peaceful and secure place to live
in, States must conduct their foreign policies in conformity with the principles of
equality and peaceful coexistence. At this juncture, I appeal to all the major
Powers - in particular, the permanent members of the Security Council - to assume
their legitimate role in international peace and security, with a clear commitment

to the betterment of the one world we collectively inhabit.
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Motivated by its earnest desire for international peace and security, Ethiopia
welcomes the initiative of the socialist community for the eatablishment of a
comprehensive system of international puace and security. We have no doubt that,
with further study and elaboration, the proposals will contribute meaningfully to
the advancement of international peace and security.

As a country which has for centuries resisted all forms of encroachment ou.
and naked aggression against, its independence and territorial integrity, and one
which is keenly aware of the significance of the prevalence of a durable climate of
peace and security throughout the world, Bthiopia will continue to be guided by the
well-known principles of non-zlignment and those enshrined in the Charter of the
United Natlons - respect for peace, justice and equality, national independence,
national unity and non-interference in the internal affairs of othar countries.
Ethiopla will continue to pursue a policy of good-neighbourliness in its relationa
with the sister States in its immediate region and indeed with all States in the
world that respect the primacy of international law. We wish for others what wve
cherish most - peace in unity and equality. It is only logical and indeed
legitimate that, conversely, we urge others to wish us the same.

Mr. BIRCH (United Kingdom): Last week I made a statement on behalf of
the Twelve Mamber States of the European Community about general issues concerning
international security. Today, as the representative of the United Kingdom, I
should like to make some comments on one particular proposal which has been brought
forward at this year's session of the General Assemb'y by a group of delegations.

I am referring to the proposal for the "Establishment of a comprehensiva system of

international peace and security®”. (A/C.1/41/L.89)
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The proposal is not, of oourse, new to us. In August the sponsors submitted a
letter (A/41/191) from their Poreign Ministers to the Secretary-General which set
out some of the thoughts behind it. We have looked very carefully at this proposal
and have considered it most sympathetically, since we, too, share the concerns of
everyone for international peace and security. We agree with many of the
expressions -J concern about the present state of the world which are contained in
the covering lotter by the snonsors' Foreign Ministers. We share, for exampl ',
their concern about the need to reduce nuclear arsenals and about the non-use of
force to settle disputes. We share their concern for many areas of the world which
today are troubled or in conflict. In their memorandum the Poreign Ministers of
the sponsors mentioned some of these so-called hotbeds of tension: the Middle and
Near Esst, South-East 2sia, Central America and southern Africa. Perhaps it wss
just a slip of the pen that Afghanistan was not mentioned in that category.

We have heard quite a bit from the sponsors during this debate about their
initiative. But, despite the memorandum of August and the atatements made in the
Committee so far, and indeed the conversations I have had with the sponsors, I am
still unclear about what exactly they hope to achieve by thu draft resolution. I
know that many other members of the Committee are equally puzzled. Indeed, the
sponsors themselves have not really been able to "ell us what it is all about.

When he introduced the draft resolution on 20 November, my good friend the
permanent representative of Hungary said that the sponsors' aims were modest: they
merely wished to hear the views of others and, after analysing them, to return to
the subject next year.

Well, perhaps on the face of it thi is a reasonable approach. After all, the
purpose of this part of the First Committee's dehate is to share ideas on how

international security can be strengthened. But, with respect, it is not necessary
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to have a new agenda item for ti.at or to talk about elaborating new systems of
security or of elaborating new documents. We are already smothered in documents.
But let us nevertheless look very carefully at how the draft resolution is

formulated.
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Both the title of the draft resolution and operative paragraph 2 refer to the
"establishment” of a comprehens ‘e sys.em of international peace and security. My
first aguestion therefore is this: does not this formulation prejudge the outcome
of our consideration of the initiative? Do not we already have an established
system of internationz. peace and security - in other words, the system that has
brought us all here to this room? I refer to the Unitead Nations itself. My second
auestion is this: what is wrong with the present system that is embodied in the
United Natinns Charter?

I am afraid that nothing the sponsors have said so iar - and they have said a
great deal - provides satisfactory ansu;ta to these fundamental points. They h e
only stated that they do not wish to rewrite the Charter or to underhine it. This
is reassuring, as far as it goes. But the draft resolution says virtually nothing
about the Charter, and it makes no reference whatsoever to its collective security
provisions. Perhaps this is just another oversight. It is our strong view that
the assumption that there is a need to establish a new system of international
security debases the value of what we already hiave in the Charter.

We have some other substantial concerns zbout the initiative in the draft
resolution. In his introductory statement last week, the Hungar’an representative
said that security was not just a military aquestion. We agree completely, and we
said so in the statement of the Furopean Community to the Committee on
21 November. However, the representative then went on to mention developments that
have taken place since the Charter was written. He suggested that the sponsors'’
approach was novel, because they were proposing to tackle the world's problems in
an integrated manner. Here agair. in our v ew, the sponsaors are claiming too much

credit and doing an injustice to the founders of our Organization.
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Those who wrote the Charter fully sppreciated the interrelationship betwesn
problems of an economic, social, cultural and humanitarian nature, as well as the
need to respect human rights and fundamental freedoms. Indeed, the opening of the
Charter, Article 1, spells this out. 80 we do not think that the draft resolution
contains much that is original.

Of ocourse, the Charter does not spell out in datail how the ideals which it
embodies can be achieved. How could it? WNo single document can purport to have
all the answers to the world's problems. The strength of the Charter lies in the
fact that it contairs the foundations of common sense and basic values which should
quide international co-operation, while leaving sufficient flexibility for specific
{ssues to be handled in their proper context.

In our view, the Charter provides a perfectly adequate framework for the
conduct of international relations, and it is up to Member States to maintain the
high standards that {t sets.

In short, we do not oppose a healthy dehate on the strengthening of
international peace and security. On the contrary, wa believe that it is an
essantial part of the Pirst Committee's deliberations. We are convinced that ihe
coilective security system embodied in the Charter is an effective system to
preserve international pesce and security. The pr: blems which undoubtedly exist in
the area of international peace and security are not related to the structure of
that system. Thay stem from the fa'lure of States to comply with their obligations
under the Charter. we firmly helieve that the Charter has stood the test of time
and that the United Nations system, if we could make it work properly, would be
able to solve the many problems that face mankind.

We therefore consider that any resolution that we adopt on this subject should

reflect these concerns. We helieve that a firm reaffirmation of the collective
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secur ity system ewbodied in the Charter is essential in the operative part. We
should also like to see referunces to the importance of the full promotion and
protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms and of economic and social
development as an indispensable ingredient in promoting international security.

And we do not consider that there should be & presumption in favour of establishing
some neow system. We heljieve that these concerns are shared by many delegations.

We offer these comments and suggestions in a constructive spirit, and as a
sincere response to the sponsors' call for dialogue on their initiative,

Mr. BADAW1 (Egypt): The item en..tled "Establishment of a comprehensive
system of international peace and security®™ is new on our agerda this year.
wWithout prejudice to our position regarding the merits of the item, or the language
used in drafting its title and relevant documents, I must admit to feling
gratiried and grateful to its sponsors, since it focuses our attention unce again
on the main responsibility of the United Nations - the maintenance of internatioral
peace and security - after it had appsared that in our duest for rationalization we
had lost sight of the Organization’s raison 4°'8tre.

Those who called, in document A/41/191, for the inclusion of the item on the
agenda and the sponsors of Araft rasolution A/C.1/41/..89 have made some extremely
valid points. They include the following.

First, no State, however powerful, can expect to deferd itself solely by
military or technological means. We have always shared this view with the other
non-aligned countries, as is evident from our rejection of the concepts underlining
the establishment of military alliances.

Secondly, international security involves not only the military and political
fields, but also the economic and humanitarian fields. ™his is in line with our

interpretation of the principles, purposes and provisions of the Charter.
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Thirdly, the present international aituation has become extremely precarious,
and the foundation of international peace and security is threatened. With a
rampant arms rece and an increasing recurcence of the use of force, our very
existence is at stake. 1In recognition of thic, we had previously suggested that

the Security Council hold periodic meetingas o take stock of the aituation.
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Fourthly, the Unf{ted Nations Charter is, and must remain the basis of the
international security system. It is our considered opinion that while the test of
time has always proved that any system can be improved, thc Charter not being
sacrosanct, the heightened international tensions ewmanate basically from lack of
respect for Charter provisions and from interpretations of its collective security
provisions inconsistent with its principles, purposes and spirit.

In view of all that I have said, we helieve that circumstances call tor
serious reflection and concrete action., We must halt the regression we have
witnessed and redress the situation in order to consolidate for the future. Our
endeavours, whether culminating in success or failure, will have implications of
paramount importance for the continued validity of the contemporary international
order. We should move forward with conviction, on solid ground and with common
goals. This can be done only by reaffirming - through our deeds, not just our
declarations - that we al. remain fully committed to the Charter and faithfully
interpret it, particularly its collective security provisions.

This reaffirmation should he translated into the following action: first,
full respect for the principle of the non-use of force in international relations;
secondly, practical measures confir..ing ecual human rights for all nations of the
world, foremost among those rights being the right of self-determination, which
continues to he denied to the Palestinian and Namibian peoples; tnirdly, full
implementation of the collective security provisions of the Charter, above all
through the proper use of the Security Council, which has limited itself to
deliberating on international crises and occasionally indulging in crisis
management or peacekeeping operations, while remaining totally complacent and
dormant in peacemaking and problam-soliving, thus not fulfilling its function as the
United Nations organ with the primary responsibility for the maintenance of

international peace and security.
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The Security Council's continued and increasing lack of effectiveness has on
many occasjions been viewed as reflectinc the irrelevance of the United Nations
system in the contemporary international order and as an indication of its future
demise. We must frankly state that the five permanent members of the Security
Council are primarily responsible for this gituation, for the provision in the
Charter of particular decision-making powers for the Security Council was done in
cognizance of the special responsibility falling upon its five permanent members,
and not in recognition of any special rights.

Fourthly, there should be constructive participation in the negotiations
initiated in the different specialized forums provided for by the United Nations
system, such as the global negotiations on a new international aconomic order or
the comprehensive programme on disarmament, as well as other comprehensive legal,
polit‘cal and sccial negotiations under way, meant to give concrete expression to
the provisions of the Charter and credence to their continued validity and
relevance to prevailing international conditions.

Eqypt welcomes the inclusion for the fourth consecutive year of the item
pertaining to security and co-operation in the Mediterranean. We do so out of a
conviction that security is indivisible. If it is believed that security in Europe
impacts on international security, it also holds true that the former cannot be
assured without security in the Mediterranean. Furthermore, how can there be
security in the Mediterranean if hotbeds of tension and sources of conflict abound
along its shores and in its midst? Let there be solutions to the Arab-Israeli
conflict, the Cyprus problem and the Lebanese situation, to mention only a few. We
ahall then have contributed positively to the cause of international peace and

security.
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Other parts of the world also suffer their own nshare of crises: the infamous
war between Iraa and Iran; Afghanistan, Kampuchea, apartheid and Namibia. Yet all
those problems have one thing in common: they have all formed an integral part of
our agenia here at the United Nations ~ alas, for too long. Should we be satisfied
with issuing year after year the same pattern of resolutions, making ourselves
believe that we attached due importance to these problems and given them proper
consideration?

Ae I have already mentioned, the United Nations is replete with various
mechanisms which could usefully be put into effect to deal with each of those
problems in a timely and effective manner, but have we earnestly made the most of
them?

This is certainly not on our part a cry of despair, tor we are, and will
remain, solid supporters of the Organization; nor is this a barb against the United
Nations: {t is merely a call for a saner and more positive approach. The United
Mations has in the past, through its various organs and in co-operation with
regional organizations, succeeded in obtaining satisfactory results in connectior.
with several critical si*uations. This has been possible because the political
will has existed. So let us regenerate this will: only then will we have a
healthier United Nations and a better world.

Mr. AL~ATASSI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): My
country is extremely interested in the agenda item dealing with international peace
and security; we approach it with an open mind and a spirit of understanding, for
during this International Year of Peace the world c. .d witness the kind of détente
designed to achieve international peace.

The nuclear arms race and the race to acauire other weapons of mass

destruction is a source of alarm to the entire international community. However,
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the nuclear arms race is not limited to our planets: it has rapidly expanded to

involve the militacization of outer space, the common heritage of mankind.

Coantries aspiring to its domination should ponder the dangers of such an arms race.
The enormous resources diverted .o the arms race have already reached such

levels that we, the international community, can no longer bear the cost. We must

put an end to those weapons and devote those resources to economic and social

development projects in every country. Throughcut the world man needs development

in order to r-* » his standard of living and to achieve prosperity.
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Thus there ia an additional relationship among disarmament, wconomic
development and the establishment of international peace and security. There must
be consolidation of efforts to guarantee the security of peoples and countries,
since these form s bmsic endeavour to end the arms race and work towards
development. In that regard, we do not think that there is a more appropriate
single body to work continuously towards all three objectives than this
international forum: the United Nations. In its 40 years of life, the
Organization has proved its viability and validity. Even though its objectives are
achieved 3lowly, we cannot disregard it~ achievements in the consolidation of
international peace and security and its efforts to achieve guneral and complete
disarmament. Hence Member States must make every possible effort to strengthen the
Organization and to build confidence.

If to date the Organization has failed to solve problems and reduce tension in
certain regions, it has been successful in heightening awareness of the threat
posed to mankind by the policies of apartheid of the Government of South Africa.
The United Nations has helped make clear the true nature of .acist régimes
throughout the worid, such as those in South Africa and Israel. In that
connection, we cannot minimize the significance of GQAeral Assembly resolution
3379 (XXX), which lirked Zionism with racism.

Hotbeds of tension and wars of aggression persist in many regions of the
world., The use and threat of force is the daily practice of certain Governments.
Intervention in the internal affairs of other States - even St~ es that are
thousands of miles away - has a negative effect on security. States that pursue
such policies therefore pose a threat to international peace and security.
Aggresgive and expansioniat policies and a return to the imperialism of old pose
the greatest threat to international relations and to international peace and

security.
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There is no doubt that in one way or another all these problems result from a
lack of commitment by States to the establishment of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security under the Declaration on the Strengthening of
Intarnational Security contained in General Assembly resolution 2734 (XXV) of 197¢
and to the implementation of the Charter's provisions regarding the peaceful
settlemant of disputes amcong States,

Central America continues to be a sourge of international tension and conflict
stemming from policies of aggression, interference ih the internal affairs of uther
States, financing of mercenaries and non-compliance with decisions cf the
International Court of Justice. Those are all policies of the United States
Administration, which finds it diffinulit to live alongside neighbours wishing to
live in peace and to choose their own political, economic and soclal system,
independently and without any ocutside interference. Threats against Cuba and
attempt1 to destabilisze the Nicaraguan régime, through the financing of mercenaries
or by direct acts of aggression and economic bliockade, are major components of the
danger to Caniral America and thus to international peace and security.

In Africa, United States imperialism exerts pressure on countries with
independent economic systems, and assists the apartheid régine in its sots of
aqgression against African countries. 1ts policy is one of aqgression against
thHse countries, especially the front-line States.

The situation in the Mediterranean is dete¢riorating owing to the presence of
foreign fleets. The United States Sixth Pleet poses a threat to the peace and
security of coastal countries of the Mediterransan. In this connection we recall
the acta of aggression cairied out last April by United States aircraft against the
sovereignty and independence of the Libyan Arab Jamshiriya. At that time, United

States aircraft based with the 8ixth Fleet and on British territory carried out
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acts of aggression acasinst civilian centres, destroying schools, hospitals and even
the embassies of some countries friendly to the United States. I shall go fnto no
further detail about those acts of aggressjion, bacouse they have already been
considered in this Organisation, Suffice it to point out that the presence of the
United States Sixth Pleet far from the United States coast, with the intent of
committing acts of aggrussion against Libya, in collaboration with the United
Kingdom, poses a threat to peace.

Since the establishment of the tioniat entity in occupied Palestine some 40
years ago, the Middle Bast region has witnessed an arms race a8 a result of the
activities of the racist régime in occupied Palestine. That régime has carried out
acts of aggression against neighbouring Arab ocountries and to this day occupies
portions of their territory. It ocontinues to pursue a policy of illugal annexation
of ' "y Golan Heights, Jerusalem, the West Bank and Gasa. There is a trend to
Jidaize the region. Through the Security Council and the General Assembly, the
international community has urged that State to withdraw all its forces from

occupied territories.
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Despite those decisions, Israel continues its occupation and inhuman, racist
policies in Palestinjan territory: Tarael has plundered land and property; it has
set up colonies for Jews from abroad; it has close. schools and hospitals and waged
a shameful policy of terrorism againat the Palestinian people. FEven more dangercus
is the daily expulsion of Palestinian inhabitants, a practice condemned by all
religiona of the world. 1In the Golan Heightr Syrian citizens are expressing ‘helr
rejection of ivhat occupation and of the shameful practices there, in particular the
establishment of colonies and the imposition of Israeli nationality on the
inhabitants of the Syrian-Golan region. The report of the Conmittee on *sraeli
practices attests to that Nazi occu ion.

In defiance of Security Council decisions, notably resolution 425 (1974),
Israel continues its occupation of southern Lebanon and is engaged there in
practices that cause the destruction of crops and interfere with the proper
functioning of United Nations forces. As a further result of Israeli occupation,
many people have died at the hands of the South Lehanon Army (SLA) ~ mercenaries at
the service - ' Israel.

Aided and abetted by the United States Administration and through the use of
American economic assistance that includes weapons, aircraft, tanks and artillery,
Iscrael is pursuing its illeqal practices designed to consolidate the policy of
ocoupation, aggression and expansion. Israel has already introduced nuclear
weapons into the Middle East and has threatened their use against countries of the
region ~ practices that have heen repeatedly condemned by the First Committee and
the General Assembly. Nevertheless, as has been documented in ser<-al reports,
Israel continues its active nuclear collaboration with the inited States and South
Africa - a development that could destahilize peace and security and lead to

disastrous results.
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Terrorism in all its forms, bs it a matter of individual acts or of collective
State policy, is condemnable. Itself a victim of terrorism, the Syrian Arab
Republic vehemently rejects it. The struggle against occupation, aggression and
annexation, however, is lawful and legitimate; the struggle to expel Israeli forces
from our occupied territories is internationally acceptable. Never shall we
compromise when it comes to the violation of our legitimate rights,

As President Hafiz al-Assad stated,

"We support liberation and the world-wide movement of national resistance to

occupation and imperialism; we are opposed to terrorism in all parts of the

world. The line separating terrorism and the struggle for liberation is
perfectly clear.”

The most dangerous form of terrorism is State terrorism., How else can one
describe the act of aggression against tiny Grenada; or the attack upon Libya by
dozens of warplanes and the bombing of the residence of the Head of State in an
attempt to kill him? What ahout the use of thousands of tons of American-made
munitions and ajrcraft in the three-month-long bombardment of Belirut; or the
seizure of civil aircraf in international airspace upd their forced landing at
Israeli :irports? That is the kind of terrorism the American mass media ought to
speak of. Such are the actions carried out by the United sStates and Israel.

Mr. SERGIWA (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): The
geographic, political, economic and cultural link between three continents, the
Mediterranean is a strateqic region coveted by many foreign colonial Powers. The
continued presence there of the United States Sixth Fleet and the deployment of
American missilea from bases in certain countriea of the Mediterranean pose a grave

threat to the security, safety and independence of t i@ Mediterranean countries and



N8/gmr A/C.1/41/PV.5%6
33-35%

(Mrx, Sergiwa, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya)

adjacent regions, and have led to increased tension and instahility in that vital

region of the world.

Indeed, the American fleet and bases have been used to launch intimidating,
provocative acts of direct and indirect aggression against the psoples of the
region. My own people continues to suffer such threats and provocations; witness
the United States violation of our sirspace and territorial waters during the naval
manoeuvres conducted off our shores in an open atponpt to interfere in our internal
affairs and prevent us from exercising our sovereignty over the Gulf of sidra, an
integral part of our territorial waters. Not only is it a violation of our
sovereignty and territorial integrity and an impediment to converting the region

into a zone of peace and co-operation: it also threatens peace and security in the

Mediterranean reogion and worldwide.
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As part of its provocative manoeuvres the United States Administration has
strengthened its Mediterranean fleet, in the particular vicinity of Libya. Prime
examples of United States military aggression 7are the incidents in the Gulf of
Sidra of August 1981 and March 1986 znd che aerial bombardment of Tripoli and
Benghazi on 15 April 1986 - barbarous raids that killed innocent pecple and
destroyed civilian and residential areas.

The achievement of peace and security in the Medi terranean is one of the basic
cbjectives of the countries of the region. Libya haa therefore welcomed all
regional and international efforts to reduce tension and thus safeguard the
independence and territocial integrity of all countries of the region; on the basis
of non~inter ference in their internal affairs and respect for their international
boundaries.

My country endorsed the Final Declaration of the Ministers for Foreign Affairs
of the Mediterr anean menmbers of the Non-Aligned Move: nt, issued in Valletta,
Malta, in September 1984, That Declaration urged all States "not to use their
armaments, forces, bases and military facilities against non-aligned Mediterranean

members.” (A/39/526, para. 12)

My country also endorsed all the resolutions afpted at previous sessions of
the General Assembly on the strengthening of peace and co-operation in the
Mediterranean. Those resolutions urged all countries to co-operate with the
Mediterranean countries in pursuing their efforts to reduce tension and str “ngthen
peace, secur ity and co-operation in the area in pursuance of the purposes and
principles of the Charter.

My country similarly endorsed the Final Documents of the non-aligned countries
in their meetings held at New Delhi in April 1986 and at Harare in September 1986.

In the latter they
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"condemned the military exercises amnd other demonstrations of military power
near the territorial water and airspace of littoral States which lead to the
outbreak of very serious incidents and endanger the sovereimty and

independence of non-aligned countries”, (A/2:./697, para. 210)

My country supported the Gorbachav initiative of 26 March 1986, which proposed
the withdrawal of all foreign fleets from the Mediterranean.

At the beginning of this year, my country called for a meeting of the
non-aligned countries and Buropean countries in the Mediterranean region in order
to draw up an international convention covering collective action and arrangements
to protect the Mediterranean and to stre.gthen the peace and security of
Mediterranean States. The idea was to prokidbit manoeuvres and even the presence of
foreign fleets in the Medi tercanean, making it an exclusively economic zone for the
countries of the region so that they might &welop their natural resources for the
benefit of their psoples and thus promote tregional econowic and commercial
co-operation and telecommunications,

Since our revolution, my country has always endeavoured to strengthen peace,
security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region through dismantlement of
United States and United Kingdom colonial bases in our territory. As Mediterranean
security is closely linked to European security, my country urges European States
having United States oolonh; military bases in the Maditerranean region to take
action to remove them, to refrain from prov! ding any military facilities that could
be used for interventionist purposes and %o call for withdrawal of ioreign fleets,
inasmch as their existence constitutes a threat to safety and security.

In conclusion, in order to maintain psace and strengthen international
security, we nmust bend every effort to enaure disarmament, uphold the principles of

independence, soveteignty and the territoria}! integrity of States, non-inter ference
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in their interna) affairs, the peaceful settlement of disputes, the non-use oOr
threat of force, and respect for the rights of people to self-determination and
sovereignty over their natural resources. 1In short, we must uphold the purposes
and principles of the United Nations Charter.

Mr. 2ARIF (Afghanistan): The question of the strengthening of
international security has been debated at length before the First Committee of the
United Nations over the past few years. This is not only because the issue
represents the commitment of the international community after experiencing hard
and bitter examples of the contrary condition, but also because of the increasing
occurrence and recurrence of threats to and actual breaches of the aforementioned

commi tment.
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Building on the ruins left by the Second World War, civiliszed man\ ind
reform:lated certain pcinciples which needsd to be updated as a result of the
accumulation of the lessons of history. No one could then dispute the fact that
the survival of civilization would have one over-all prerequisite, namely, the
elimination of the threat or danger of a qualitatively new kind of war. That
conclusion meant that the nations of the world had to accept the overwvhelming
responsibility for mintaining and consolidating international peace and security,
a delicate and complionted yet unquestionably vital task. At times, one wonders
whether it is the lack of clarity of implications and conseguences that permi ts
those in certain quarters to venture actions that may well develop into an all-out
confrontation. Or is it that the image of a post-thermonuclear-war world drawn by
them is, to a reascnable degree, more acceptable than the one foreseen by the vast
majority of nations? However, with the degree of knowledge and the technological
facilities available to humanity, or even on the basis of common sense, neither of
those possibilities is credible.

Why is it, then, that, in spite of the vivid and ocbvious outcome of the
present course of developments, the deliberate exposure of international security
to that immense threat still persists? That is perhaps explicable in the context
of certain theoties that ocould be described, to put it as mildly as possible, as
icresponsible. Thoughts of ensuring security through force, which has dominated
the minds of people in militacrist circles, have undecstandably caused serious
concern to the rest of the international community. One might have wished those
ideas to be used simply as bargaining chips or for the purposes of normal and
custosary g hetoric. Some actual deeds by the imperialist warmonger ing forces,
however, have left no room for such wishful thinking. They have embarked upon the

road of drastic escalation of the arms race, drawing up and implementing plans that

R i
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would bolster, quantitatively as well as qualitatively, the potential for the
compl ete destruction of the Earth.

Apart from the over-all strategic approach of the imper ialist forces, their
day-to-day conduct of international affairs is also a faithful reflection of that
major tendency, namely, to create new hotheds of tension around the world, to fan
the flames of those already existing, to resort to the use of force and aggression
against small, indepsndent nations snd to emert political and economic pressure on
them and destabilize their progressive and independence Govurnments through the
export of mercenaries and sabotsurs.

The recent chronology of events in Asia, Africa and Latin Americs is full of
unmistaka examples of that policy. In the Middle East, the Arab oéanunltlu of
the region have been subjected to repeated acts of aggression, and the ocsupation
of their territocies by the Zionist régime of Israel continues unsbated. The
people of Palestine have remained the target of designs aimed at their physical
annihilation. A just, lasting and comprehens ive settlement of the Middle East and
Palestinian questions, which pose a grave threat to international security, is
still out of sight. The Libyan Arab Jamshitiya has repeaedly been attacked by the
United States naval and air forces, causing considerable loss of life and property.

In South-East Asia, pressure and attempts at destabilization continue against
the socialist Republic of Viet Nam and the Lao People's Democratic Republic. The
people of Kampuchea must still fight the remnants of a dark era that is
deliberately being kept alive by cutside forces. The psaceful proposals of the
three Indochinese nations, which would pwe the way to cordial and friendly
relations among the States of the reg! mn and thus help strengthen psace and

security in that part of the world, have yet to meet a positive response from some

other countries of the region.
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The proposals of the People's Republic of Mongolia relating to Arlan security
constitute another maior contribution by the forces of peace and détente, which
have not been given serious and responaible attention. The continued senseles: war
between Iran and Iraq has resulted in bloodshed and fratricide in the Gulf region.
The samassing of the interventionist forces of the imperialists in the southern
waters of our continent snd their full-scale attempt to militarize the most
reactionary rdgimes in the region - and to force others in the bleak pursuit of the
arms race -~ are main subjects of legitimate concern for the peoples of our area.

The proposals of the Democratic Republic of Madagascar and other proposals on
the security of the Indian Ocean, which are significant parts of global efforts for
the implementation of the Declaration of the Indien Ocean as a Zone of Peace, have
receivsd a cool response in imperialist quarters.

Afghanistan, which broke away from the imperialist and reactionary camp as a
result of its national-democratic revolution of April 1978, has remained the
innocent victim of a crv~l and dirty undoclared war unleashed by ‘mperialists,
hegemonists and other raactionary forces.

S8ince the victory of the Mpril Revolution, and particularly following its new
phase, the Govarnment of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan has endeavoured to
establinh and expand friendly and cordial relations with all countries of the world
and, in particular, with our neighbours. In a sincere hope and desire to rrsolve
all outstanding issuss with our neighbours, we submitted the proposals of May 1980,
which were further elabocated by the propusals of August 1Y8l., Those realistic
proposals provide an acceptable basis for a comprenensive settlement of the
situation created around Afghanistan.

Very important and practical steps have been taken by thaz Democratic Republic

of Afghanistan and the Soviet Union to impart further impetus to peaceful efforts
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in that: direct. . An equally responsible approach on the part of our neignbours
and theit all.es would no doubt contribute to the restoration of conditions
favour avle tc normal snd even friondly relations among States and to the

consol idation of security in the region. Regrettably, however, the attitudes »>f
the othar partien (nmvolved lsave much to be desiraed.

In soutnern Africa, the peoples of Namibia and South Afrioce are sub)lect to the
most abhorrent racial policies and practices. The Territory of Namibia is still
1l1lega’ly occupied by the Pretoria régime, and apartheid is showing its abominable
face mare brasenly than ever before. At times, armed attsmpts at destabil ization
and acts of aggression by the racist s&um Africa. cdoime endanger one independent
African State; at other times, another. The efforts for the abolition of _a&theld
and for the independence of Namibia are constantly impeded by the ocbstructionist
designe of the racist and ¢ onialist régize of South Africa, ' th the connivance
and support of its impecialist patrons.

The United States pclicy of treating Latin America as its backyard ari its
attempts to impose unpopular régimes on the nations of the region have aroused the
inAignation of those nations. Continued armed interferenoce in the internal affairs
of Nicaragua and the resort to force and aggression by the United States against
its sovereignty and verritorial intsgrity have considerably affected the security
climate, not only of Nicaragu , but of the whole of Central America. Plots against
the political process initiated by the Contadora Group have hampered fae prospe ts

for a peaceful settiement in the region.
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Given the state of affairs that now prevails in the world, the task of
establishing a comprehensive system of international prace and security is of
utmost urgency. That is precisely what the Soviet mion and other socialist
countr jes have emphasized in proposing the consideration of the ftem antitled
“Establ ishment Oof a comprehens ive system of intecrnational peace and security”. The
fac-rraching proposala made by the Soviet leader, M.S. Gorbachev, in Vladivostock
in July 19686 were another gigu~tic contribution to the search for peace and
cllective security in Asia and the Pacific region.

The Movement of the Non-Aligned Countries hau consistently striven for
international actions to strengthen peace and security. Of particular importance
are the decisions of the Heads of State or Government of non-aligned countries
&.ring their meetiny in Harare, Zimbabwe, in September 1986. The Delhi Declaration
and other proposals of the Six States also constitu'e a valuable and serious effort
towards promoting peace and security.

The tense and dangerous character of the worl1q situation brought about as a
result of the imperialist poliocy of confro.tation and arms race is bringing
humanity ever closer to the abyss of complete annihilation.

Greater interdependence among States and the absence Oof any reasonable
alternative to the policy of peaceful onexistence and co-operation call for urgent
and concrete action in favour of strengthening the foundation of universal
security. The realities of our time reject the old and wor n-out cuncept of
security through accumulation of larger gusntities of arme. The new political
thinking demands a fundamental reshaping of attitudes towards questions or peace
and security. Such an attitude has to be guided by the fact that securlty
indivisible ané therefore has to be universal, embracing all countries, regard. :ss

of thelr size, stage of development or soclo-political system.
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The task of preservinj and strengthening security is increasingly aoquiring a
political essence. At the uame time the scope of security admi ttedly encompasses
the military, political, economic and humanitarian aspects.

The Democratic Republic of Afghanistan, together with the othor nan-aligned
States, the socizlist community and@ other peace-loving forces, vigilantly and
strongly comes out in favour of better and improved international relations in
conformity with the Charter of the United Nations and based on the universally
accepted principles ot peaceful coexistenoe among different socio-economic systems,
non-inter ference, non-intervention, respect for the sovereignty, territorial
Integrity and independence of States, good-neighbourliness and international
co-operation.

Mr. DIOKIC (Yugoslavia): 1In the past four decadss the United Nations has
made a great contribution to the maintenance of peace and security in the world.
Under its aegis was led the anti-colonial revolution which brought free.om and
independence to many psoples and countrius. It has made a considerable
contr ibution to affirmation of the right to self-determination, independencs and
sovereignty, and many important international initiatives such as the international
strategy for general and complete disarmament and a New International Economic
Order have been defined at the United Nations,

Unfor tunately, certais: countries, still quided in tneir international
rvlations vy policy based on might, strive to negotiate from a position of force.
This is the reason why, despite the great afforts made by non—-aligned and some
other countries within the United Nations, there has as yet been no relaxation of
tension in intecrnatiorna elations. The age in which we live is still bedevillad
by bloc rivalry, pressure, aggression and intervention., There is no let-up in

confrontation in a bid to attain supremacy and spread one's own influence in the
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world, The independence and secure development of many countries, the non-aligned
ones in particular, are in jeopardy.

Instances of the threat or use of force abound, and interventions and
intexfrrence in the internal af “airs of others are manifold. As a rule, the
victims are most often non-aligned and other developing countries. Instead of
address ing themselves to the promotion of their own development and prosperity,
thesa countr ies ar~ compelled to exhaust their enercies and use their potentials to
defend their sovereignty and territccial integrity.

The greatest danger is presented by the military presence, activities and
manoucuvres of big Powers in the territories, air space and “erritorial waters of
the non-aligned and other developing countrizs, or in their vicinity. The military
disengagement of biq Powers and blocs from the non-align .4 regions of the world
would constitite an important vlement in the strengthening of the security of
non-aligned countries and of international security in general.

Inter national relations aire compounded by other problems as well, particularly
those that arise from the deep-rooted and mitually interrelated contradictions in
intern-tional economic relations. The dialogue between North and South is stalled,
and international co-operation for economic and social development through
multilateral processes within the United Nations is being eroded. The dramatic
widening of the gap betwean the developed and the developing world threatens to
erupt into incalculable turmoil and instability. The debt burden of developing
countries not only obstructs their economic deveiopment; it also puts into question
the process of wor 14 development.

The situation is further aggravated by the arms race, since the vast human,
material and technological resources so necessary for development are being spent

on arms,
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It is understandable that today mank ind 18 so voci ferous in its opposition to
the arms race, which, however, continues unabated and is being spread into new
areas, There are even threats to extend it into ovuter space. Yet the balance of
fear does not, and never can, gquarantee peace and security.

Crises around the world perpetuate instability, tension and the danger of
larger conflagrations. Almost all of these crises are :ocated in non-aligned
regions. In the Middle East, the expansionist policy of Israel prevents any
progress whatsoever, and that region remains one of the most serious hotbeds of
crisis, The terror of the racists, the mass killings, the persecuti-n of the black
population, the occupaticn of Namibia a;\d the aggreasion of the Pretoria régime
against neigbouring comntries have transformed southern Africa into one of the wost

explos ive areas of crisis in th> world.



AR

N8/ap A/C.1/41/WV.56
si

(Mr. Diokic, Yugoslavia)

The United Nations has provided the basis and pointed to the ways of solving
these crises, as well as the orises in Lebanon, Cyprus, Korea, Afghanistan,
Kampuchea, Central Mmerica and the conflict between Iran and Iraq, and although the
prinoiples and plans fur a peaceful settlemsnrt of those crises are generaily
accepted, the efforts to implement them ocontinue to be obstructed.

Paace, security and disarmament ooncern the destiny of the world. Therefore,
they can hardly be the monopoly of the super-Powers. Dritente can bear fruit only
if it is universal, if ail countries are lnvolvod_ and responsible. There can be no
stable peace and security if they depend exclusively on what the super-~Powers and
their bloc organiszations decide or agree upon. Substantial and comprehensive
relaxation should encompass all coui ..ies and regions of the world.

The United Nations is an irreplaceable international forum for the maintenance
of peace and security. The non-aligned countries have made their own contribution
to the growth of the United Nations into a democratic forum in .hich all Member
States participate in the concideration of vital probleas of the present-day world
on :n equal footing. The current international situation calls for the
strengthoning of the role of the United Nations and for the undertaking of resolute
and oconcrete measures for the realization of the goals contained in the declaration
on the strengthening of international security.

We are therefore deeply perturbed that the United Nations, and multilateral
co-operation in general, are subject to deliberate pressure and attempts by some
countries to reduce and limit its role and importance.

The role of the United Nations in international relations can be strengthened
only by joint efforts to bring all vital international issues, including security,
before the orgens of the United Nations. By cha’. we mean, first and foremost, the

General Assembly, the Security Council and the Secretary-General.
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To this end it is necessary to strengthen the effectiveness of the Security
Council in the fulfilment of its basic role of safequarding international peace and
secw ity in accordance with the Charter of the United Natjons. The Security
Council should occasionally meet to consider some of the problems and crises in the
world. This would enhance its capahility to launch preventive actions, to
facilitate peaceful solutions to problems and, whenever necessary, to take
effective measures, including those envisaged in Chapter VII of the Charter,

As a European country, Yugoslavia attaches particular importance to security
and co-operation in Europe. We are convinced that, with the necessary political
will of all concerned the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)
process may contribute considerably to the cessation of the arms race and to a
general relaxation of tension. We are therefore encouraged by the successful
completion of the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and Securjty-Building
Measures and Disarmament in Europe.

The initiatives for the establishment of zunes of peace and co-operation,
particularly in those parts of the world in which direct confrontation bewteen
blocs has occurred and in which their military presence is most evident, enjoy our
full support. Together with other non-aligned countries of the Mediterranean,
Yugoslavia is striving to tranaform the Meditarranean into a reqion of genuine
peace and co~operation.

The existing problema should ba solved by political means, through
negotiations, based on the principles of the Charter of the United Nations. We
welcome the continuation of the dialoque bhetween the two super-Powers. However,
there should be no reason for slowing down or discontinuing negotiations in

multilateral forums. On the contrary, the negotiations outside those forums should

complement them,
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The seriousness of the situation we are facing calls for joint efforts of all
the members of the international community to preserve international peace and
security. From their recent Eighth Summit Conference, held at Harare, Zimbabwe,
the Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries addressed an appeal to
the two super-~Powers, in which they stated, inter alia:

"The Non-Aligned Movement is committed to the search for global stability and

the development of equitable international co-operation in solving the main

political and economic problems affecting the world today. We, its members,

are prepared to continue to play an active part in the task of creating a

secure international environment”.

The importance of maintaining international peace today is second to none.
The international community is following a course that may lead not only to
accelerated development and progress for all, but to its self-annihilation. As
f ated in the above-mentioned appeal, the alternative today is not between war and
peace, but between life and death. Therefcre, the struggle for peace and security
in the world is, first and foremost, the struggle for our common survival and for
the survival of future generations.

Each and every proposal aimed at promoting international security deserves our
attention. The promotion of thLe present system of international security, the
strengthening of its effectiveness aid the universality of its implementation are
the goals we should forever aspire to. But consistent adherence to the system
which we have created and enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations is the
obligation of all, never to be discarded or lost sight of.

The proposal of the Soviet Union on the comprehensive system of international
security is one of those documents that arouse interest. It is a comprehensive

concept of a snystem of international security, which, in the opinion of i:s
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proponent, would reflect more adequately the needs of the international community
at the present level of development of international relations. 1Its
comprehensiveness is indicative of its long-term nature, and its complexity calls
for reflection.

At this stage, however, it begs more questions than it answers ard requires
further clarification as to content, goals and substance. This is understandable
since answers may come only as a result of a systematic discussion and assessment
of all the implications of each possible solution concerning the system of
international security. For ite part, Yugoslavia is prepared to participate in
such an endeavour.

Mr. KEBIDI (Zaire) (interpretation from French): My delegation has
already had occasion to congratulate you, Sir, on your election to the important
post of Chairman of the First Committee. We feel both pleasure and great
satisfaction in reiterat.ng our congratulations and in stating how much we
appreciate your talents, skills and qualities which have been amply proved in your
well-known diplomatic career. We know that you will lead the work of the First
Committee with speed and efficiency.

The delegation of Zaire is speaking today on agendé item 141, on international
peace and security, because we share * international community's concerns with

regard to international peace and secu. ty.
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Indeed, it is a self-evident truth that without peace there can be no
international security and that without international security there can be no
peace. Indeed, without peace there can be no soclo-economic development.

These are the terms of one and the same eaquation that must be taken into
account if we wish to resolve the fundamental problems facing mankind. It is a
truism to say that, following the failure of the League of Nations and the
crumbling of moral values and the principles of law that then governed relations
among States, after the Second World War the commuﬁity of nations devised a new
basis for relations among independent States, regardless of their size, their
length of existence or their wealth or poverty. Thus, in San Francisco on
24 October 1945, the Charter of the United Nations came into being. Last year we
celebrated the fortieth anniversary of our Organization, established to save
succeeding generations from the scourge of war, which twice in our lifetime has
brought untold sorrow to mankind. We heard a vast number of speeches ~ speeches
that form the best compilation of political eloauence .1 contemporary times. I
shall not try to repeat all the brilliant phrases, but after 40 years of
multilateralism, we must concede that, although international ¢« o-operation has
registered important accomplishments, our world contir 1es to live in fear of a
possible nuclear holocaust.

For years now, the major Powers and other nuclear- weapon States have
accustomed us to scenarios in which reductions are made in conventional and nuclear
vweapons. Beautiful statements bid us accomplish this, but, in spite of progress in
bilateral and multilateral conferences, the military industry grows ever larger and
increasing numbers of sophisticated weapons are manufactured to r er human beings,

We are in favour of disarmament, but ' ere scatements of intent are not

enough, International peace and security is not the monopoly of a few militarist
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Powers. Tt is something that intimately affects all human beings, for mankind is
always dreaming of a better world. Nuclear holocaust must be forever eradicated
from our future.

For its part, Zaire believes that auestions of international peace and
security are 80 vital that they should not be left to the major Pow:rs alone. They
will follow their selfish interests or the irterests of their prestige as major
military Powers, which has put the world in constant peril and betrayed the noble
pPrinciples enshrined in the Charter to which they have adhered. We call upon them
to reapect the sacr principles ~: the United Nations Charter governing the
peaceful settlement of disputes, respect for the sovereignty of States,
non-interference in the internal affairs of other States and sovereign equality
among all States,

Since its adherence to the Charter of the Organization, %aire, which lies at
the heart of the African continent, has made its mdest contributio.. to building a
better world, not only through its participation in United Nations activities, but
by endeavouring to implement the principles advocated in the Charter.
Good~neighbourliness and dialogue among States are priorities for u in our
relations with all foreign countries, and in particulariy with our neighbours with
which we share common borders. We have cstablished agreements of co-operation with
most of our neighbours that work to the satisfaction of all the States parties,
With regard to South Africa, Zaire has never accepted any compromises in its
attitude to the system of aparth.id, which places the black majority in 1 situation
f servility and subjugation t at is incompatible with the dignity of every human
being, Flsewhere on the African continent, Zaire has spared no efforts to meet the

challenge of history and to shnw solidarity with national liberation strugqgles.
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With reqa:d to South Africa, Zaire calls for the implementation of
comgrehensive and mandatory economic sanctions againat that country. 1In that
connection, we call also for the implementation ot all relevant resolutions of the
General Assembly and the Security Council, in particular resoliution 435 (1978}, to
resolve the painful problem of Namibia that poses such a painful challenge t» good
judgement, the universal conacience and international morality.

With reqgard to oth. regional conflicts in other parts of the world, my
country’s authorities have, from the United Nations rostrum, sought appropriate
solutions in keeping with the relevant resolutions of the Orgainization. The
establishment of a comprehenaive system of international pe¢.ice and security
reauires tne creation of a new international economic crder that will establish
just relations between the industrialized countriea and those of the chird world
that produce the basic raw materials. It reauires also the elimination of
international terrorism, whether by States or individuals, and the allocation of
greater financial resources to international economic development, alleviation of
external ebt, and readjustment in the debt-servicing structures of the poorer
connt~-ie3, whose capacity for development i3 threatened. It calls far the
elimination of poverty, iiliteracv and diseasa. A worid in which such things exist
is not conducive to international peace and security. All countries, and in
pacticular tk>» . uclear Powers, must show a more tangible and resolrte commitment to
make that goal 3 reality,.

Those are the basic principles (% the stateaent my d legation wisi s to make

o. this agenda item.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m,




