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(Mr. 3rcz=v. Bulgaria)

Last year the General Assembly put an end to discrimination agaiﬁst
the Democratic People's -syyr1:: of Korea, and Members of the United Nations
had an opportunity to hear for the first time the views of its delegation.
This was an important step towards the »_ztcraticrn of the authority of our
Organization, and certainly it has also contributed a great deal to an
objective @rPmiration of the substance of the Korean rrob’em and has yielded
the first positive results, With the unanimous agreement of the General
Assembly, the so-called United Nations Commission for the Reunification and
Rehabilitation of Korea was dissolved. It was also acknowledged by al’
that it was necessary to continue efforts towards the reunification of the

country by peaceful means, on the basis of the principles of ths Nerth-South Joint

ey

Communiqué, d2l-d h July 1¢72.

The granting to the Democratic People's Republic of Korea of the status
of permanent cobserver in the United Nations and the establishment of a
permanent mission in New York was »f furcavental importance for tlhe ex:irdraticn
and a normal and otjective settlerent of the Korea.r prohlem.

I should like to take this opportunity to ¢ rgratv.ate most cordially
the delegation here of the *1aterr-l country of the Democratic Teople'!s
Republic of Korea, headed by the Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs,

Comrade Li Jong Mok.

The reunification of Korea, 29 years after the division of the country
and 21 years after the conclusicn of the armistice, has still 7ot heen
achieved. There is nc doubt that this reunification wouvld have occurred long
ago if the Korean people had been able to settle, in exercise of theZx
sovereignty and without autside interfercnce, the provlems of its future. After
the important decisions adopted at the twehty-eighth session, it would be

. only natural and logical now for the General Assembly to take a further step
forward, in keeping with the United Nations ¢harter, and create the necessary
conditions for a solution of the Korean problem, It is precisely this which
determines, in cur view, the importance of the discussion of the Korean question
at this session. The General Assembly would be doing its duty if it expressed
clearly and categorically its views on a problein, the solution to which can

brook no further delay, The General Assembly should recognize that the
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maintenance of foreign troops in South Korea, that is to say, a continvation
of intervention in the 'r .= 127 affairs of Korea, is the major obstacle to
dialogue between the -.-*h and the ccuth in order to bring about the independent
and peaceful reunification of the ccuntry. ’

" An analysis of the development of the situation in the Korean peninsula
- shows most clearly that the present purpose of the United Nations is to give
every encouragement to the elimination of. external obstacles to the
reunification of the country, in the light of the clearly-expressed will of
the whole Korean people. Indeed, that is precisely what the consensus of
28 November 1973 calls for, the consensus which expressed the general hope
that the scuth and the north would continue their dialogue ant expand their
exchanges and co-operation.

The facts show that this unanimous decision € the General Assembly has
been complied with by only one of the parties, the Democratic People's Republic
of Korea. Faithful to its unswerving policy in keeping with the principles
of the firrth-Scuth Joint Communiqué, thre Goverrment of the Democratic
Pecple's Republic of Korea is continuing energetically aré.cc -ctantly
to do everything in its power to bring about as soon as possible a practical
solution to the reunification of the country.

The Government of the Iemceret”~ People's Republic of Korea has proposed
to the 5ouih Korean authorities that representatives of all sectors of the
population of the scuth and the ncrih should take part in the dialogue,
and that talks under the auspices of the Red Cross, in the spirit of the
Joint Ccmmuniqué, should be resumed, and that the barriers to reunificaticn
should be rem-ved. The rrcposals of the Demcrratlc Pecple’r Repui lic of Korea
with regard to the signing of a peace agreerment betwe<: ncrth ard south,
which would Bind the two part ez nct to rescrh to ferce in thelr
relations, proposals f«.* trn= reduction of the armed forces of the two parties
and the elimination of A-l military confrontation, &r= by no means of
minor importance. All those proposals and the ccncrete and constructive
initiatiyes of the Government of the DPemocratic People!s Republic of Korea,
pr0posalé which apply equally to the South Korean authorities and to other
irterested ccuntries, were stated once again in the detailed ~“=~.2"'.Ior of the
leader of the delegation of the Demccratic People's Republic of Korea,

Comrade Li Jong Mok, in the ~ '-' Committee cn 25 November this year.
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It is clear that the policy of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea
is based upon the sincere wish of its Govrernment to put an end as sooﬁ as
possible to the division of Korea, so that the internal affairs of the nation
can be settled by the Korean people itself without any outside interference,
in keeping with the principle of national self-determireti-n and by peaceful
means,

In flagrant contradiction to this reasonable policy, which takes account
of the aspiratione of the whole Korean people, the South Koreans and those
who support them still continue to oppose the efforts of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea. The purpose of this conduct is to thwart the
practical implementation of the principles or the peaceful reunification
of the country, laid down in the Joint Communiqué. The poiicy of the Scuth
Korean authorities can really only be explained as thinly veil«d =ui iticn,
the principal aim of which is, by relying on outside forces, to nullify
the results & 1+ady achieved. All the arguments which we heard rep=aicG here
a few days ago to the effect that the proposals of the Demccratic People's
Republic of Korea are "unrealistic", as they put it, and have some hidden
intent behind them, are obviously without foundation and their oaly purpose
is to divert the attention of werld putlic opinion ancd that of the
United Nations frcm the true causes of the failure of efforts to solve the

Korean problen,
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They are in fact a reflection of the lack of genuine vwill to abide by the ‘
rrinciples of the Joint Cecmmunized ard to continue the dialoyue. They betray an
intention to freeze the positive results already achleved and to reduce tu
crrortunities that rad emcrped for developing many for:s of co-operaticon tetveen
the South and the Nevth in *the rolitical ccororie, milirzary aud cultural fielis
and in othars.

Can anyone have any doubt concerning the basis of this pollcy and the source
of its inspiration? It is a secret to no ene that, while on the territory of the
Lexocratic Feople's Republic of Korea there is not a single forelgn soldier, in
South Korea there are still, today, tens of thousands of armed foreign trccrs,
American troors, who, moreover, are illegally using the flag of the United
Natiens and acting under the fictitious Command of the world Organlzation. The
United Naticns can no longer go on lgnoring these facte 1f our Crganization
really wishes to maeke a contribution to the peacefnul reunification of Korea.

That is why it 1s high tive thuat tne General Asserlly “so0k a clear and
anequivonal stand on the key protlem inveivel in cacrying out the reunificalion
cf Korea and reducing tension in that arew that is, the withdrawal of 4ll
foreign trecops from South Korea, and ‘.o cegzation of foreisn in“erventior. in the
internal affairs of the Korean reople. Unless that protlem is resolved, any
staterent expressing o wig ~r o« fifent Ton wa ontclove to the pracerul and
independent reunification cof Korea is nothins btut eapty words. Such statements

. a -

testlfy either to a lack of sinceriry and o ':2 - 3177 +o zerelerate b sutitfon

» . e . - * BRI ) ¢ A M T e . I Y st 4o - -
b Kevean vreobTe o o o s tog Pty T o e e appeagrentt o 4T e s e

situation.
The: Xorean reople risbhtiy wxpert the Tnite’d Vaticons no olve Lts unreserved

srpport ko its just caunge  and  ixewis

'L

21ects cur (roanization to wake an
erfective contritution 1, the :reation o ccorditions favourablie tec the soveraiin
and teacetnl reunification of the cournry.

As I have already enplwized, the "nited Natlons teurs 2 puarfitaular
regporslbllity for the situaiior thut persiste fu Herea. 211 the recessary
serditione =xdot 4t the prescut tirwe for B+ Jeneral Agssenl ly to undo the uarm
Lhat fas Leen done Lo the withority of cour Crcanivaiion throash *he decisicn

taken w4 years age in contravention of the 'mitel Nationg Charter. Doiny se
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would serve to bolster the confidence of the Korean people in the abilit& of the
United Nations to contribute to the reunification of the country and the
establishment of a lasting peace in that region of the world.

In full accord with its unswerving and consistent policy of supporting the
Jjust cause of the Korean people, the People's Republic of Bulgaria was one of the
sponsors of the proposal to include in the agenda of the twenty-ninth session the
item entitled "Withdrawal of all the foreign troops stationed in South Korea under
the Tlag of the United Nations", and also of the draft resolution, submitted by 38
Memter States -- or perhaps 39 by now -- appearing in document A/C.l/L.677. We are
firaly convinced that the adoption of that draft resolution will be an important
and perhaps decisive step towards the elimination of a historic injustice and
tovards the normalization of the situation in the Korean peninsula. Indeed, this
draft resolution contains all the elements necessary tc encourage efforts to bring
about the independent and peaceful reunification of Korea on the basic of a
fruitful dialogue between the North and the C{outh.

The presence of foreign armed forces in South Korea 1s a political
anachronicm, since it is obviously in contradiction of the objective universally
acknovledged -- although in some cases acknowledged in words only -- of putting an
end to an abrormal situation, namely the division of the Korecan people. If that is
indeed the aim the United Nations wishes to achieve, it would be quite natural,
fair and legitimate for the North and the South to be rlaced on an equal footing in
the quest for a solution of this problem which ieg of such vital importance for the
future of Korea. In other words, it is absolutely necesgsary to establish the
conditions that will make it rossible for the two partiés to take action along
these lines in circumstances of equal sovereignty and independence.

As & matier of fact, tke decision to dissolve the so-called Commission for the
Unification and Rehatilitation of Korea has confirmed the absence of any legal
Justification for the interference by the Urnited Nations in the internal affairs of
Korea. That decision of the General Assembtily has at the same time done away with
any legal Jjustification for the maintenance of foreign troops in Couth Korea under
the United Natione flap or on any other pretext whatsoever.

The adoption of the draft resolution ir document A/C.. /L.t 77 would

represent an act of collective political wisdom and would be a nev affirmution
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of the fundarental trinciples of the Charter. At the same time, 1t would ke in
keeping with the interestz of peace and the aspirations of the entire Korean
people, and in the interests of peace and security in the Far Hast and in the
world as a whole. .

The United Natiors canrot fail to respond to the most sacred aspirations of
this heroiec and indusctrious people, thils people that has undergone so much
suffering and made so many sacrifices to safeguard 1ts national indeperdence and
its liberty.

Several months ago I had the oprortunity of vigiting that magnificent
country, the Derocratic Peorle's Republic of Korea and of forming an icea of
the fervent desire of tine Xorean people to live ii peace and to work for the
accelerated economic and sceial development of thelr country. The remarkable
guccess of the hard-werking Xorean people in the north of the country shows how
Tuch greater could have teern the results of peaceful corctruction I1f the efforts
eof the entire people urnd the nrnatural rescurces of toth the North and the Couth
could have teen combined, and wvhen these efforts are exerted in circumstances in
which reuple knew *hah they are vworking for thelr own future and presperity.

Times chance, Jcday the approach to the Xnrear questien can bte and must be
culipletely dirfferent Iroa *he gapproach that was forced »n the United Nations at
a Time wien the forees which prorerred ccnfrentation to voiitnical and vewrelal

soluticn of interraticnal rrellers Lad tie rer hand in certain countries.
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‘»

That is why the adcption of a resolution whieh « 7 =24 ag soon as pessible

L}

to the withdrawal of foreipgn troops from “culi. Korea would be in keeping with
the general wish tc extend tc all parts of the world the positive changes which
have cccurred in international relations. The evants of receant years have shown
that many controversial pclitical problems inherited from the past can be
sclved peacefully, precisely in a gitusiion where there has teen a furtwer
improevemant in the ereral pclitical oldmate,

The kal arise deicpatiocn wouldl like o 2xyress its conviction that it i1s
Frecively eloap thess Ilanes tht bedy “le efterts and 1le decisions of the

twerty-riclly = n~cn of the Jeporal Assoably will te ained.
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corewrn te the Thilippines, roouusge 1t wcongasyer the es2curity and the peacs
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Voo Thoe question of Kerew is of the utmest
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our rart ol the world. Aithewd. the “wited Latliows Las for many years Yeern
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prompted mainly by a desire to make sure that our motives are not misuanderstood,
motives that are rooted in our owa self-interest and ia the preservation aad
maintenance of sacurity and peace in cur region.

The Fhiliprinzs stands for a reunited, independent, democratic and
peaceful Korea. We feel that this euvnificaticn has bteea long overdue and we
deem it our duty to offer our whole-hearted co-operation towards the sr=edy
achieverent of this objective.

ILast year the Philippine delegation was pleased with the action takea by
the General.Assembly when it adopted the consensus in which it ncted with
satisfaction that a Joint Coxzmunigué had teen issued by Ffou’h and Ycx'h Korea
on 4 Juiy 1972, which provided for the following three principles on the
reunificaticn of Korea which, for the purpose of emphasis, I skculd like to restate:
(1) it should be achieved independently, without reliance uroa outside force
01  igterfarence; ‘2) it should be achieved by reaceful means without recourse
to the us2 of zims against the other side; and (3) greai caticral unity should
be prouctad.

¥ terxzora, the consensus stated that it was dhe generel hope that '
and North Xorea would be urged to continue their dialogue cnd widen their
rany-sided exchange and co-cperation in the gpirit of their Joint Cormiriqué so as
to expedite the independeat peaceful reunification of “ie country.

In the view of the Philippine delegation, that consensus was a step in the
right direction. It is a pity that one year later the wisdom of that consensus
is being called in question without bteing yiven time and opportunity to prova

itself. The scuth-sor’'h dialcgus iu Kerea was in its initiel stages up to the
&

t

roment vhen the coansensus was zdcpted by the General Assembiy. It is

uaderstandable that jifficulties and problems should arise -iuring the cortacts
and talks ‘tetween the two parties, bubt my delegatica doces not consider them
grievous iupediirzpts or impcssible obstaclas when we take note of the break-
through in which the %wo varties had agreed freely and voluuwarity To w72 Perward
towards reunificatioa throush peac=Zul contacts and talks. 1y believe it is our
vourdec  duty in the United Natioans to bring the two parties to a realization

of the wisdom and the usefulness of their .o o’ Termratyed of b July 1972,
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+

which should not te senselessly dissipated after so short a periodfof time.
The General Assembly, therefore, should exert earnest efforts to urge both
South and North Korea to continue their dialogue to expedite the peaceful
reunification of Kored.

At the same time, my delegation feels that the Korean Armistice agreement
should “7 maintained while ways and means of promoting the peaceful reunification
of Korea are belng sought. It has effectively served its purpose and should,

t herefore, continue to serve such a purpose if only to prevent the exacerbation
of tensions that could suddenly erupt into unfortunate hostilities. The General
Assemtly least of all should lend enccuragemeat to the adoption of measures
designed to weaken the Armistice Agreement before truce and genulne peace can
be achieved in the Korean peninsula,

The reason vwhy ny delegation is firmly opposed to the draft resolution
in A~ oo A/C.1/L.67T is  that such.a resolution would negate the intriasic
value of the Armistic Agreement in maintaining peace and promoting & ri'l.aswi™
dialogue. After the hostilities of 1950 to 1953 it cannot be denied that ile
treoe dn Korea had been admirably maintained for 2¢ years thanks o . eeeority
arrangements in the Armistice Agreement.

Iess we forget, the United Nations is & party to the Armistice Lereerest,
The draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.677 totally ignores that fact and
unqualifiediy calls for the withdrawal of -all the fereign troops stationed in
South Korea under the flag of the United Nations. If this is done, it is
imperative that there be ¢ lerna‘ive arrapramensts 1 naintedr *we fraee i1 the
Korean peniasulu.

From the documents before us, we are made aware of the problems and the
difficulties of the Korean pecple, most serious of vwhich is the aircspher: of
distrust tretween the -.c2i& and the rreu1'h, There is extreme tension, no doubt, but
this e kept withian bounds becuuse of the Armistice Agreement. After £0 years
of cease-{‘:e o ire reniastls, could we now suddenly afford to ©i: ‘ard the
iastrument that had kept the peace and thereby now court disastert As our draft
resolution (A/C.1/L.676) mokes crystal clear, it is the responsibility of the
Security Council to determine the adequacy of such alternative arrangewments

if it sheould heed any recommendation to dissolve the United Nations Command.
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We have spoken with some feellng because of the fact I have already pointed
out: that we belong to the same region as Korea. We can only add that those
countries geographically distant from Korea would perhaps feel as we do if and
when & problem vital to peace and security arises in their own midst. We are
right there, on the spot, and therefore our interest is far-reaching and
signif'icant.

These are the considerations which move the ihilippine delegation
{~ sponsor the draft resolutioa in document A/C.1/L.676. For the same reasons,
my delegation Wwlll vote ageinst the draft resolution in docurent A/C-l/L.677.
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Mr. PUNTSAGNOROV (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian): . The
Mongolian delegation would first of all like to welcome the delegatidn of

+}.e Democratic Peoplé‘s Republic of Korea, led by the Deputy Foreign Minister,
Comrade Ti Jorg Mok. We have already had an opportunity to hear the statement
of comrade La Jong Mok who, as he did at the twenty-eighth session, depicted
the actual state of affairs in the Korean zeninsula and put forward a number
of constructive proposals designed to bring about the independent and peacgful
reunification of his “ntherland.

The Mongolian delegation, together with socielist and mony other
States, is a sponsor of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.677. As
is well known, at last year's session the General Assembly of the United Nations
decided to dissolve the so-called United Nations Commission for the
Reunification and Rehabilitation of Korea. At that time our délegation
arpyreised that decision as the first important step towards the positive
discuscicn of the acrean problem in the United Nations. At the came tine,
we printed out that the most impeortant elerxents in the o-een proclem still
awvaited a solution. We consider it logical for the United Nations now
to take the next decisive step towards the removal of the mgjor obstacle
to a solution of the Korean problem, that is, a decision to withdraw all
foreign troops occupying South Korea under the United Nations flag. That is
Precisely the fundamental content of the draft resolution of which we are
a sponsor. Like the other sponsors, we have proceeded on the basis of universally
acknowledged principles of international relations cnshrined in the United
Yations Charter ard the historie @ec’sicns of the Organizatiocn, wvhich recognize
the sovereign right of every people to determine its cwn destiny independerntly:

’-

without any outside interference. .
It 1s now high time to put an end to the abnormal situation where the

presence of foreign troops in South Korea, in despite of the aspiraticns and
wishes of the Korean people, is hindering its national reunification.
Interference in the internal affairs of Korea under the cover of the United
Nations, which has gone on for more than two decades now, has done serious

damage to the prestige and authority of our Organization. ;
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As we are aware, this painful fact in the life of the United Nations
derives frcm the dark times of the cold war when imperialistic circles
attempted to use tne United Nations to justify their aggressive policy of
intervention in the internal affairs of other countries and of support of
reactionary régimes, It was precisely those circles whichwin June and July 1950
imposed upon the Security Ccunecil, in the absence of some of its permanent
members and withcut hearing the representatives of all the interested par%ies,
a number of illegal decisions which sanctioned the dispatch to Korea of
foreign troops under the United Nations flag.

It is well known that the so-called United Nations Force sent to Korea
and formally representing 16 States in fact were American troops which were
financed by the United States., The so-called United Nations Ccmmand in fact
is an American command, neither accountable to nor under the control of
the United Nations, Thus, the United Nations flag, in flegrant violaticn
of the Charter, continues to mask interventi-n in the internal affairs of the
Korean pecple,

There is no justification for the stationing of foreign troops on
Korean zoil, particularly because in the territory of the Democratic People!s
Republic of Korea there is not a single foreign soldier, It is no secret
that the presence of American trcops and the setting up of military bases
in the South of Korea is dictated by far-reaching strategic caleulations
of the Pentagon. The presence of & vast Scuth Korean Army which, according
to the testimony of the representative of the Lemeceratic Peuple!s Republic
of Korea, cansiderably -xeced the armed forcec >f the North, the military rraining
in Scuth Koreo simulating an invacion of the Lemdeontic Feople's Fopublie of
I rea, the flow of Ameriecan weipons into Scutli Korew, and other facts
show what 18 the real source of the tbhreat £y peace in the Far Eact,

The presence of foreipgn troops in Scuth Koren is helping the Sewul rémime

%1 gupnrecs the demaocratic movewent and to stifle the authentic voice of the
recple, is multiplying the sufferings of millions of ceparnted families, is
ineciting the South Korean authorities to confrontation with the North

and ig exacerbating the situation in the Far EFast. That is why, in our view,
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the struggle of the Korean people for the withdrawel of forelgn troorz from L
the £7Uth of the country is in its very essence just and lawful and is a it

liberation struggle which expresses the fundamental national interests of
Korea, thz intcresgte of encuring peace and security in Asic and in the
Far East. It 10 no accident that its struggle has met with widespread
international support.

Regardless of the fact that some people are trying to distort the esserce
of the situation, the fact remains that the Dens «yatic People's Republic of
Korea has beer consistencly in favour of the independent, yeaceful and f
democratic reunification of the country and of a sclution t. the sy protlers
which would promote national reunificetion of the country.

The representatives of the South Korean authorities, however, speskinp
under the con uwage of druw, - i+ phraseology, favour the preservation
and perpetuation of the division of Korea and ~upp-at d. rractio

the maintenance of the occupation of the ecountry by foreign troops.

Such « f:llact.uc policy, of course, canrot fail to arcuse : 1. M win-®
indignation on the part of widespread circles among tue yopulation of
South Korea, including people of the mest varied political conviections and
re.igicue persuasions,

In this connexion, I should like to refer to a letter from eight United States
Congressmen of %0 Qe%rber 19Th to the President of the United States
in vwhich they urged that he should express the growing concern of Americans

at the suppresscion of democratie freeds e accurring in Srutlh Kowesg,
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My delegation is against any attempts designed to keep foreign troops in
Korea and to perpetuate the division of the country. We have in mind
particularly the proposal of the simultaneous admission to the United Nations of
rgprésentatives of the two parts of Korea, or the admission of thue of one part
of it. The Government of the Mongolian People's Republic attaches considerable
importance to the implementation of the %hree principles agreed upon by both
parties for the national reunification of XKorea. My Government supports the
unification programme of the Government of the Democratic People's Republic of
Korea that consists of five points and was put forward by President Kim Il Sung on
23 June 1973. That programme reflects the policy of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea that the Korean people itself should solve the Korean problem
by means of talks between the North and the South. We would like to highlight the
importance of such peaceful initiatives on the part of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea as the message of the Gupreme National Assembly of that country
to the Congress of the United States with regard to the holding of talks for the
conclusion of a geace agreement between the Democratic Feople's Republic of Korea
and the United Gtates with the purpose of creating pre-conditions for the
independent and peaceful reunification of the country, the proposal of the
Democratic Feople's Republic of Korea for expanding the Co-ordination Commission,
and the prorosal of President Kim Il Sung, of L March 1974, in which he once again
appealed for the convening of a great national congress or a'political
consultative conference of the North and the South. We believe thet the proposal
of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is designed to improve the situation
on ithe Korean peninsula, the strengthening of mutual understanding and trust
between the Couth and the North, and the creating ?f favourable conditions for the
implementation of the aspirations of the Korean people for reunification.

My deleéation would like to point out that in recent years, thanks to
the efforts of the Government of the Democratic Feople's Republic of Korea,
actively supported by the socialist and many peace-loving States, certain
encouraging trends have been observed in the Korean peninsula. I have in
mind\in rarticular the dialogue which has taken place between representatives
of the North and the .outh of Korea, the results of which were reflected in

the Joint Communinué of M+ July L1472 and also in the creation of a standing
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political consultative organ, the Co-ordination Committee of North and South.
It is the duty of the United Nations to do everything in its power to
promote the development and strengthening of these positive trends. The
withdrawal of all foreign troops from South Korea would not only remove &
fundamental obstacle to the national reunification of the Korean people and
“meilitate the dialogue between North and South, but would also eliminate a
source of dangerous tension in the Far East; and this, without any doubt,
would promote further easing of international tension.

The Mongolian delegation calls upon members of the Committee to support
the draft resolution A/C.1/L.677, and by so doing, to make a contribution to
the positive solution of one of the important protlems of the day.

Mr. MARTYNENKO (Ukrainian foviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation
from Russian): The delegation of the Ukrainian SCR, first of all, would like
most cordially to welcome the delegation of the Korean Democratic Feople's
Republic at this session of the General Assembly of the United Nations to take
part in the discussion of the Korean question.

We would alsc like most warmly to congratulate the head of the
delegation, Deputy Foreign Minister, Comrade Li Jong Mok, for his remarkable
statement of 25 November, in which he gave us & profound analysis of the
Korean problem, depi-ting the just and impartial position of the Government
of the Democratic People's Kepublic of Korea and giving us a detailed
explanation of the policy for attaining the peaceful reunification of Korea.
Thanks to the efforts of the Government of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, actively supported by the Soviet Union, the socialist and many
peace-loving countries; with regard to the problem of settling the Korean question,
scre very favourable elements have now emergéd. The official
representatives of the Democratic People'!s Republic of Korea and of South
Korea held direct talks, the results of which are contained in the Joint
Cormunigué of the North and the South, dated 4 July 1972. In order to solve
the issues between the two parts of Korea and to promote the peaceful
reunification of the country, a standing political consultative organ wuas ¢ .

set up, the "n-crdinaticn Committee of Noxth and South.
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However, the talks, which have already gone on for more than two years now
within the framework of the Co-ordination Committee, have not yielded any results,
since the Ceoul régime has adopted an attitude of open obstruction.and engages in
fruitless discussion on secondary matters. In South Korea itself, the authorities
continue their harsh persecution of all patriots who are in favour of establishing
broad links with the North and the democratization of public life in the South.

In their reluctance to respond tc the proposals of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, and in their desire to perpetuate the division of Korea into
two States, the South Korean authorities are relying primarily on the foreign
troops which, for more than 20 years, have occupied South Korea. As was

correctly pointed out in his statement by the head of the delegation of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Comrade Li Jong Mok, the presence in

South Korea of foreign troops in the Korean peninsula and throughout the Fer East,
preserves tension and perpetuates the constant threat to peace.

Such a situation, quite naturally, is arousing serious concern on the part of
many Gtates and peoples. Thirty-eight countries, including the Ukrainian SSR,
proposed the inclusion of the item on the agenda entitled, "Withdrawal of all the
foreign troops stationed in South Korea under the flag of the United Nations".
This is a reflection of the growing concern of world public opinion about the
continuing illegal foreign occupation of the south of Korea and the consequent
danger to the cause of peace in this part of the world. The perpetuation of this
situation, which has been in existence now for more than two decades, has
engendered a very dangerous source of tension in the Far East. It goes without
saying that the withdrawal of foreign troops would promote the strengthening of
geace and security in this part of the world and would be in keeping with the
interests of the Korean people itself and with the realization of its aspirations
for the peaceful, democratic reunification of the country. The favourable changes
which have occurred in the world, now under the infuence of the easing of
international tension, have created favourable conditions for a constructive
discussion of this topical and urgent problem at this session of the Genexral
Assembly .
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The Ukrainian SSR accepted with satisfaction the decision taken at the
twenty-eighth session for the dissolution of the so-called United Nations
Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea. Ve view this
decision as a considerable victory for all peace-loving States and as a
first attempt to call a halt to the use of tke United Natlons as a cover for
purposes and aims that have nothing in common with the princip es and nurrcees
of the Charter of this internmtional Organization.

We also welcomed the cessation of discrimination against the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea and the participation of its representatives in the
discussion of the Korean item. The de.egaticn of the Ukrainlan SSR views this
as evidence that, after a long period of flagrant and inadmissible discrimination
against the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, the United Nations has begun
to do something to remedy what had been imposed ty the imperialist Fowers during
the years of the cold war in violation of the principles of the Charter, nawely,
the decision to intervene in the internal affairs of the Korean people. 'The
United Nations has taken a first step in this important matter, and now it
would be only natural and logical, as has already been pointed out today, to
take the next step and cocmpletely halt intervention in the affairs of Korea,
and by so doing to create favourable conditions for the settlement by the
Korean people itself of its own irterral affairs. Such a loglcal step is
dictated by the United Nations Charter and by the need to maintain and to
strengthen peace and by the inadmissibility of such a disgraceful situation where
the United Nations flag is still being used to justify illegal intervention in
the affairs of the Korean peorple.

The presence of foreign troops in South Korea is a source of constant
military and political tension in the Korean peninsula, and an obstacle
‘to the normalization of relations between both parts of Korea. This is particularly
intolerable in conditions in which, upon the initiative of the Temocratic FPeople's
Republic of Korea, practical steps are being taken towards the peaceful democratic
reunification of the country. The de egatien of the Demoeratic People's Republie
of Korea sald in its statement that it had a proposal cunsicsting of five peints
drafted Tty the Goverrment of the Democratic Feople's Republic on national
reunification, the essence of which is:




8/5vm £/C.L/EV 2033
32

(Mr. Martynenko, Ukrainian 3GR)

"to remove the state of military confrontation and ease tension between
the north and the south, to realize many-sided collaboration and interchange
between the north and the south, to convene a Great National Congress
comgosed of the representatives of people of all walks of life and all
political parties'and soclal organizations in the north and the south,

to instiitute a North-South Confederatlion under the single national title

of the Confederate Republic of Koryo, and to enter the Unlted Natlons

under the single national title." (2029th meeting, p. 42)

These proposals open the way for the Korean people to solve the problem
of reunification in accordance with its will and national I1nterests.

The broad and constructive programme of national reuniflcation of Korea also
put forward by the Covernment of the Temocratic People's Republic of Korea ‘
in its memorandum of T October 19Tk stresses the: ‘

"invariable, congistent policy of the Government of the Democratic People's

Republic of Korea to put an early end to the division of Korea and settle

the internal affairs of the nation by the Korean people themselves without

any Lnterference of outside forces in accordance with the princilple of

national self~de“ermination and by peaceful means". (A/C.1/1048, p. 3)

The Ukrailnian S3R supports the practical initlatives of the Government

of the Democratic People's Republic of Kocrea and the consistent peaceful policy
of that country which would promote a normelization of the situation in the
Korean peninsula, the strengthening of peace in that part of the world, and
would open up the way to peaceful national reunification.

Unfortunately, the Seoul régime, relying on outside forces, has adopted a
course of open obstruction of the practical implementation of these initiatives.
The éeoul authorities have, in practice, brought the dialogue between the People's
Democratic Republic of Korea and South Korea to a standstill. Undex various
trumped-up pretexts, they have been rejecting the peaceful proposals of the
Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea designed to avert
military confrontation, to conclude a new peace agreement, and to expand
comprehensive links between the two parts of Korea. The obstructionist policy
of Sequl and its disregard of the prineiples of the Coint Cormuniqué of
b July 1972 are hindering the solution of the Korean problem.
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Ve cannot but point out in this regard that the foreign troore in Couth
Korea are in practice a major bulwark of the reactionary, anti-popular
dictatorial régime and are used by it t. extend {heir terure of power and Icr
the perpetuation of the division of Korea. The illegal presence of these troops
urder the camouflage of the United V' cus flag is a hindrance to a peaceful
settlement and a centinvaticu of dialogue, s exacertating the state of
military confrontation and undermining the priucip s¢ of preserving and
perpetuating peace in Korea and in the Far East. Therefore, the ccutinued
stationing of foreign troops in South Korea is not only dangerous to the cause
of peace in this area, undermining efforte aimed at normalizing and bringing
about the peaceful reunification of the country, but also isc damaging to the
authority of the United Nations itself.

It should also be stressed that the continuing presence ol foreign trcops
in South Korea constitutes a flagrant violation both of the Armistice /greement
in Korea, which provided for the withdrawal of all foreipgn troops from Korea
after the conelusion of the armistice, and of the principles of the Joint
Communiqué of North and 3outh aimed at the reunification of the country without
foreign intervention. It is impossible to use the so-called Arerican-8outh Korean
treaty on mutual security in justificaticn c¢f the presence of American trcors
in fouth Korea sinee that g in vivlation of the armistice Agraement in Korves.
Thera ds rno lagel basis fer seeplng foreign troops staticned in South Korea
nor vas ‘there ever any tasis for “nterventicn in Korean affairs by means of
the so-called United Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation
of Korea, which was dissolved by a decision of the G-ueral Assembly #t its
tuenty-2ighth seceion.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR wkele-heartedly chares the view o7
other delegations that the basis fur the noimallira*ion ¢f the
situation in the Korean peninsula and for the peaceful democratic reunification
of Korea is tﬁe immediate cessation of all intervention from outside in its
affairs and the withdrawal of all foreign troops under the n’ted Nations flug
stationed in the south of the country, and this is precisely the purpese of the
draft resolution introduced by a proup of countries, ineluding the Ukrainian SSR,°
in document 4£/C/1/L.CT7. The adoption of this draft resolution would he « decision

that tre Hireal renple har “rne avaited “=or the Urit d Fatloge, o daci=ion
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that would promote its efforts to reunify Korea in a sivgle national State.

The reunification of Korea is the internal affalr of the Korean people and is

a matter which should te settled by the Korean people itself without any cutside
intervention. This is its inalienable, sovereign right.

The presence of foreign troops in South Korea is a flagrant violaticn of
this right, and these troops are playlng the shameful role of a barrier to the
fulfilment of the naticnal aspirationo arnd wishes uf the Korean people.

At the same time we cannot but polnt out that the other draft resolution,
which is contained in document 4/C.1/L.0T6, entitled "Urgent need to imp.ement
fully the consensus of the twenty-eighth session of the General .ssembly on the
Korean question and to maintain peace and security in the Korean peninsula',
has quite different purposes.
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behind the nebulous and lengthy title of the proposal lurks a desire ta’divert
the attention of the General Assembly from the urgent key question of the
withdrawael of foreign troops from South Korea., In substance, the purpose

of the proposal is to continue forelen iInterventicrn and maintain tension

in Korea and in that part of the world.

The opponents of the withdrawael of foreign troops from South Korea
assert that such withdrawal would increase the danger of conflict, and they
attempt to have recourse, for their purposes, to the non-existent, mythical
"threat frcm the North',

Fepre o 4 ape -0-+2lled arguments can withstand the slightest
criticism,

We have also witnessed attempts to have recourse, for their purposes,
to the issue of the so~called guarantees; but it has long Teern obvious
that 't ls prec?gely the pra~tical ‘mplementalicn of the peaceful proposals of
the Government of the lemceratic Feople's Iepublic of Xorea, the easiap
of military confrontaetion and tension, tre development cf a peacefu]
dialogue between sou'l and north, without outslde lnlerference, and the
praceful solution of all controversial issues -~ and not the maintenance of
the existing situation -~ which is the best guarantee of peace in Korea and
the Far ™ast. But these guarantees are unreal so long as foreign troops
remain in South Korea. That is why what we have to aim at 1ls the achievement
of the withdrawal of all those troops, which are the main scurce of tension
in the area, and this 1s the essence of the lssue end the key to the solution
of the problem in the interests of the Korean people and of peace and
security.

In passing over in silence the wajor issue, which is the total grchibliion
of cutside interference and the withdrawal of a". foreiga troops from Scuth
Korea, the A.#f{ resolution in document A/C.1/L.676 is ccatrary not only
to the interests of the Korean people and of peace and securi*y
but also tn the interests of the United Nations ““.rr2f. It cannct be viewed
as & positive apprcach, for not only does it fall to remove the r&jor obstacles
but it actually strengthens those obstacles and preserves a source of tension
in Korea.
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It is clear to all objective people that the interests of the Korean
people and of peace and security in Asia require the earliest possible
eliminaticn of this source of tension, ©Such an approach to the questicn is
one of the imperatives of our time, Everywhere in the world now the process
of détente 1s gaining mcmentum and there is a general clearing away of the
dotruis of the cold war and the development of peaceful relations and
co-operating among States. And who should it be, if not une United Nations,
thet should promote these purposes rather than oppose them? It is the duty
of the United Natimms to achieve the cessation of inilerference i1n {lhe affairs
of the Korean people. That would be a very important contribution to the
cause of détente, of sirengthenleg peace and security, and of the removal of
the barriers which are preventing a constructive dialogue oa the
peaceful democratic reunification of Korea, A positive decision on the
question of the withdrawal of foreign troops stationed iIn South Korea uner
the United Naticns flag would be in keeping with the fundamental purposes
and principles of the United Nations Charter, would not caly promcte *he
interests of slyeag'h~ning reace and security ian *le Far gast but also
make a substantial contributicn to the cause of the general improvement of
internatiocnal relations and the enhancing of the effectiveness and authority
of the United Nations as an instrument for the maintenance of international
reace and security.

Mr, TCGBE (Togo) (!aisupreiaiicn from French): I should like to associate
vyself, on tehdlf of the delegatica of Togo, with previcus speakers in 2oanveyilng
to our Chairman, Mr. Carlos Oriiz de Rozas, my warmest sopgratulations on his
unanimous rliecticn to preside over this Committee. His eleetion is a tribute
of esteem and confidence in him and is worthy of the great country which he
represents, a country with which my country maintains friendly and vexry
cordial relations,

Since the twenty-eighth session of the General Assembly the debate on
the question of Korea has entered & new phase, which has troken with
old habits. TFor the first time represca atives of North and Scuth Korea ruwe
been admitted to participate in the debate as observers, In inviting them so to do

our Orpanization has at last, avter ooy delays caused by the wanceuvres
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of certain great Fcwers, faced the fact that the future of the Korean people
is first and forecmost a natter for the Koreans themselves. That is all the
¥Cr2 true because the consensus adorted on 28 November 1973 by the General
Assembly merely endorsed the three fundamental principles contained in the
Joint Communiqué published cn 4 July "9 © by North and South Korea in regard
to the reunification of Korea. Those principles were:

"l. The reunifica’icn of the ~cuntry should be achieved independectily,

without relilance uron force o> outside iaterference.

", The reunificalion of the country should te achieved by peaceful

nmeans without recourse to the use of arms against the other side.

"<, Greatl.ntiir: 7 ugity shculd Ye promoted.!

The consensus of 28 November 1973, which I have just mentioned, constitutes

bteyceh any acuti, in the opinion of my delegation, an important first step
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towards reunification. In adopting it, the General ..r ~r'v virfkhe
and unequivocally to reaffirm the urnity of e Korean people and the unity
of the Korean naticn, which are one and the same reality. The Korean people
has never considered itself to be a divided people. The interminatle foreign
occupaticn 1o which it ie subjected Las simply slrengtherced Iits faith ir unity, and
there are many facts which prove this,

The division of the Korean nation and its yeople began when, first at Yalta,
then at Postdam, the i%en great Fovers nnited against tre domicraticn
of Hitler arnd his allies, laying the foundations, even *-{c¢»e the end of the war,
of hegemony which later gave rise to what we are A ~usicre” to call the '"enld
+ar." In Asia, Korea was the first victim chosen to serve as the “«n-ing
ground for tlis new form of fcreign domination whicl. W  c¢c-reived
and prepared by imperialism and hesrcrcL) ccmbined. The Arerican and Soviet
troops, as everyone knows, cccupied Ioreén terr’ ey ¢ raliate’y atter ‘he
fall of the Iitler régime in 1945, with the purpose, we were told, * chasing
out the Japanese occupier, But the heroic struggle of the Korean peouple
against Japanese demination and its resictsr~~ until final vietory -
toc often forgotten. Its faith in freedcm and national independence forged

for =ver Auringe ~rore than 76 years of fascist-imperialist denication tre
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cree tle storm had passed, peace-loving and freedcm-loving peoples and
nations which had revolted and fought against nazism and fascism aspired to
the freedom and sovereignty that they had lost or had teen severely tried.
Paradoxically, the Korean people saw its national territory =glit up azd
placed urder a new foreign dcmination.

Without consulting the Korean people in any way, the new masters
arbitrarily divided the country into two zones of occupation. Then, they
endeavoured to have the Korean people accept the plan for a trusteeship régime.
The Korean people, cmbitterasd and revnlted, categcrica’ly rejected, in a spirit
of solidarity and national dignity, so oppressive and sinister a plan. As
can be seen, the Korean nation unanimously rejected illega_ity,
oppression and interference. It was then that the United States,
unable to agree with its partners, decided in 1947 to bring the Korean
affair tu the United Nations.

And herein lies the paradox. How can we in fact telieve that the Kcrean
questicn vas brousltit tefore tle United Nations Tty those whe divided the
Korean people? It is unguesticnable that they acted thus in their cwn

interests. e kncu also that tilsy did so, not to comply with the fundamental

principles cf the Charter of cur Zrsanization -- which is an Organizatieon of
free peoples -- Lut in the name of he-semeny and to perpetuate illegality and

vppression, lecause tc 1ivide a people arbitrarily against its will is, in
our cpinion, illegulity and oppression. Unfertunately, our Organization tears
a large share of the responsitility for perpetuating ille:zality in respect of
the Korean pecple. That is the least that can be said. From illegality to
illegality, from compromise to compromise, cur Organization allcwed itsell
complacently to be led iuto the present situation.

When on 14 Novembter 1047 the General Assembly adopted, under pressure of
a great Power, resolution 112 (II), entitled "The prcblem of the independence of
Korea', it committed its first ille:ality towards the Korean people. It

sided with the rartisans of domiuvation; it acted fn ¢

™y

eorant oontradiotion of
the principles of self-Jetermination ¢f peoples and non-interference in the

internal acfairs, of sovereipgn States. TFinally, it endorsed the notorious
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trusteeship plan, which had been conceived and proposed in 1945 for the Korean
people by the foreign Powers which occupied it. It transformed that plan
into compulsory trusteeship.

In fact, resolution 112 (II) of 14 November 1947, while recognizing that
the Korean question was, above all, of primary concern to the Korean people
itself and that it affected its freedom and independence, decided -- without
even having heard the representatives of the Korean people and despite the
insistence of a great Power -- to set up a United Nations Temporary Commission
on Korea. In that same resolution, the General Assembly recommended:

"... that the elections be held not later than 31 March 1948 on

the basis of adult suffrage and by secret ballot to choose representatives

with whom the Commission may consult regarding the prompt attainment of

the freedom and independence of the Korean people and which representatives,

constituting a National Assembly, may establish a National Government of

Korea. The number of representatives from each voting area or zone

should be proportionate to the population, and the elections should be

under the observation of the Commission".

Interference and illegality are there before us. The facts need no
comments; they more than speak for themselves.

The nefarious and tendentious role of the United Nations Temporary
Commission on Korea, and all the succeeding ones, does not require any proof.
It was constituted in the main dangerously to jeopardize the opportunities
for a peaceful settlement and reunification of the Korean nation. Thus, in
May 194E elections were held in South Korea under the fallacious pretext
that there was a sufficiently liberal atmosphere prevailing. In December 194T,
on the proposal of that same Commission, the General Assembly declared that the
Government of South Korea was the only legitimate Korean Government. And to
complete its work of illegaiity, the Assembly in 6ctober 1949 called on the
Commission to observe all developments likely to provoke an armed conflict in
Korea. ‘

During that period, when there was no foreign force in North Korea, foreign

troops continued to occupy South Korea. As can be seen, everything was therefore
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ready for a new aggression against the Korean people, which it was intended
to divide at all costs with the unconscionable complicity of our
Organization.

On 25 June 1950, war broke out in Korea. Immediately, North Korea was
accused of aggression against the South, on the basis of a report prepared by
the United Nations Commission on Korea. On that same day, the United States
brought the question to the fecurity Council. Cn 27 Jure, that is to say
two days later, the Security Council -- in the absence of the Soviet Union,
a permanent member -- adopted a resolution recommending to Member States
that they bring to South Korea the aid necessary to repel aggression, while
the United States placed its air and naval forces at the service of South Korea,
before ordering the blockade of the North Korean coast three days later.

Not satisfied with that great deployment of United States forces, the
Security Council moreover, on 7 July ~- still in the absence of the Soviet
Union -- called on all Member States to supply military forces and to place
them at the disposal of a Unified Ccmmand under the authority of the United
States. Sixteen countries responded to that appeal almost immediately by
providing military contingents. Among those countries we find, apart frem
the United States, Australia, Belgium, Canada, Colecmbia, Ethicpia, France,
Greece, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New ’ealand, Fhiligpines, South Africa,
Thailand, Turkey and United Kingdom; to those we must add Denmark,

India, Italy, Norway and Sweden, which supplied madical units.
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Finally, the Scuth Korean armed forces were also placed under the authori%y of the
Unified Commend. It is fitting to recall here that it was the same resolution of
the Security Council, dated 7 July, which authorized:
... the unified comwand at 1ts discretion to use the United Naticns flag ...
concurrently with the flages of the various nations participating.”
(resolution 8L (1950))
Illegality had reached its peak and the noble principles of the Charter of
cur Organization were basely trampled underfoot. The United Nations flag, the

symtcl of peace and freedom among peoples, thus became the sorry symbol of
conqueet and even cf provocation, since there was e wish to push the conquest to
the very heart of China.

But cnce again the heroic Korean people triumphed over this new foreilgn
wegression. The real aggressors, in our view, are those vwho came from abroad to
dierupt peace in Korea, who sowed dlvision, hatred and death among the Korean
reople. The %8th parallel, that wall of shame, is the symbol of arbitrariness,
injustice and illegality.

Althcugh the Armistice Agrcement was signed over 20 years ago, foréign troops
cortinue to occupy South Korea, equipped with a full renge of the most
gcphieticatcd destructive weapons. It 1s estimated that they nunber more than
%0,00C .

Yot i+ the Joint Communiqué publiched on 4 July 1972 by the leaders of North
aud Cou.,. Korea, it is clear that the Korean pecple wishes to live in peace, to te
reconciled with itself and to restore by itself 1ts unity shattered by foreign
occupation. No one has the right to refuse this or to prevent 1t. The time has
therefore come for our Orgenization to make up for so many injuciices and
illegalities committed agalnst the Korean people. We may rejoice that the
Organization had already enmbarked on the right course when it decided last year on
the imrediate dissolution of the United Nations Commission for the Unification and
Rehsbilitation of Korea. The second step to be taken must be to order foreign
trecpe which continuve to te stationed In South Korea and to uge the United Nations
flze, uncorditionally and imrediately to leave the territory of Korea as desired
by the Korear teople, vhich wants no further foreign interference in its internal
affelrs. As we gee it, 1t 1s thuc that we must interpret the consensus which was
adortad b oun Asgemtly at lte twenty-eiphth eescion, and that 1ie why my

e e utalr Sy oLne ol the sicrecre of the daraft resclution i document A/C.l/L.(»‘i"{‘3
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which censiders that it 1s necessary to withdraw all the forelgn troops stationed
in South Korea under the flag of the United Nations. That is an indispensable
prior condition for an independent dialogue between the north and the south.

My country, which maintained diplomatic relations with North Koreé and South
Korea, has just broken its relations wlth the latter, on the initiative of our
Head of State, President Gnassingbé Eyadema. We dld so because in our cpinion the
Joint Communiqué published on L4 July 1972 by the leaders of the north and the
gouth, on the principles which should lead to the reunificatlon of the Korean
natioa, constituted a solemm commitment binding on the two partles. Since then
the fact that South Korea obstinately accepts forelgn troops on its soil is 2
gerious distortion of the commitment entered into.

Nations aspire to freedom, People cherish it because freedom is the same for
all. We must act in such a way that the injustices of the great do not unceasingly
transform our vworld into one of terror, illegality and oppression, and we must act
go that the freedom of peoples is never again betrayed or bartered against the
selfish interects of anyone.

Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): When last
with a group of other countries, we requested the General Assembly to

consider the dquestlon of creating conditions favourable to the independent and
peaceful reunification of Korea, we were entitled to believe that the time had come
to consider the Korean question in a more realistic end posltive manner, taking
principally into w.count the will to unite of the two partles, as expressed in the
Joint Communiqué of 4 July 1972. Indeed, it could not be acceptable, in an era of
détente and co-operation, for the United Nations still to te a prisoner of a
situation in which it may have 1ts part of respensibility but the continuation of
vwhich, particularly after 20 years of sterile confrontation, serves neither the
cause of peace nor that of justice, nor the interests of the Koreans themselves.

We consider that, in taking the decilsion immedlately to dissolve the United
Nations Commission for the Uniflcation and Rehabllitation of Korea, the
Orpganlzation made a far from negligible contribution to the settlement of the
Korean quéstion, and we felt that the internatlional community as a whole wished to
put an end to a form of intervention of which the Organization had no right éo te
proud. The United Nations was about to cease, at least as regards Korea, bteing the

instrument of Jrerican rilitarism and Llntervention and could e ur for the errers
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of the past by stating, in accordance with the formula adopted, that "it has done
those thilngs which i1t ought not to have done, and has left undone theose things
which 1t ought to have done". One may endlessly discourse on the legallty of the
Security Council resolution 83 (1950) of 27 June 1950, on the basis of the relevant
Articles of the Charter. Suffice it to say, nevertheless, that a doubtful
legality, fraudulently acquired, cannot resist an objective and just reasoning,
tecause 1t 1s free from obsolete prejudices and inspired above all by a desire to
promote better understanding among the parties directly ccncerned.

Thus there is nothing astonishing in the fact that our approach, which
congisted in gilving our Organization a more balanced and current sense of its
responeibilities and of its comnitments, led to a request for the withdrawal of all
foreign troops stationed in South Korea under the flag v the United Nations. We
are accustomed to being consistent with ourselves and to continuing our reasoning
vithout having to resort to last-minute artifices. We are told that South Korea
has 700,000 enlisted men, a patriotic reserve army of 2.5 milllion men, &
rodernization programme going back to 1957, and is at present the subject of a grant
of $1,500 million from the United States Government. This deployment of military
forces which strengthens the defences of South Korea with American conventional and
nuclear strike forces, can in no case be justified by the sole requirement of
national defence. Furthermore, what welght can 38,000 men carry in a masg of 3.2
million men equipped and tralned according to the most recent techniques? It is
absurd to try to demonstrate that South Korean security is based on the presence of
gome tens »f thousands of American troops, unless one wishes to insult the military
valour of the South Koreans. The need for this presence is no longer evident to
the Unlted Natlone, which wishes to put an end to its military commitment in Korea,
vhether by interposed American troops or otherwise. This is furthermore in accord
with the spirlt of the Armistilce Agreement of 27 June 1953 which provides for the
withdrawal of foreign troops after the ceasefire.

To confuse the minds of those who wish to be confused, the United States
Government claims that of the 38,000 men stationed in South Korea only some few
hundred are under United Nations Ccmrand and that the remainder are there under the
mutual jefence past which was signed in 1953 between the United States snd Scuth

Korea,.



TL/ em A/C.1/PV.2033
51

(Mr. Rebetafika, Madagascar)

Obviously, such assertions are difficult «to verify, all the more so since the
go-called United Nations Command has never reported to the Security Council, aiilinukh
ihoelalms 1o act wnfer tle suthoridy of thel rcdy, It “lerafore seems that the way
to the dissolutlon of the Uaited Natloans Commend is nlear, and that the Amerilcan
Goverament, in order tc Jjustify the preseance of mome 37,CCO men ian Zou*h
Korea, is now taking refuge behind & pact which would eaeble it also to wmaintain the
Sonth Korean troops at a high level of strength and preparedaess, to spred up the
noderniza’ioc of thelr frainicg and equipmernt and to supply them with prompt and
effective assistance, according *o the statements of the Awerican Fresldent himself.
This situation calls forth two series of comments on our part. First of all,
section 3 of the Armistice fAgreemer”, provides that there must be no streagtheaning
of the forces. Whether we wish it or not, that Armistice Agreement is still in
force, and the preparations being carried out in South Korea with the open
support of the United States of Arerica lead us to believe that, in the minds of
certain South Koreans, this armistice must give way not to a peace agreement but
to a resumption of hostilities. Under paragraph 4 of Article 2 of the Charter,
regarding recourse to the threat or use of force, the Organization cannot lend
itself to such a manceuvre, all the less so since we still have to determine
from where the real violations of the armistice come, and what is to be
understood by "self defence!". The maintenance of American troops in South Korea
is a violation of the 1953 Armistice Agreement. It encourages uacontrolled acts
of provocation and therefore does anot further the mainienaance of peace and
security in that region.
The second series of ccmrents that my delesrtilon wishes ‘o sake upylies
to the fundamentally opposed positions of the Americans and the North Koreans,
still with regard to the malntenance of an American military preseace in Korea.
On 25 November 1974, at our 2029th meeting, we heard the Vica-dintalrr for
Foreign Affairs of the Democratic FPeople's Republic of Korea xeveul. to us
the existence, ="t ») March 1974, of a proposal for a peace agreemeni Lo »er™ a2
the Armistice Agreement of 19535. That proposal, based on ‘the generally recoganized
principles of non-invasion, non-provocation, non-aggression and non-interference,
is essentially intended to place the Korean peninsula outside the arms race and
outsidé confrontation. The North Korean proposal falls within the framework of
a peaceful solution of the problem of reunification and coantributes to the
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maintenance of reace and security in Asia, The American response seems to

lie in the FPresidential decision to suprort the militaristic claims of the South
Koreans, who reject coexistence and ddétente and whose rigid attitude seeks only
to strengthen a so-called povwer of dissuasion, thus transforming all of South
Korea into a foreign base for permaneant provocation, rut cnly f Tic:'h

Korea, but of legia as & vwhole., Ve €o nos believe that thig slevlé te

the aim of a normal mutual-defence pact., Muck 2ess do ve *Lick *hal the

United Nations can any loager remain the silent accomplice ia an uandertaking
made neot in & spizil of eelf-deleace Tl in one o agrreession.

Despite the 1953 Armistice Agreement, we have falled o pive efferl to rollective
security, conceived as it is solely in military terms; we cannot allcw ourselves
to be led to the same failure by sacrifieing Jurtice and co-orperation -~
essential elements of peace -- to the alleged s=1urily requirerer’s o eeriain
States, whether the United States of America or South Kcrea.

When we refer to the consensus adopted by the General Assembly at its
2181st meeting on 28 November 1975, we realize that the gc4. of the Organization
for the Korean reninsula still remains the independent and peaceful reuanification
of the country, and not *he dialcgic between North Korea and Soutk Korea. The
dialogue ‘vetween the two parts of Korea is a metter that lies essentially within
the competence of the two parties. It is they alone who have the right to decide
on the procedures and the means to be employed so that that dialogue may result
in a normalization cf ihke situatiocn ca tke tasia of mutually acceptabdle
guarantees and in accordance with the spirit ¢ the principles envnciated
in their own Joint Communiqué of 4 July 247, namely, independence, reunification
and national unity. So far as we kanow, the Orgenization did not endorse that
Communiqué, it merely took note of it. Our role therefore consists in creating
an atmosphere favourable to the continuation of the dialogue, and in doing nothing
that could advepety affect the will of the two parties to engage freely in their
dialogue. It would be, in our opinion, unsound to make of the dialopgue a prior
condition, which would be to the detriment of the Organization's primary concern,
that is, militaxry disengegement from the Korean peninsula and, therefore,
withdrawal of all the foreign troops stationed there.
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The coafusion, waric'ainezs in a burst of excessive receronivy L0 "z
United States of Arerica and other States vken *they.preposed, in dunumen* h/)741,
that attention be concentrated solely on the dialogue, is due to a deliberate
distortion of the sense, the content and the scope of the conesensus of
28 November 1973. We reject that econfusinn, which is represented as teing
realistic aad constructive, and we maiantain that the most important part
of the consensus is the part concerning the independeant and peaceful reunification
of Korea., The dialogue may lead to "1’ ag leng as the two parties are willins
to voncaeatrate on *he “des of a demecera’ic unica transceniing rolitical
and ideologleal differences. But to go on from there and cay that that
dielom2 1g the only acezptable rourse 1s to deny once ogala *he responsihii’itias of
the Organization, which +wou % in such case “n zadorsins a form o7 dialermie itposed
by force of arms, since the United States dces not intend to demilitarizz Kuren,
Once again alco the Organizaticn would te called wpon te acqulesce dn Lz —isie
a super-Fower acting in its own interests and very little concerned with seeing
Korea Tecome itself once again. We maey te told that the withdrawal of *he
American treoops from South Korea will inevitably lead to a resumpticn of

4

hostilities in the peninsula. This is & problem that hag not escaped asy we have

4

recalled it in connexicn with the uzzin*wnance of American treops, and cur
assumption is no more absurd than that of the other side. But it is act 2 yuestiou

€

here of haviang one assumption prevail; rather it is a matter of vrassein.

*

oA

3 situation Ty taking arcnount of Jaapers whi~h geem o vs to te real.

This is why in owr draft resclution in document 4/C.1/L.G77, we hava provided
that the Organization will trust the two parties directly concerned wi:l w2gard to
thair ques’. rer se?ubiciae 1o the provlame »oaul+ins wou T vithdrawe™ o' 201
Jorzlea roors statiepsd in otk Hovea,  The Viee dndotor e hosedem Jlriadle of
{Lke Damoceratic Feople'c FPepublin oo Koxow weo rleor oo fhiic mabier, o oadotdoe

Agreement of 1953 is both rolitieal nad milstaa- g ilw goenz, I0 meat
Lhase*ore be et avel by a peace treaty, of which we have already spekern, il
reinforced by 2 peace agreement between the North aand the douth thot would pub an
end to military confrontation, offer reciprocal guaraantees, zad have - affeed
of reducing *‘re opposing forces and making of the Korean peninsula o i2ica of

co-operation, voexistence and peace.
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Such provisions are being discussed between the parties concerned and cahnot be
imposed, whatever may be our desire to intervene in order to accelerate the
procedure. It goes without saying, however, that the Organization can only
congratulate 1tself when such a treaty and agreement are concluded.

From what we have been saying on the maintenance of United Svates troops in
South Koree and the consensus of 28 November 1973, the follewing conclusions are
to be drawn. First, the ®rganization, which has been involved in the Korean
question for a generation, must resume the initiative and in accondance with the
purposes and principles of the Charter act in such & way as to put an end to
foreign interference in the internal affairs of Korea. Secondly, this foreign
interference prevents the reunification and democratic reconstruction of Xorea
and is g rrcvocative factor in the region which sooner or later will have to
define its own rules on security and peace in accordence with the provisions
of the Charter. Tgirdly, the Orgenizatior, consistent with the real spirit which
prompted the Allies in Cairo in 1943 and in Potsdam in 1945, and working in the
seme way for the independence and unification of Korea, should reaquest the foreign
troops still stationed in Korea to withdraw. Fourthly, the withdrawel of foreign
troops constitutes a prior condition for the normelization of the situation in
Korea, as follows from the consensus adopted on 23 November 1973, which reaffirms
thet the independent and peaceful reunification of the country must be echieved
without outside interference.

In concluding, I should like to dispose of an argumeni advanced by the
signatories of document A/97hl, according to which only the Security Council can
decide on the fate of the United Nations Command and even on the withdrawael of
foreign troops. For more then 25 years, whenever the problem of the maintaining
of United Btates troops in Korea has been ralsed we have accepted the ccmpetence
of the General Assembly. There is no valid reason why the General Assembly should
n&t be competent to decide on the withdrawal of these troops. To claim otherwise
would be to show belated scruples, alleging a formelism the sincerity of which is
suspect. If we are to be led into a procedural debate, which would be not without
importance, we are prepared in turn to invoke Article 10 of the Charter on the powers
of the General Assembly and even the notorious resolution 377 (V) of 3 November 1950,
which must frem time to time serve a just cause.
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Mr. FETRIC (Yugoslavia): TFor mcre ihan a guavier of a sobaey
since its division, and for more than 20 years after fﬁe signing of the
Armistice Agreement, Korea remains divided. The reacning »f the i/t
agreement on the opening of the process of unification by peaceful means and
without outside interference was greeted with great satisfaction, because two
rarts of the same divided nation, Lnrdennd with antagonism and incited to
conflict over many years, had succeeded in taking the first step along a long
road.

The Joint Statement of 4 July 1972 contains three fundamental principles,
namely, independence, peaceful unification and national unity. That “tatement
constitutes, in the opinion of my delegation, an important event in the efforts
of the Korean people to achieve its unity. TFurther, it ~af"eqhy lhe
constant demand of the people of Korea, which is cne country and one people,
for their country to be unified and to achieve this aim independently, without
outside interference.

All developments regarding Korea concern oir Organi=aticn Jdirestly,
as the direct responsibility of the United Nations for this problem is involved
in several ways. The .General Assembly has repeatedly set itsell {lLe task of
promoting the unification of Korea and the establishment of reace and security
in that region.

All this means that we have a direct rolitical responsibility to search
constantly for ways conducive to the solution of the uestion of the division
of Korea, taking into auccount, of course, all the factors relevant to the
further evolution of this problem. I think that there is a widespread feeling
that these newv conditions make it inereasingly possible for our Crganization
to achieve important results in that direction.

In golving this problem our Organization must precwed, first of all,
from the fundamental purroses and principles of the Charter of the United Nations.
One of those basic principles is the right of every country to solve its problems
inderendently, in the spirit of the right of peorles to self-determination ,
without any outside !nu* r+farencs, In this case, this means that the
question of the unifiecation of Korea should te left to the Koreans themselves,
all the more so us it is clear that that is in accordance with their own will

and that they desire to '+.k: such a road.
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At its twenty-eighth session the General Assembly decided to dissolve
immediately, the United Nations Commission for the Unification and ,
Rehabilitation of Korea. At the same time, the Assembly expressed the hope
that the South and North Korea would continue the dialogue in the
spirit of the Statement of 4 July 1972. This marked significant progress.
Unfortunately, the dialogue was not continued, owing to the negative attitude of
South Korea. This is mainly due to constant interference by foreign factors
and forces in Korea. Closely linked with this problem is, of course, the
presence of foreign troops on Korean soil. Tﬁe presence of foreign troops,
which cannot be justified in any conceivable way, actually poses a threat
to peace in that part of the world, limits the independence of the people
of Korea and has the effect of slowing down the process of its unification.
Let me stress that the Fourth Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, held in
Algiers last year, adopted a special resolution on the solution of the
question of Korea. The resolution on Korea adopted by the non-aligned

countries called, inter alia, on the General Assembly of the United Nations

to demand the withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed in South Korea with

a view to facilitating the peaceful and independent reunification of Korea.
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It is high time for our Organization to realize and ranognize the
true requirements of the present-day situation with respect to this
problem and to contribute in the best possible way to the adoption of a
responsible decision for the withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed in
Zouth Korea so as to bring about a just solution of this question.

The draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/L.677, now sponsored
jointly by 38 delegations, including my own, adequately and »2=ronsibly
meets the requirements of this situation. Its implementation, namely,
the withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed in Couth Korea under the
flag of the United Nations, would contribute to the creation of conditions
for the unhampered unification of Korea and for the stabilization of geace
in that region. My delegation considers that the United Nations is bound
to promote the efforts aimed at attaining this objective. This is all the
more impo..ant since past experience, and especially more »=cent experience,
has taught us abundantly that there is no wisdom in just letting things
remain as they always were, frozen, in a state of "no change". All
experience tells us that no opportunity should be missed for a positive
contribution to be made to th: ~limination of sone sourres or elemeuts
of tension in an area. It has rightly been said that opportunities cannot
be hoarded or preserved -- they must be made use of as they arise. That
is why it is neither constructive nor wise to insist on the forced maintenance
of foreign troops in Zouth Korea and to have them there under +ie Uni*ed Faticns
flag, after some favourable developmerits have taken place, developments which
not only permit but also require their removal as a necessary contribution to
increased stability in the region and geunerally.

We have achieved some progress as far as détente is concerned, especially
between some great Powers. That progress has created some room, but not at
all sufficient, for the elimination of hotbeds of war and tension. It is for
that reason -- it is in order to make détente universal and, above all, it is
because too many crises and military confrontations continue gravely to
Jeopardize general peace and security -- that progress in Korea is mandatory.
The adoﬁtion of the draft resolution of the 38 sponsors would constitute an
important contribution to that end.
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Mr. BEAVOGUI (Guinea) (interpretation from French): At this

rather late stage of our proceedings I should like to discharge a pleasant

duty, that of conveying the congratulations of my delegation to the
Chairman upon his election to the chairmanship of the First Committee of
this session. Our pleasure at seeing him in the Chair conducting our
procecdings with such avthority and competence is particulaerly significant,
because our two countries, Guinea and Argentina, maintain relations cf
frierdshiy and co-opesraticu. We assure L:’m of cur vhole-hearted co-operation.

With respect to the subject under discussion, I should like to say that
among the situations which are of concern to the international community and
which therefore require an immediate solution, the question ¢f Korea enjoys
a high priority. Indeed, almost 30 years after the liberation of its country,
the Korean people which, at the beginning of this century was one of the
first victims of imperialism, is still divided and is denied recognition of
its fundamental rights, and particularly the right to decide its own unity
and destiny in all freedom and without foreign intervention.

In spite of the armistice of July 19535, Zouth Korea is still occupied
by foreign troops and the military demarcation line, which was traced at
that time on a provisional basis, continues, tecause of this occupation, to
divide Korean families and to prevent the inhabitants of the South from
meeting their brothers in the North and even from communicating with them
in any way. Recently some people were condemned in ZJouth Korea to long
prison terms and even to death because they advocated the »estoration of
relations between the inhabitants of the South and the North and the
peaceful and independent reunification of the country as well as the
democratization of South Korean society. =«#& much frem a humanitarian standpoint
as from a political ard legal one thke prolengaticn of such a
situation is intolerable.

4t the tvwenty-eighth session, our Organization, under whose flag foreign
troops continue to occupy South Korea, itself awoke to the gravity of
tris situation and its illegality under international law and the very
principles of the Charter, and dissolved its “wrmicrion for the Keunification
and Rehabilitation of Korea, thus acknowledging that the le &’ tains ¢f

its intervention were non-existent. It aleo noted with satisfaction the
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Joint Communiqué of 4 July 1972 of North and South Korea laying down the following
three principles for reunification: (1) reunification should be achieved
independently without reliance upon outside force or its interference;

(2) reunification should be achieved by peaceful means, without recourse to the
use of arms against the other side; (5) great national unity should be promoted.

The General Assembly, in adopting at its twenty-eighth session the
three principles of the above-mentioned Joint Communiqué, also expressed the hope
that the North and the South would be invited to continue their dialogue, to
broaden their exchanges of all kinds and expand their co-operation. '

However, we are forced to admit that efforts at promoting dialogue are
clearly encountering a major obstacle, that of the presence of foreign troops in
South Korea, which is jeopardizing all the possibilities of contacts that might
bring about a concerted solution. Cwing to this climate of subversion fomented
from outside, all the approaches which have been advocated have so far not been
followed up.

e do not understand why the Couth Korean authorities should not so far have
given a favourable response to the five-point proposal of North Korea calling for:
the cessation of the increase of armed forces and the arms race; the evacuation
of all foreign troops; the reduction of armed strength and armaments; the
cessation of the introduction of arms from abroad; and the conclusion of a geace
agreement.

It is regrettable that South Korea has turned a deaf ear to this proposal of
the North which nevertheless is in keeping with Its interests. Furthermore, in
order to reach an agreement which would be a prelude to reunification, North Korea
vent quite a long way when it proposed the convening of, apart frcm the
Co-ordination Committee of the North and the South which is at present in
existence, a great national assembly or a political consultative conference of the
North and the Sfouth in which representatives of the different political parties and
social organizations and persons from different milieux in the North and tkhe South
would participate, as one of the appropriate ways of bringing about the
reunification of Korea.

It is regrettable that this proposal which does reflect the wish of the whole
Korean éeople should not have met with any favourable response so far from the

authorities of the fouth.
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All the proposals of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea havé been
inspired by the constant desire to put an end to the tension prevalling between

the south and the north and to instil the confidence necessary for the creation
of favourable conditions for reunification.

It is from this standpoint and in keeping with the spirit of the three
principles of the Joint Communiqué of July 1972 and the desire of the
whole Koreun people that 38 countries, including my own, have, in document
A/C.l/L.677, called for the withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed in
South Korea under the United Nations flag.

The presence of American troops in South Korea clearly creates and
perpetuates tension throughout the Korean peninsula., Such tension, quite
naturally, prevents both a genuine dialogue between the two parties and the
reunification of the country. There is no doubt that in South Korea there are
no Uhited Netions troops as such but, rather, American troops illggally usging
the - United Nations flag. Comsequently, the duty of our Organization is to put
an end to this quite abnormal situation which has lasted for too long. We
cannot close our eyes to the fact that the overwhelming majority of the Members
of the United Nations approve neither the sending of these troops nor of their
activities in South Korea.

Those who object to the withdrawal of foreign troops from South Korea claim,
in the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.676, +hat such a withdrawal would
affect the Armistice Agreement. But we, for our part, cannot share this view °
because the Agreement itself, and particularly its article 60, provides for
the withdrawal of all foreign troops from Korea. If the sponsors of the
draft resolution I have Jjust mentioned really believe, as they claim in the
last preambular paragraph, "... that the Armistice Agreement of 27 July 1953
remains indispensable to the maintenance of peace and security in the area",
why do they not think it necessary to implement article 60 which provides
for the withdrawal of all foreign troops? And how can they exﬁlain
what was said by the President of the United States during his recent
visit to Seoul, when he promised the South Korean authorities that

the United States would increace its military and material assistance
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to South Korea? All this is quite coatrary to the Armistice Agreement and to
the spirit of reunification of the Korean nation. We thus see that the

reference to this Agreement by the sponsors of the draft resolution is needed only
80 that they may, by distorting the letter and spirit of that instrﬁment, continue
to maintain the status quo in Korea -- in other words, to prolong the presence

of United States troops in the South. And this is precisely the basis of the
draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.676 which goes so far as to envisage
consideration of the Armistice Agreement by the Security Council, in the

secret hope of having the United Nations endorse, if not consecrate the foreign
occupation of Xorea, an occuration already condemned by all peace and justice-
loving countries in the world.

We, for our part, think that this document would benefit from not being put
to the vote because, in spite of the far from sincere tribute that it pays to the

North-South Joint Communiqué its spirit is contrary to the rights and aspirations
of the Korean people as a whole and to the achievement of the national unity of
Korea. Purthermore, the armed forces whose presence in South Korea it is sought

to prolong for ever, do not report to the United Nations or to the Security Council,
which in principle they should come under. Their very presence in South Koresa 1is
contrary to the principles and interests of the United Nations whose flag they are
illegally using. Therefore, in our view nothing can possibly Jjustify the reference
to the Security Council by those who are opposed to the withdrawal of foreign
troops from South Korea.

To sum up, we must state once again that two measures alone are likely to
bring peace and stability to Korea, namely the immediate withdrawal of foreign
troops stationed in South Korea and the peaceful and independent reunification
of Korea by means of negotiations between the two parties. The draft resolution
in document A/C.l/L.677, of which my country is a sponsor, is conceived in this
spirit and deserves the support of all those who side with the Korean people in
their just cause.
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On behalf of my delegation, I should like to express the sincere hope
that the Korean people will achieve its aim to be united by its own efforts.
It is the duty and obligation of the United Nations to help the Korean people

to achieve that aim by calling, inter alia, for the withdrawal of all foreign
troops from South Korea,

{
Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation frem Spanish): The item which
cur Ccommittee is now discussing is of the utmost urgency and importance.
For a long time, in this same conference room, this Committee has considered
various aspects related to the situation in Korea, and that lengthy debate
has served to demonstrate the profound illegality which has in the past marked
United Nations action in regard to the Korean pecple,

I need not dwell on the background of this subject to demonstrate

that, from its very origins, an attempt was made to use our Organization
in flagrant violation of its Charter, and of the Purposes and Principles on
which it is based, by resorting to interference and intrusion in the internal
affairs of the Korean people,

Furthermore, this same debate was for many years marked by the same
spirit of lInjustice and arbitrariness, since it was only last year that
the Ccmmittee had an opportunity to consider this questicn with the
participation of the representatives of the Democratic People!s Republic of
Korea who, for many years, were prevented from being present during the
discussion of an item so intimately connected with that Government, an item
which directly affects the fate of the Korean nation.

Last Monday we listed to the important statement made by Mr.'Li Jong Mok,
the Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Democratic Feople!'s Republic
of Korea, in which he fully stated his Government's position, one which
reflects the legitimate interests of all the Korean people and offers the
only possible means of achieving the peaceful and independent reunification
of Korea. My delegation endorses the statement made here by the lawful

representatives of the Korean people,
]
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And v I should like to invite the Committee to give some thought to the
question of the presence of foreign troops in South Korea and the illegal use
by those troops of the emblems and symbols of the United Nations. To this end
my delegation will limit itself exclusively to the use of South Korean and
American sources which clearly reveal the true nature of these foreign troops,
what their exact role is egainst the Korean people, and at the same time prompt

us to take decisive and urgent measures so that this Organization &y make sure
that tl'a% presennc is not used “or imparislict, interventicrist purposes, which

sya the re1’. chiectives of “he ¢+:-a1 of those armed contincentc oecupying

the ©~vihern part of Korea.

Those who still attempt to use our Organization as a vehicle for North Arerican
interference in Korea present the situation in that regicn as though American
troops stationed south of the 38th parallel were serving the cause of peace and
preventing the repetition of an armed conflict in that region, while 2t the care
time they try to conceal in this Ccmmittee their arbitrary and illegal use of the
United Nations.

I therefore wish to submit to this Committee some items of inf-rmaticn and
sorments, 21l ~f which are derived frem american arnd South Korean scurces, Just as
“hoy were ruhlished by them, 3y that the Cormittee will te 10 a better positicon o
appropriate decicicns when the proper time comes, I have bef™re me several cupies of
a2 Scuth Korean propaganda publication, Korea Tewsreview, pubtiched by the Fublie
Relations Association of Korea, which obviously plays the role of promoting the
positions and interests of the North .merican authorities and of the colconial
régime in Jsuth Korea. In the iscue dated § Cctober 1974, this publication
refers to a meeting that was held in Honolulu at the end of the month of Deptember
this year ' i*h *4s »rticin-tion of » 111t rv chicfs ~f th imited Sketes, nfficoers
of the Department of Defense of that country, and some of the wmilitary chiefs
of the puppet »7 " .- of th. % vth, Tt is int rostine to dAraw +h  asy ~+ien of
the Committee to some of the ~ubje:ts that were considered at that weeting in
Hawaii.

Acéerding to this publication, among the toplcs considered at that meeting
were possible changes that would affect the so-called United Nations Command in
Kbrea;‘invclving the North imerican forces stationed in that country, scme of
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which discharge functions :utaide Firca &nd rover the entlve Iar Eost rapiru- rrd
vet my delegation has fc far Leard nov referewce to th e idnt:rmatisr dr ‘lo debate we
are now having. This pvt.d-aticn states, for example, the following:

(Spoke in English)

"The Pentagon idea seems to be in close cinuexion with the

Congressional proposal that the UM Army readguaia.rs and sup crl uvnits
in Korea be reduced by one third, and that the Headquarters of the
L Jerpend, U Ferees in Koaer <0 tho Eightl, U0 . v Le Didopreton

into one." (Korea Newsreview, p. T)

(Continued in Spanish)

Obviously those vwho are trying to continue to use the nawe of the United
Nations for their illegal activities in Korea should 7.-r'sl ¢ me drnfcinition *o
this Committee on these plans, which obviously invelve the Fentagon and some

cLfrensioral tadice and Hueledes ) poenibility of dateprating inte o« single unit
ke United Natisus Cermand, tle cermand of United ttates forces in South Korea and
the Eighth Army of the United :tates, which, as is knosn, ig an cred sertincent
of that country that is carrying out an important role in the imperialict
policy of the United States in the Far East.

This paragraph in our opinion, illustrates the scandalous use cf this
Organization by the Washlngton Government and its deflance of the opinious of Utates
wenters which leads it to debate publicly proposals that mey directly affect even
the way-in which it now-uses the emblems and symbols of the United Nations without
any-organ-of the United Nations having at aﬁ& time considered any'such proposal.

In another part of this report we are also told that the Unived Stutes
Government has promised the Jouth Korean authorities that it %will rot roduce
the present level of United States troops in the southern rorticn of Keres und
will continue with what it calls a plan for the medernization ot Jouth Hereon
troops.

Elsewhere in this article it states:

(Spoke in English)
"Secretary Clements reaffirmed that the Goverumsnt of the "uited Otutee

has no plan to reduce the present level of ! & srwad For w0 dn the Pepjul 11
. of Korea." (Ibid.)
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(Continued in 3panish)
It is ecuricus that on turning the pape, we find an articie in this same

publication which vraises the armed forces of the Zouth Korean régime for thelr
role in the Fur ast, and that ‘i< same article r~onstitutes a categorieal
d:nial to thoee why assziy *hat thers is a reed to maintain foreign troops

in the southern part of Korea to prevent alleged apgpression from the north.
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Let us see what that article states in its first paragraphk,
vith regard tc the huge army in Fouth Ilurea orgunired Ly the Tnited states.
-t is nov referring to the troops of the sc-called Tepublic of Korea
and not to the foreign troops stationed there. 7 quote:
(spoke in English)

"The RCK Awed Forees are the world's fourth largest ctaraing army,
next only to those of the United States, the Soviet Union and communist
China."

(continued in Spanish)

That ic to say, that the four.h largest army in the world, coming directly
after the armies of the United States, the Soviet Union and the People's Repullice
of (ChLina, requires, accoicing to this axticle, the additional presceunce of
foreign troops to protect and assist it aprainst the northern part of the same
raticn., althecugl that part cunlains the leseger jart of the igjulaticn and has
fever arned forces for its defence than thoee stationed in the south.

Towards the end cf the article, as though not to allow us to forget that
there is no justification for the purpet »égime of Ccuth Korea to need
United Nations support, there is shameless referenge to the role played by the
South Korean Army in the war of aggression arainstl the Viet-Namese people. .
Apain I quote:
(spoke in English)

"Cembat achieverents of the Ferean Army in the Viet-Nam war were really

brilliant. In more than 570,(( larce and small operations, the ROK
Ixreditionary Forces killed more than «. .. . enemy troops and captured

mexe than 2,400 enemy wespons, &s-ord.ng to the Army,"
(continued in Sranish)

That is tc say that the récime established bty the United States in Couth Koreg
not only is armed to the teeth to reprecs its own peorle ard it raintaln the
artii.coa  division of Korea, but, furthermore, is used as a collaberating gpent
of Fortl American imperialisn in wars of ageression outside the Korean jeuinvulé,
where, according to its own vwords, it can send expeliticnary forces which do

trilliant work, surpressing the freedom of other yeoplec,
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But I have other iscues of the came publication -- that of 19 October, for
example, a date very clese to that of the beginning of our discussion on foreign
troops in Louth Korea, in which once again reference is made to the commitments
that the United States is fulfilling with the co-operation of the Zouth Korean
régime, with regard to the maintenance of aggressive troops in South Korea in
scandalous mockery of the will of the States Members of the United Nations. Once
again in that publicatic.. it is Mr. William Clements who is quoted =-- and
may i ve allowed to reecall in passing that Mr. Clements is the Deputy Zecretary of
Defence of the United States of America. Mr. Clements is suppoced to have
mentioned, according to this publiecation, scme of the no+ters at present being
considered and discussed in United Ctates Government circles which are not mentioned
in our debate but which yet have a direect relationship with the decisions which
this Committee has to adopt.

Apparently, according to this North American information, not only are
United Gtates troops in Korea illegally using the emblem of the United Nations hut
also in this strange mixture of North American commands and United Nations commands
there are important contingents, identified as telonging to the North American
military structure, which are playing an active role not only in South Korsa tut
also in the so-called demilitarired zone. It would seem that in the Ilorth American
Congress there is now scme discussion as to the desirability -~ perhaps for the
sake of discretion and so as not to reveal too much of the illegitimate use by
North American troopsg of the United Nations ermblem -~ of making some changes in the
emplacement of those troops, although in this they vannot count on *ke support of
the Fentagon. I guote apgain {rom the same publication, so that members of the
Committee may have the approrriate information:

(spoke in English)

"Clements indicated disapgreement with an idea advocated by Congress for moving

the UG Ammy's Jecond Division in Korea away from the demilitariced zone and

thus from possible cembat with North Korea. He said it would be costly te do

s0. 'I am not sure Congress would want to spend the money', Clements said."
(continued in Spanish)

That is to say that in Congress scme rersons are apprarently worried about the
pcssibilfty that, teing so close to the territory of the Cemocratic Teople's

Fepnblic of Korea, within the demilitariced ccne or very olose to it,
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1le Second Livisicu of the United States Army might find itself involved
in possibie armed confrontations, should they occur again, in Korea. Whether
the Second Division belongs to the United Nations Command or whether it is
part of the United States-South Korean pact, nobody knows, or will ever know,
becausé, quite obviously, :. ~iery shrouds the manner in which the Pentagon
uses or does not use the attributes of our Organization in the region. But
it is desirable that delegations should be aware that since the use or non-use
of United Nations Command in Korea depends entirely on the art:iir-ry decision
of the Pentagon, at any moment more than a hundred member States who have
- N0 responsibility whatsoever for North American policy in Koresa, wi have
nothing to do with the aggression against that people, might find themselves
unwillingly and unintentionally involved in a conflict provoked by the
Second Division of the United States Army, which is tkere in the demilitarized zone
without haeving asked permiésion of anybody and which is still arbitrarily using
United Nations symbols.
I have more copies of this publication, but I am esware that the hour is
late and that it is not necessary to rereat the references which, in a
completely brazen way, North American suthcrities allow themeelves to make when
they travel in the Far Zast or in the Pacific region as to the manner in which they

mock this Orgenization and intend to continue to use it to further their
interventicnist aims in South Korea.
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The decisions illegally takea Ly the Unfted Mations in 1550, which
are at the very root of the problem we are now considering, were adopted at a ‘
time when most of the Memters of our Organization could not participate in its
decisions nor play any role in them, since that was the era when colonialism
still lorded it over a large part of the planet and United States imperialism
imposed its wiZll ~rAd vhins vwitlin this Zreanizaticn,

Furthermore, the agreements acopted Wy the fecurity Council vhich are now
mentiored in conrexion with the question of Korea, were completely illegal, since
those decisions were taken in the absence of the .delegation of the Soviet Uhioh,

a permanent memcer of that body, and at a time vhen the representation of
China -- also a permanent member of the Security Council -- was urlawfully
usurped by tlxz Taivan régime.

The United Nations has chanzed, thanks to the progress made in the process of
decolenization. For years the United Nations was compelled to play an

nanertlos voyle o cereexion vith Korea .- 2 role whienh was not ia keeping -
vith the interests of the vast majority of its Membters, with the
Purposes ard Principles of the Charter, and with the efforts Teing

2202 o astablich seanafnl ond pormal iacternaticnal relations amonz all

That is why my delegation trusts that the vast majority of the members of
this Committee will at last take the decisiocns called for by the situation in
Korca and decide in Tavour of the irmediate withdrawal of foreign troops from
couth Xorea.

O 275 June 1073 (oorade Kinm Il Aoasg, anpra.ce leader of fthe Korear
peopl:, presented a five-point proposal coudusive o A solution
of ftiw Xorean questicn -~onsisient will the la~ivinmat2 initerests

-

a:d lesires of its population. Thease proresals were developed during
A ooovant r oo L T the repregseantativae of *le Demecralic Feonle's
Reputlic of Korea. They reflect the will for independence, national dignity
and patrictism of the Korean people. In the face of this, the only alternative
At'tared 1o the Asacu)’y is ‘o parpatvate th2 illepal use of cur Organization so as

to continue the artificial divisiecn of Korea, to allow United States imperialism
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to continue its colonial exploitation of the South and maintain a régime'which1lses
trhe wealth «f its plentiful military resouices and the no Jess plentiful nilitary
assistance it receives from the United States -- amounting to over §$1,500 million
according to the latest agreement sigred by *the Pentagon -~ merely <o reyress cthe South
Korean people, to guash its desire for reunification and inderenfence, and
to keep it surservient tc Yankee domination.

Before I conclude -- I am tempted to -~ I should like to make a
final reference to this South Korean propaganda publication. Here is
an interview with a gentleman who had just been appointed to be what they call
"Minister for the Tuific tion of Keorea'". This gentleman, whose role ir tihe
governmz.,t ~f the scutr is rnc deubt fto rrerote natioral unif'ication, clearly
indicates the real attitude of the régime which he represents in relation to the

unification of his country in the 12 October 107hL issue of Kcres Fewsreview,

T e y——

In one part of the interview he said:

(spoke in English)

"The armistice system should never te discarded from the viewpoint cf
keeping intact the Demilitarized Zone and the demarcation line."

(continued in Spanish)

That is to say, for the South Korean authorities, the demilitarized zoune
occupied by the Second Division of the United States Army in the southern
part ard the demarcation line imposed on the Korean people -~ which arbitrarily
separates them intc two parts -- are to continue intact, must be kept; which
means, maintaining the division »f Korea.

But later on in the interview when he was asked about the possibilities
for the two régimes which exist north and south of the 33th Parallel in
some way to advance the process of “iilicalion, the so.cal " nd Ninlule for
the Tnification of Korea rep.ied as folicvs:

(spoke in English)

"It may be inpossitle tc nonceive the scnsolidution oivec: two
heterogenous systems. The present Communisl system of the Pyongyang
régime should be chansed to some degree. We cannot but wait for such
a change unless we are thinking about an armed method for the

unification.
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(continued in Spanish)

That is to say, those who =ve allegedly prepared to have a dialogue with the

Cemocratic People's Republic of Korea to promote ucification vlesrly tell nus

that, above all, there would have to be a change in the present régime in the
crvh to make possible such unification.

My delegation would like to end by expressing its confidence that
independent States which desire to rescue and fully implement the principles
of the Charter with relation to Korea will act decisively at this session to
put an end to the situation imposed by Tnited States imrerialism for so many
years, which has transformed tris Orsaniza®ion -- Agains®t the will of
the wacrity ol its Meabers -- inhte ar ius‘ruwent ip the service of i*s
interveationist policy.
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Times have changed and will continue to change in favour of our peoﬁles, and

we feel sure that the pressures and manoéuvres which fc decades have taken place
within this conference room in an attempt to prevent this Committee from adopting
proper decisions, cannot be engaged in successfully forever, and that the Committee
is reaching the stage, which we hope will be in a few days time, when it will
categorically decide in favour of putting an end to the present::situation in South
Korea, of ensuring the withdrawal of foreign troops and of safeguarding the
principles of the Charter.

The meeting rose at 1.35 p.m.






