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| AGENDA ITEM 10k (continued)

QUESTION OF KOREA ’ .

(2) WITHDRAWAL OF ALL THE FOREIGN TROOPS STATIONED IN SOUTH KOREA UNDER THE
FLAG OF THE UNITED NATIONS

(b) URGENT NEED TO IMPLFMENT FULLY THE CONSENSUS OF THE TWENTY-EIGHTH SESSION
OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY ON THE KOREAN QUESTION AND TO MAINTAIN PEACE AND
SECURITY ON THE XOREAN PENINSULA .

(A/9703/Add.1-3, A/9T41/Ad4.1-5 and Corr.l: A/C.1/10L8, 1049/Add.1; A/C.1/L.676,

L.677,L.T0L).

Mr, RAE (Canada): Canada regrets that the Korean guestion has been
raised again at this year's General Assembly. We consider that matters
concerning Korez must be resolved by the people of Korea, and we thefefore
question whether resolutions on Korea should be brought to the United Nations
without at least a basis for negotiations having been agreed upon by both
sides in Korea.-  In our view, the resolution adopted by consensus at last
year ‘s General Assembly established a sound framework for fruitful negotiations.
However, negotiations between North and South Kbrea have not so far been
productive, and thus we find ourselves participatingsreluctantly, in another
debate on the Korean question.

I say "reluctantly' because past exverience indicates that the &acrimonious
debate of Korean guestions at the General Assembly is not conducive to, and
indeed distracts attention from.the urgent need for positive negotiations
between the two sides. My delegation would therefore prefér that our
deliberations this year simply focus on the need to urge the authorities of
both sides to resume negotiatiohs in accordance with last year's consensus
decisions.,

However, much is again being made of the United Nations Command and the
presence of United States troops in South Korea. Therefore, pernit me to
»restéke briefly my Government's position on those two quite separate issues.

Canada does not consider tha; the United Nations Command in any way hinders
or inhibits the search for peace in Korea. Indeed, we consider that, bv

contributing to the observance of the 1953 Armistice Agreement, the
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United Nations Command is important to stebility on the Koreanvpenihsula and

in the entire region. As to the future of the United Nations Command, it is
the view of my Government that, because the United Nations Command was
established by a Security Council resolution and because the Security Council
remains thefbnly United Nations body competent to review the status of the
United Nations Commend, the United Nations Command cennot be withdrawn by a
resolution passed by the General Assembly. HMoreover, Canadu considers that

the United Nations Command, as one of the signatories to the 1953 Armistice
Agreement, should not be withdrawn until all parties concerned, including the
Security Council, decide upon an alternative arrangement which would effectively

ensure the peace and security of the area.
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With regard to the presence of United States troops in South Torew. they are
there under the 195k bilateral agreement between the United States and tae
Republic of Korea. Canada therefore regards the presence of the United States
-troops in South Korea-essentially as a bilateral matter between the Governments
of the United States and the Republic ofiKorea.

In spite of reservations over the need for a Korean debate this year,
Canada has agreed to co-sponsor the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.6T6.
This draft resolution urges North and South Korea to continue their dialogue
and expresses the hope that the Security Council will consider the future of
the United Nétions Command in consultation with the parties directly concerned.
In these respeets the draft resolution clearly follows the spirit of the
consensus achieved last yesr. Wec therefore regard(the draft resolution as
reasonable and moderate, one drafted in a spirit of accommodation and aimed-
at defining common ground for continuing the search for a peaceful solution
of the Korean guestion.

For more than 20 years Canada has had & deep interest in the maintenance
of peace and security in Korea. Ve remember the 378 Canadians who served with
the United Nations Force in Korea and who.are buried at Pucan. It is our
hope that the Korean people will achieve reunification by their own peaceful
efforts, and we support the efforts made tkus far to reduce tension and resolve
differences in Korea. However, we are concerned that the atmosphere created
by the events of the past year has not contributed to further pregress in

North-Southnegotiations. We would therefore 2271 for wide support of the
draft resclution in document A/C.1/L.6T76 and urge both Governments to reaffirm
their intention, as they did in their Joint Communiqué of 4 July 1972, to
refrain from recrimination and acts of armed provocation. Such a reaffirmatioﬂ,

we believe, would be a positive step-forward at this stage.

Mr. TRAORE (Mali) (interpretation from French): The valiant people
of Korea, which has never renounced the aim of forging its own destiny, has
devoted itself thrcughtcut its centuries—oldvhistory to achieving peace and
concord, It has always fcught against and trivmphed over;attempts to break

up the country.



N/ je/1e | A/C.1/FV.2035
- 7

(Mr. Traore, Mali)

The foreign cccupation it endured throughout the Second World War was unable
to destroy its unity. It was not until the intervention in Asia in 1945 by the
Allies to bring ébout the surrender of the Axis Powers that we witnessed
thé partition of Korea which is our concern today. The situation only
deteriorated further when certaih,Ppwers,,interpreting»the_prgyisions of the
Charter solely in the light of their policy of hegemony, led our Orgapization
into a war which was fundamentally contrary to its purposes and objectives.
Hoyever, the General Assembly in its resolution of 14 November. 1947 put
an end to the authority of foreign forces over Korea and recognized the
right to independence of the Korean people. The Assembly of the people «of
all Korea, made up of 360 representatives for the South and 212 for the North
met and elected President Kim Il Sung their Head of Government. The-unity
of the country was once again saved. But external forces, with the support
of such elements as Syngman Rhee, physically liquidated the patriots of the
South who were in favour of reunification.

_ Trodble broke out and a palnful and fratr1c1631 war bngan in Korea
brought about by foreign 1nterventlon The aggressors beaten back by the
patriotic forces, had to appeal once again to the United Nations'tc limit
their defeat, It was in these circumstances that the Armistice Agreement of
Panmunjom was signed on 27 July 1953. The solemn commitment under article V,
according to which a high-level conference was to be convened to seek a
reaceful settlement of the Korean qﬁestion, remained a dead letter. Apart
from an exchange of prisoners and a decision on the demarcation line, what
had happened represented a detefioration in the situation on the Korean
peninsula, The administration of the southern part of the country, defying
the legitimate aspirations of the entire Korean people, placed itself at
the service of the policy of hegemony of its masters., South Korea thus became
the leverage for achieving a ceftain dream of colonial reconguest in the
Far East.

The tfoops at present statipned in South Korea under the United Nations
flag, which are over-armed and undertake constant military forays, have
never been under the administration or management of our world Organization.
The rules which apply elsewhere to United Nations peace-keeping forces
are unknown to them. Their action falls within the global strategy of

one single Power, which is misusing an illicit sanction by the United Nations.
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The Organization should long ago have refused to lend its name to this
blocdy game., This tragedy has lasted all too long, to the detriment
of the Korean people and of peace. Yet, all the necessary conditions existed
to free the United Nations from the Korean crisis. In fact the pressure
exercised by the peoples that love peace and justice upon the transnatiohal
military-industrial complex led to a progressive normalization of the
relations among the Powers. The international language became rich with new
words: ‘"peaceful coexistence"”, "détente", "disarmament", "co-operaticn”,
"development” and so on. Thanks to the patient efforts made for the survival
of mankigg, we have the many agreements concerning the liberation of the
peoples of Asia, Latin America and Africa. The frontiers of nations have
been opened and Governments are becoming increasingly aware of the futility
of armed might,

Korea cannot and must not be left outside this great current of renewal
directed towdrds establishing a new world based on tolerance, peace and progress,
a world where peoples will forge their own destinies according t¢ their-own
character, without outside interference.

Our delegations have always deplored and denounced interference by
the United Nations in the internal affairs of Korea. Without further delay
we must relieve it of this heavy mortgage by dissolving the United Nations
Command in Korea, and by removing from South Korea the United Nations flag,
which is a sign of peace and which therefore should be flown only for peace,
and not to cover the imperialist designs of certain Powers.

On 21 November 1973 the First Committee seemed to face these realities by
recommending ‘to the General Assemhly the immediate dissolution of the United

Nations Ccmmissiqn for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Kores.
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This recommendation was a not inconsiderable factor in the consensus at which

wve arrived. Even though the consensus does have serious omissions, my delegation
raised no objection because it won the support, among others, of the main parties
to the dispute. We adhered to it also because we have always adhered to
proposels that are intended, through negotiations undertaken in good faith, te
remove fensions which could af any moment place the fate of menkind in jeopardy.
Like most delegations, we had also hoped that the consensus would revive the
negotiations started by the parties and lead to a final settlement of the

Korean guestion. Today -- that is to say, a year after the adoption of that
consensus -- the situation remains unchanged and there is always the threat that
it will deteriorate.

in thg debate which has just started, we must set as our main objective
the goal of making the process of the settlement of the crisis more dynamic, while
naturally taking into account the ineffectiveness of the consensus and the
three main principles which must guide our action, namely, the reunification
of the country achieved independence without outside interference, the
reunification of the country by peaceful means without recourse to force,
end the great unity of the nation. Our Organizetion must help to give practical
effect to the profound aspirations of the entire Korean people for
national wunity.

To this end, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, by its co-operation
has facilitated the task. My delegation has already had occasion in this
connexion to draw the attention of our Committee to the wise five-point proposals
presented by Presidént Kim I1 Suﬁg who, after the cowardly assassination of
the patriot Cho Pong An, received a democratic and plenipotentiary mandate from
+the Assembly of the people of all Korea, north and south alike, to achieve
the pesceful unification of the country. We reaffirm that those proposals
remain & realistic basis for the settlement of the Korean crisis. Their
objectives are in accord with the principles of the Charter with regard to the
peaceful settlement of disputes. It is the duty of the Unitéd Nations to
support them and to ensure that they prevail, thus restofing its reputation

in the Korean question.
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As the programme presented by the Fifth Congress of the Xorean Workers'
Party affirmed, the happiness of all the Korean people cannot be achieved in
an artificielly divided country. The formula "divide and rule" unfortunately
still has supporters. That policy has been & failure since the time of
Caesar. It has brought only suffering -and unnecessary grievance to the
people to which it has been applied since the Second World ﬁar. The unification
of Korea is, therefore, essential for the establishment of a lasting peace
in that country and in the entire Indo-Chinese subcontinent. Our Organization
must not be part of the warlike policy of "divide and rule" which has until
now prevailed. _ '

In the course of the debate on the question of Cambodia in the General
Assembly, we listened to lengthy statements on how essential it was to allow
the peoples of Asia to shape their own destiny free from outside interference.
A dialogue, we were told, is the only formula which the United Nations can
recommend to the parties to dispute. We doubt the sincerity of those who
endorse that view, because it .is. they themselves who, on the 1tem we are
considering, advocate the presence of the so-called United Natlons forces in
Korea. Korea is also an Asian country. The five-point proposals of the
Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea advocate nothing
other than an open and frank dialogue emong Koreans.

Those proposals were made public at both the governmental and parliamentary
levels, as we know from the letter of the Supreme People's Assembly of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea addressed to all the Parliaments
and Governments of the world. They have been further enriched by the new
initiatives taken last March by the Democratic People's Republic of Korea to
normalize relations with the United States of America, whose Government is
mainly responsible for the situation now prevailing in Korea.

These new proposals were presented in detail by the head of the delegation
of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea in the statement he made in
our Committee on 25 November last. They all centred on the sincere desire
of his Government to create the objective conditions necessary for the

restoration of peace in the country.

.
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~ The peaceful reunification of Korea will be achieved by the Koreans themselves,
frée from outside interference. Any deleys, intimidations, increases of
'.foreign military bases in the southern part of the country will be of no avail.
; The Seoul administration, on the orders of its masters, will for some
time still drown in blood the revolt of the workers, peasants, students,
intellectusals and religious people, those who struggle with their brothers in_the
north to end the exploitation of the resources of their country, but the
victory of the Korean people is inevitable. Only the reunification of Korea
can ebsolve the United Hations of its interference in the internal affairs
of that coﬁntry.

The illegal presence of foreign occupation forces on Korean soil under
cover of the flag of the United Nations can only prolong the c&lvary of the
Korean people and further engage our responsibility. Clashes
will continue as long as the Korean country remains divided against the wil
of its people.

' We fina this ‘determination in the -statement made by President Kim T1 Sung
on 1 October 197k, when he said:
"Since Korea is one and since our nation is homogeneous, it

cannot be divided in two, it cannot be permanently divided into

two countries.”

It is in view of that national feeling of the Korean people and of the
correct assessment of the role of the United Nations in its primary mission
to maintain peace throughout the world that 38 countries, including Mali,
have submitted the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.677 for the consideration
of the First Committee. This draft followed logically from the dynamics of
the settlement process which was started last year on the Korean gquestion.
Indeed, we have agreed on the need to continue negotiations by the two Korean
parties without any outside interference in order to achieve the unity of the
country. This fundamental condition will always be distorted as long as the
southernApart of Korea seeks the support of foreign troops under cover of the
flag of our Organization in order to perpetuate the division of the country,

in defiance of the profound aspirations of the people.
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The choice of the United Nations, an Organization created by'the will of peoples
and on their behalf, muet fall on the Korean population almost all of whom are
Tighting in extremely difficult conditions for the unification of their country
and not on a handful of traitors and their alllee who, as each General Assembly
session approaches, endeavour to surprise us by statements that are forgotten ;é
goon as made. The maintenance of foreign troops under the United Nations flag is
contrary to our Organization's mission of peace. It is a complete denial of the
ethics of our Organization because, in Korea, it is the United Nations that is
waging war against the people; because, in Korea, it is the United Nations that
is violating the sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence of the
country. It is furthermore a defiance of the right of all peoples to be masters
of their own destinies, a right recognized by the Charter.

On the other hand, we believe that the SpbnsorsAof the draf't resolution in
document A/C.1/L.676 have no other objective than to maintain the state of
tension in the Korean peninsula. While American bombs rained down in Korea, the
Security Council in 1950 illegally led our Orgéniiétion intc a ionglénd bloody
var against the people of Korea. Our Committee must without hesitation reject
inconsistent proposals which seek not to obtain peace in Korea in terms of the
profound aspirations of its people but to perpetuate the partition of that
through unworthy manoceuvres. Furthermore, our @rganization, which since the:
beglrring hes underteker to grarentee . the territorial irtegrity and the tnity of .
the Korean nation, cannot, without denying itself, sanction the pernicious
formula for the admission of two Korean States.

The Korean people wishes to be reconciled with itself and wishes to achieve
its unity in peace. The United Nations must assist it in tha*.—>The flag of our
Organization flies in that country but does not serve it in that task. Members
of our Committee should ponder this seriously and take the long-awaited decision

to give back to the Korean people its right tc a national destiny.

Mr. MALIK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): In connexion with the new discussion in the First Committee of the
twenty-ninth session of the General Assembly on the question of Korea, the

delegation of the USSR considers 1t necessary to state the prsition of the Soviet
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ion on this important question, which the United Nations has been dealing with
‘few more than 20 yeare. The discussion of the Korean cuestion at this SQSSiOn'b“
the Assen&ly is teking place in more favourable circumstances than ever before in
the vhole long history of the conzideration of this matter in the United Nations.
There has been a change for the better in the general international sltuation.
The time of the colé war, of which the peoples of the world had wearied, has
;&sséé into oblivion. There is an intensification and a strengthening of the
process of international d€tente. The peoples of the world have heaved a sigh of
relief and are breathing more freely. Prospectes have emerged for ridding mankind
of the threat of a thermonuclear catastrophe. The United Nations, for its part,
ie making a contribution to the strengthening of international peace and
security. The overwhelming majority of Member States of the United Natione voted
in the United Nations for the non-use of force in internmational relations and for
the permanent prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, and favoured the
convening of a world disarmement conference and the prohibition of the use of the
environrent and climate for military purposes. A number of other decisions have
also been taken designed to strengthen peace. Not without difficulty, but firmly
and with conviction, the negoti atlon procees is being developed in a positive way
by the European countries, and alsc by the United States and Canada, on such
topical questions as EufOpean security and co-operation and the reduction of
armed forces and armaments in Central Europe. The recent meeting of the General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
Comrade Brezhney, with the United States President, Mr. Ford, was an important
event of great international significance for the fﬁrther development of United
States-USSR relations on the bagis of the principle of peaceful coexistence.
The political results of this meeting, as is pointed out in the decision of the
Politburo of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Urnion, of
the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR anéd of the Council of Ministers
of the USSR, give new momentum to a strengthening of international d€tente, and to
an expansion of the mutually advantageous co-operation of States with different

gocial systems, and make a constructive contribution te the strengthening of

universal peace.
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The changes which have been engendered by the process of the easing of
international tension have had a fundamental effect also on the Asian continent.
It can be said with every Justification that the favourable influence of the
process of détente, in one way or another, is being felt _everywhere, Were it not
Tor the trend toﬁards détente, the situation, even in those parts of-the world
wiere vnfortunately there is still tension, would be much more complicated and
explosive, and this also applies to the situation in the Korean peninsula. A
favourable influence on the general situation in which the discussion of tre
Korean guestion is going on at this session of the Assembly has been exerted by the
consistent aand firm, peace-loving actions of ihe Democratic People's Republic of
Korea which enjoys growing understanding and support inside the United Nations.
There has been an improvement in the conditions for a business-like discussion
of the guestion of Korea in the United Naticas itself.

At the last session of the Assembly, the many years of discrimination

-against the Democratic People's Republic of Korea in the United Nations were
finally brought to an end. Its official representatives. for the first time, had
an opportunity to take part in the discussion of matters relating to Korea.
Members of the United Nations, throughout the long history of the discussion of
the Korean question, have finally also been able to hear The views of the other
side, those of the delegation of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, a
fact which, without any doubt, has facilitated a constructive discussion of the
complicated problems connected with the present situation ir the Korean peninsula
and with the creation of the necessary conditions for the peaceful democratic
reunification of the country.

0f great significance in this context, too, is the decision of the Assembly
tc grant the right of the Democratic‘People’s Republic of Korea to set up its
own official permanent observer mission to the United Nations. We welcome,

with great satisfaction, to the twenty-ninth session of the General Assembly
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the delegation of the Democratic People’s Republic ci Torez headed by the
A =4 = &

The Korean Trctls

General Assembly sessions. Cnrce again, as so meny times in the past, the

= has remained for more than two decades on the agenda of

[o 1}

United Netions has had to deal with this gquestion ever since the Korean
people became the victim of foreign mi-itary intervention, when, even after
the sounds of artillery fire ia the Second World Var had died avay and longed-for

a
peace ceme to the world, foreign troops arrived in Korea. This gquestion,
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unfortunately, still retains its significance an
up to this very day, foreign intefvention in the internal effairs of the
Korean peovle has not ceased and fbreign troops, which are an instrument cf
this intervention, still remain in South Korea despite the wiil of the
Korean people. ~

The wost paradoxical thing in this whole abnormal situation is tre fact that
these are the troops of only one State. However, in order to camoullage
their stationing in South Korea, they are known as the United Nations forces
and are d1llegally using the flag of this.autkoritative international

Organization. The need to discuss the guestien of the withdrawzl of all foreign

trocps statvioned under the Tnited Nations flag in South Koree and o take an
urgent decisicn at the twenty-ninth session of the Genersl Assembly on thi
matter arises frcm the fact that the presence of foreign troops In the south
of the peninsula continues to be a dzngerous sovrce of tensior in this

area. Speaking in the gereral debate at the twventy-ninth session of the

General Assembly, the Foreign Minister of tpe USSR. Comrade A.A. Gromyko,
touching on this question stated:

"The agenda of this session includes an item which has & direct
bearing on the improvement of the situation in Asia. This is the proposal
by 32 States, including the Soviet Union, on the withdrawal of all foreign
troops stationed in South Korea under the flag of the United Nations. The
presence of those troops, which have now been there for more than two
decades, represents a source of constant military and political fension
in the Korean Peninsula. Their presence is still more inappropriate under
present conditions when, on the initiative of the Korean People's Democratic
Republic, efforts are being made to bring about the peaceful reunification

of Korea." (A/PV.22L0, pp. 63-65%,

inguished "= 7 and ccomrade, Li Jong Mok.
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Indeed, the Government of the Demoératic People's Republic of Lorea and
Tremier Kim I1 Suns personallv have done a great deal to clear away the debris
of the cold war and to create a favourable political situation in Korea,
“promoting sbroad an independent settlement of the Korean problem by the Koreans
themselves without any external intervention. In 1972, as the result of an
immortant politicel initiative taken by the CGovernment of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, the first steps were taken along the difficult and complicated
road towards the restoration of the national unity of Xorea. A dialogue was
besun between the Democratic People'’s Republic of Korea and Soutn Korea. Agreement
and meetings of this committee were held. In the North -South Joint Declaration
dated 4 July 1972, general principles were enunciated for the unification of
tae country by peaceful means and by the efforts of the Korean peonle itself
withoout any external intervention. It then remained to implement the agreement
that had been achieved, -and translate the agreed-uven mositions of princivle -into
practical deeds and snecific mneasures.

It was precisely alonc these lines that efforts vere concentrated bv the
Democratic Peonle's Renublic of .Xorea, which had matiently and

consistently adopted the policv of peaceful unification of Korea bv democratic
means by the Koreans thenselves on the vasis of the sovereign rights of the
Korean people without foreign intervention.

As is evicdeat from the last memorandum of the Government of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea, known to remresentatives in the Assembly as document
A/C.1/10L8, issvecd in connexion with the discussion of the Korean question,
the consistent policy of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea is "to put
an early end to the division of Korea and settle the internal affairs of the
nation by the Korean peonle themselves without any interference of outside
forces in accordance with the principle of national self-determination and
by peaceful means” (A/C.1/1048, ». 3).

It was mrecisely to attain these noble goals that the prowosals of the

Government of the Democratic People’s Republic of Xorea were designed. They were

unade up of five points, and it was these points which made up a =enuine
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4§’£r;otic programme for nationel reunification of Korea by peaceful democratic
mEans. The substance of this programme is to put an end to the state of

rgiiifaxy éonfrontation; ease tension between the north and the south;
iﬁglement‘comprehensive co-~operation and mutuel exchenges between the

north end the south; convene a Grend Netional Congress or a consultative
conference with the participation of representatives of political barties, social
orzanizations and representatives of all sectors of the population, north and '
souwth; end create a confederation. The convening of & Grand National Congress
or & consultative conference was considered-by the North Koreans., in present
cifcumstancesg to provide the most important means of solving the problem of the
reunification of Korea by means of neéotiaiion between north and south. In order
to continue dialogue between north and south, the Government of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea proposed the holding of the above-mentioned Congress or
conference in this very year, and the discussion at that Congress of measures

to ensure co--operation and mutual exchanses between north and south in various
fields, the creation of a confederation, and the solution of the problem of their
joint emergence into the internationsl arens.

The Horth Koreans have also recently made sincere efforts to begin talls
within the framework of the Red Cross in order to solve the humanitarian problens
involved in the uniting of families. As the result of talks there was
agreenent between the parties on important principles in this area, although,
as we know, as the result of a position taken by the Seoul régime, talks on this
guestion, too, have remained at a deadlock.

An important international political step towards the normalization of the
situation in the Jorean peninsula also.resulted from the next important initiative
of the Democratic People's.Republic of Korea. In order to create a more favourable
atmosphere for the acceleration of independent and peaceful unification of the
country, the Supreme People‘'s Assembly of the Democratic People's Republic, on
25 March this year, made an official proposal for the conclusion of a peace
agreement between the Democratic People's Republic of Xorea and the United States.
It proposed, inter alia., the assumption of mutual obligations respecting.
non-gggression and the elimination of the danger of a direct armed conflict, the

cessation of the arms race, the withdrawasl of foreign troops from South Korea, and
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also an obligation, after the withdrawel of foreign troops from South Koree, not t
transform Koree into a militery or operational base for any foreign State. Which
oY the delegations from peace-loving countries here at this session of the
Assenbly would venture to call these proposals non--peace-loving or wnconstructive?

Furthermore, in & display of genuine desire to eliminate +the state of
military conflict in Korea, the Government of the Democratic People’s Republic
of Korea, at meetings of the.co-ordinating committee of the north and south,
has repeatedly vroposed to the South Koreans that they should conclude a peace
agreenent between the north and south.

In the statement of the head of delegation of the Democratic Peonle's
Republic. the Vice Minister for Foreign Affairs, Comrade Li Jong Mok, once amain;’
vith the utmost frankness, candour and sincerity, & realistic programme for the
peaceful democratic reunification of Korea was put forward, and in a detailed and
well argued manner the fundamentel content of the most important proposals
of the North Koreans on this question were developeéd. These
proposals are fully in keeping with the principles contained in the North: South
Joint Declaration of L July 1972.

A1l these facts eloquently testify to the fact that the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea has shown no 18Ck of initiative, 800dwill, and readiness to
proceed to the adoption of practical measures to attain effective agreement
for the peaceful solution of the orean problem. These noble efforts of the
Government of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, aimed at the peaceful
reunification of Korea, enjoy sympathy and broad support throughout the world
and the United Jdations.

Tne measures of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, designed to
create favourable circumstances for the settlement of the Korean problem in the
interest of strengthening peace and security in the Far Last, have always won
and continue to win the understanding and support of the Soviet Union
and all siacere friends of’the Democratic People‘s Republic of Korea. The
Soviet Union supports that country's programme to bring about the

peaceful democratic reunification of Korea. -
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‘The General Assembly, iz a decision teken unenimously at its twenty-eighth
Eésgiéﬁ; expressed the hope that the North and the South of Korea would continue
.ﬁééif:dialogue and widen their many-sided exchanges and co-operation in the
é?frit of the three principles of nationel reunification in regard to which
agfeement was reached in the Joint Communiqué of 4 July 1972. However, this
didrnot happen: The Seoul régime used every means in its power to complicate,
tovdelay, and in the final analysis to curb the process of the gradual peaceful
reuﬁification of Korea. It emerges clearly from the documents submitted end

rom all the facts and date adduced in the detailed and cogent statement of
+he head of the delegation of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, that
bepcause of that stand by South Kores, the talks between the North and the South,
and—the work of the co-ordinating committee set up in 1972 have made no progress,

and thus far have not yielded any practical results.
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The puppet régime in Seoul,relying on the protection and support it
gets from outside, is stubbornly rejecting all constructive proposals of the
North Koreans. Furthermore, the Seoul militarists are continuing what has
now become & habit with it and something which has in fact become its second
nature: that is,its permanent system of armed proyocations on the demarcetion
line against the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. A quite definite
and justified impression is being created that the militarists in Seoul are
suffering from & built-in incurable military flaw, and are testing the
latest forms of weaponry and military equipment, which are flowing so
abundantly and constantly into South Korea.

In those circumstances, particularly conspicuous is the danger of the
continuiﬁg presence and activity of foreign troops on Korean soil, which are
there under the fictitious camouflage of the United Nations flag. We all know
very well that foreign troups stationed under the United Nations flag in
South Korea are not United INations troops, but the troops of a single major
foreign Power, the United States of .America. Those troops are illegally known
as the United Nations troops, and the command of those troops is illegally
known as the United Nations Command.

In that regard it should be pointed out that the adoption by the
Security Council, at one point, of & decision to create the so-calied
United Netions Force in Korea, and accordingly, the so-called United Nations
Command, is illegal. It is not in accordance with the Charter since it was
adopted in the absence of two permanent members of the Security Council: the
Soviet Union and the People's Republic of China. In fact neither those troops
nor the Cormand has in fact any relationship with the United Nations,and this
is something we all know very well too. The difference between us, the
partiéipants at this meeting of the First Committee, who all know the truth,
lies in this: that some know it and openly, honestly and frankly ssay so,

" while others know it, but pretend that they do not notice it and continue
shamefully to close their eyes to this truth and to pass over this reality in

silence.
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" §9 gquite obvious that the development of the healthy processes in the

?%aﬁiﬁsula towsrds the peaceful reunification of the country is being

T; édfby the continuing foreign interference in the &ffairs of the Korean
';5ﬂ?va The most flagrant and heinous weapon of this interference are the foreigm
= in South Korea, the 38,000-man foreign army, equipped with the latest
é& contemporary weapons. Foreign troops are serving as a bulwark for--

extreme reactionary forces in South Korea which, because of interests

+o the Korean people, are striving to hinder the peaceful unification

" of Koree.

This is demonstrated by the unprecedented wave of terror and repression
géing on in the south which has béen launched by the régime against the
'grcwing democratic movement of broad masses of the South Korean pépulation
who are standing up for their democratic end social rights for freedom and
the peaceful unification of Korea. The maintenance of foreign troops.in
South Korea is & major obstacle to peaceful unification of their country.

In view of all those facts, it is quite obvicus that +the cessation of
interference by imperialist forces.in the internal affairs of Korea and the
withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed under the United Hations flag in
South Korea is the key to the solution of the problem of an independent and
peaceful unification of Korea. The Korean people guite rightly expect from
the United Nations and its Genersal Assembly that help in ensuring the creation
of favourable conditions for the independent , peaceful unification of their
country without foreign interference.

The United Nations can and must help it in this just cause. It is its
international duty to bring sbout the realization of these aspirations and
hopes of the Korean people. TFor this, we are firmly convinced that the United
KNaticns should direct its efférts to putting an end to foreign interference in
the affairs of Korea in any form, regardless of what guise and pretext

may be attempted to cover it up and justify it.
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At the twenty~eight session of the General Assembly, the first positive
step was taken along the correct lines in the Korean mattef . This is
demonstrated by the decision on the dissoiution of the notorious, illegally
constituted and totelly bankrupt so-called United Nations Commission for
the Reunification and Rehabilitation of Koree, which for so long was one of
the means of interference of outside forces in the affairs of the Korean
people and was used for purposes which had nothing in common whatsoever with
the reguirements of the United Nations Charter.

However, the General Assembly, having said & must 8° on to sey B. It would
be natural and logical therefore, if the present session of the General Assembly
were to take the second correct step in that direction and take a decision to
withdraw all foreign troops stationed in South Korea under the United Nations
flag. ©Since the signing of the Armistice Agreement in Korea more than 20 years
have gone by and the maintenance of foreign troops on Korean soil is an
aggressive anachronism which cannot possibly be justified.

No references to so-called lack of trust in the north, no hostile
propagande about what is called the threat ffom,the north can cover up and
justify this aggressive anachrénism which is a holdover from the times of
the cold war. Nor should we forget that these foreign troops, 1llegally
camouflaged by the United Nations flag, are being used for purpeses which
have nothing in common with the task of preserving and strengthening peace
in the Korean peninsula and throughout the Far East as a whole.

We should also take into account the extremely importaut and universally
known fact, that‘in the &erritory of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea
there have been for = long time no foreign armed forces, not a single foreign
soldier. Therefore it is quite natural and proper to raise the question of
withdrawing troops from South Korea too, so that the north and the south of thsat
country can be on an equal footing in the consideration and solution of
those problems which are of vital interest for the whole Korean people and,
above all, for the question of the peaceful unification of that country.
Assertions which have been repeated for so many years now from rostrums,
in the United Nations, that foreign troops, are allegedly necessary in
South Korea because of a mythical threat from the north, cannot possibly

withstand criticism. They are fallacious through and through.
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Ve cannot help recalling our sayinz: "If & mother-in-law is a dishonest
woman, then she will not even bealieve her daughter-in-lew’. And we all sre
very well aware now, from first-hand sources, of the fact, of the numerous
propesals of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea aimed at the peaceful
settlement of the Korean problem and the cessation of military confrontation
in Korea. The Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea has
officially proposed, and has once again now confirmed, its readiness to agree
to a substantial reduction of armed forces in the south and north to the
number of 100,000 men or less on both sides.

The trumped-up and false character of the assertions of & threat from the north
become ever clearer in the light of the fact that the Seoul régime maintains
armed forces much Sreater in number than the strength of the army of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea and is feverishly continuing to equip them with
the latest kind of modern weapons; and highly placed foreign representatives
of & so-called United NWations Command in South Korea have more than once
openly and officially stated the fact that the South Koreans are militarily

superior to the north.
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Furthermore, a number of representatives in the First Committee know that
the Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is firmly and
consistently pursuing & policy of peasceful reunification of Koree without the
use of force, without attempting to resolve the question of the reunification
of the country by military means. That unswerving, peace-loving policy of the
Democratic People's Republic of Kore;.has—beeﬁ confirmed in the statement of its
official represéntative at this session of the General Assembly. 1In the
First Committee, in his statement of 25 November 1974, Comrade Li Jong Mok
stated:

"... we are striving to convert the armistice into & durable peace in our

country, and to solve the guestion of national reunification by peaceful

means, and not in any circumstances by means of force." .(2029th meeting, p. &
Surely that is eloguent proof of genuinely peace-loving intentions and
testifies to the absence of any North Korean militarist or aggressive
intentions with regard to tﬁe South.

There are those who assert that foreign troops should remein in South
" Korea as a kind of guarantee of the implementation of the Armistice Agreement in
Kores. That too is a trumped-up and completely groundless assertion by those
who prefer to 1live constantly in circumstances of temporary armistice rather than
lasting peace, and, as indicated in the statement of its official
representative, it is in fact the Demccratic People's Republic of Korea that is
proposing practical measures with the purpose not only of ensuring implementation
of the Armistice Agreement but of converting it into a lesting peace agreement.

The North Koreans guite rightly consider that guestions that might arise afte
the withdrawal of United States troops from South Korea could be considered and
settled by means of bilateral negotiations between the military suthorities of the‘
Korth and@ the South. In the view of the Government of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, those negotiations could deal with such guestions as

"guaranteeing between the north and south that forces shall not be used

by one side against the other, arranging new military measures ...

to implement the main provisions of the Korean Armistice Agreement in

order to prevent the outbreak of armed conflicts ... forming a north-south
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&awﬁt mll;tary commission to replace the present Militery Armistice
;,gnmlsslon and reducing the numerical strength of the armed forces of the
;north and south to 100,000 or less, each, and discontinuing the arms race

:and the introduction of wveapons from abroad, and so forth ...

"If any other organ is needed, apart from the North-South Joint Mllltary
‘Comm1551on, to help preserve peace in Korea, the present Neutral Nations
Supervisory Commission could be maintained, with any new necessary funct;ons,'
pending the conclusion of a peace agreement between the north and the south.”
(Ivid.. pp. 38-40, L1) '

Thus the North Koreans propose the implementation of genuine guarantees for
preserving peace in Korea by the Koreans themselves without foreign intervention
after foreign troops have lefi Korean soil. Only the withdrawal of foreign
troops from South Korea can genuinely lead to the strengthening of stability and
peace in Korea, and there is no need for any guarantees.

Once again we have heard the well-worn references we have been hearing for
20 years now to the effect that the maintenance of foreign troops in South Koreea
would help to promote stabilization of the situatiorm in the area. Those
essertions are refuted by the facts of life and by the comparatively recent
history of the Korean people, which has had to undergo such cruel suffering.
Indeed, if it stabilizes anything, the presence of foreign troops in South Korea
stabilize; only the perpetuation of the division of a country and maintenance of
e source of tension and instability in the area.

Kecently some have been going about and putting forward the idea that progress
in dialogue between the two parties could be promoted by the simultaneous
admission to the United Nations of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and
Scuth Korea. However, given the actual political situation in Koree, such a step
could have quite the opposite effect. The point is that the difficulties which
pose an obstacle to the unification of North and South Korea and the peaceful
independent resolution of the Korean problem arise not from the lack of any
possibility of establishing contacts between the parties but from quite a
different source -- that is, the foreign intervention in the internal affairs of
the Korean people that has been going on conétantly for about a guarter-century.
One o its manifestations is the maintenance in South Korea of foreign trcops

camouil aged by the United Nations flag.
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Accordingly, there is nothing to justify maintaining foreign armed forces
in South Korea. There are no serious arguments in favour of that, apart from
the obvious desire of certain guarters both inside South Korea and outside it
to perpetuate the present division of Korea and to preserve the existing situation
in defiance of the expressed will of the Korean people.

The United Nations General Assembly cannot much longer accept a
situation in which the United Nations flag is used by foreign troops for
purpcses dismetrically opposed to the purpeses and principles of the United Nations
Charter. The General Assembly must cleérly and unambiguously express the view
that all foreign troops stationed in South Korea should be withdrawn.

The sooner that is done, the sooner there will be progress towards the
© peaceful democratic unification of Korea.

We are convinced that the further normalization of the situation on the Korean
peninsula and the creation of conditions favourable for the independent and
peaceful reunification of the country would be considerably advanced if the
General Assembly adovted a clear-cut decision to withdrew from South Korea all
foreign troops stationed there under the United Nations flag.

t is precisely with that goal in mind that the draft resclution sponsored by
& large group of socialist and non-aligned States Members of the United Nations has
been proposed. The Soviet Union is one of its sponsors. Adoption of that draft
would provide convincing proof of the aspiration and desire of Member States of
the United Nations to grant the Korean people the opportunity freely to decide
its own destiny and itseif to solve the problem of the reunification of its
homeland by peaceful means on & universal democratic basis without any foreign
intervention. The adoption by the General Assembly of such a decision would also
be in keeping with the fundamental goals of the United Nations in the new
circumstances of the easing of international tension. By so doing, the General
Assembly would meke a useful and positive contribution to the cause of
strengthening the process of détente, extending it everywhere, and making it
irreversible.

In contradistinction to thét draft resolution, the 26-Power draft

nowhere provides for the withdrawal of foreign troops from the territory of
South Korea and is in essence designed to maintain the division of Korea.
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In Asie the ides of ensuring reliable securit& through the Joint efforts of

the countries of that continent is constantly geining ground. The strencthening
of security in Asia on a collective basis with the participation of =all States
without exception is in keeping with the spirit of the times and the interests

of the peoples of that great continent. Therefore, the Soviet Union has supported
and will continue to support the positive efforis of Asian States to seek reliable
solutions to the problems of peace and security on that continent. There is no
doudbt that a settlement of the Korean problem would make an important

contribution to improving the situation not only in the Far East but in Asisa

s a whole.

Mr. ROMAN (Costa Rica)} (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. Chairman,
my delesation sincerely congratulates you on the outstanding wey in which you
are guiding the work of this Committee. The wisdom, skill and orudent firmness
with which vou are doing so are typicel of your qualities of leadership. I
congratulate you on the well-deserved tribute that has been paid to you and
to your noble country.

My delegation wishes to spesk in this important debeste as one of the
sponscrs of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.676, entitled "Urgent
need to implement fully the consensus of the twenty-eighth session of the
Genersl Assembly on the Korean question and to maintain peace and security

on the Korean Peninsula®.
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My Gelegation has been following the debate with genuine atiention, and
we consider that much of what has been said here is important and significant,
both because enlightening opinions have been expresséd, which will help to
determine the position of the United Nations aslfairly as possible, and also
because it confirms the fact that this lofty forum, the only one able to provide
an adeguate and dignified solution to the problem cf Korea, offers every nation
the possibility of engaging in a constructive dialogue.

The events which occurred in a period which belong rather to history than
to any judgement we may formulate todey, prove that ideological clashes of the
post-war period led certain peoples to the misfortune of being the battle
scenes for confrontations, dividing them and causing bloodshed among brothers.

The fanatical period of the cold war, which caused many to believe that
only a single concept could predominate in the world regarding the organization
of society and of man's relations with & State, led the world to dangerous:
extremes. It divided nations which had been &llies in the struggle against
nazism; it severed any form of'dialogue between the nations of one side and the
othef, it created favbursble conditions for the terrifying nuclear confrontaticn
between the great Powers; and it led to the outbreak of conventional wars for
strategic supremacy in some parts of the world.

The cold war, so well called because it unleashed hostilities of all kinds.
among nations which had opposing ideological theories, marked only by the
absence of the roar of cannons, brought real war to some parts of the world.

The outbreak of the Korean war, less than a guarter of a century ago, cones
within this framework, although in the course of this debate, in which some
passion has been shown, attempts have been made to explain it somewhat
superficially. Like the war itself, the most tragic part of this confrontation
in Korea was that it shattered the integrity of a people which had for thousands
of years maintained its cchesion on the same territory, with the same language,

culture and traditions, and had done so with a real sense of national identity.
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The world has now been witnessing with pleasure how that hopeless picture
of confrontation snd hostility has developed to the present period of détente.
The hopes of the lsaders of the great Powers. to remove the frictions of the
cold war, have been supported by a great number of countries of the world,
large and smell. This atmosphere, conducive to peace and harmony in the world,
should enable us to analyse thé qiestidhféf Korea, in so far as the United
Nations is concerned, without allowing ourselves to be carried away by passions,
and thus to ensure. by =pplving the utmost common sense, that the item receives
the serious treatment it deserves by the international community. With so
much passion displayed and such & deep scar left on the Korean people by the war,
it would be thoughtless for anyone now to try to rekindle a fire which has
barely begun to die down.

We affirm that it is for the Korean pesople itself to shape its destiny,
and for the two sides who represent it to speak on its behalf. My delegatién
received with pleasure the news of the dialogue started on 4 June 1972 between
the Republic of Korea and the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, for the
first time in a quarter of a century. - Then -as - now, we add our voice of
encouragement tc the continuation of that effort at negotiation because we
are firmly convinced that only thus can the goal of unification @T the countn§
be achieved.

Our statement will, therefore, be limited to the role which the United
Netions has played in the past, as well as the role which it will have to
play in the future in order to help, by its action, to achieve the aspirations of
the Korean people for the reunification of their country.

ince it is always rash tc spesk of what might have happened had the

i

United Nations not intervened in the Kgrean war. myv delegation is rather more
inclined to believe that in view of all the negative factors in the iciest
period of the cold war, it would have been difficult, without the intervention
of the United Nations, to achieve the Armistice which, albeit fragile, has

maintained peace in the region for many years.
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At the end of 1973, during the twenty-eighth session of the General Assembly,
the United Netions for the first time considered the Korean guestion in the
presence of the parties concerned. The debate in this Committee today reminds
us of the one we had last year. Nevertheless, what chaeracterized ihat debate
was that after a few days of discussion we were fortunately able to arrive-
at a cobnsensus which was accepted both by the Democratic People's Republic of
Korea and the Republic of Korea.

In that consensus, the General Assembly took note with setisfaction of the
fact that the two Korean parties had issued the Joint Communiqué and expressed
the hope that both sides would continue their dialogue and broaden the
co-operation and exchanges between them in various fields. The consensus alsc
included the decision to dissolve the United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea.

The only part of that consensus implemented so far was the dissolution
of the United Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea.
The rest of the consensus, which encouraged resumption of the dialogue between
the two sides has made no significant progress since then. Instead, there
have been disagreements which threaten to vitiate the initial achievements.

It is clear that if the dialogue is to be reestablished, an atmosphere
of confidence between the two parties must preveil, and neither must be
suspicious of the intentions of the other. It is, therefore, natural and
logical that neither of them should be compelled to go to the negotiating table
if, in doing so, it jeopardizes its own security interests.

Hence, the undesirability of advocating any resolution which would run
counter to the wishes of one of the two parties which does not wish to have
its security interests affected. Such a requirement would introduce a prior
condition which would not facilitate future arrangements. This is the
disadvantage which my delegation sees in the draft resolution in document

A/C.1/L.6TT.
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The United Netions Command in South Koree is there with the consent of
the Government of that country. This then falls within the sovereignty of
g State to zllow the stationing of troovs of another State on its soil, and
if United States forces are stationed in South Korea, it is because of the
consent of the receiving country.

The Government of South Korea considers that the role of the United Nations
Command on its soil is a vital factor to maintain peace and security on the
Korean peninsula. Furthermore, we must recall that that Command was created
by Security Council resolution 84 (1950) of 7 July 1950, and that the only
organ which can now decide whether.it should be maintained is the Security
Council itself and not the General Assembly.

It must be borne in mind that the United Nations Command, in repfesenting
the Organization, is part of the armistice structure which was signed in 1953,
after several years of war and bloodshed on the Korean veninsula, and that that
Armistice Agreement is still in effect. A premature_dissolution of the Command,
-prior tc¢ negotiation of agreements between the parties which would constitute
a valid alternative for the armistice, would endanger %hé éoﬁpliéa;éé efforts

wvhich have been made to maintain the cease-fire for over two decades.
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Nevertheless, my country as a lfember of the Security Council would be prepared
to vote in favour of the dissolution of the United Nations Cormand when the
representatives of the two Korean States officially notify the Security
Council that its existence is no longer considered to be necessary.

~ For the reasons I have stated, my delegation considers that in the present
circumstances the tﬁééig of the draft resolution of which we are g stonscr

is more realistic. It sets no preccrditicns vhich in advance nmay be
considered to be unacceptezble to cne of the parties, and refers to the
sovereign decision of the parties all matters relating to the peaceful
reunification of Korea. Furthermore, it lays down the principle that it is
the Security Council which is competent to decide on the future of the “United
Hations Command, withoui prejudging the ccnditions under which efforts at the
reunification of the country should continue.

The pacifiét tradition of the country I represent causes ug to support

the thesis which, in cur opinion, is most in accord with the purvposes which

have guided this Organization in serving the interests of peace.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the Deputy

Minister for Foreign Affairs of Costa Rica for his very cordial words addressed

to the Chairman.

Mr. MERENKNE (RBelgium) (interpretation from French): The numerous
stetements which my dslegation has been hearing for some days now illustrate
the guestions which one is prompted to ask in dealing with the question of
Keres.

The problem has two sides to it: & desire for reunification vwhich has
been expressed for some 30 vears and the establishment of twe different
social systems in the course of that period. The communigué of‘b July 1972
took intc account those two facts and 1aid the fcundation for = dislogue of

reconciliation. The consensus of 28 November 1973 affirmed that objective.
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However, one year later, we fipd ourselves at the same point.

"No doubt it will require & great desl of courage and obduracy on the

part of the leaders of botn sides” -. said Ambassador Rahal -- "to

confront this situstion...” (2032nd meeting, p. 17-20)

Fifty million Koreens are still not fepresented in the United Nations,
contrary to the principle of universality so often procleimed by most Member
States, and unlike the case of some other Members which are convinced that the
admission of two States from the same nation to our Orgenization would not be
prejudicial to their ability to form or to maintain their union.

There are many who, impatient at the lack of progress, would 1like to have
the status of the United Nations Command reconsidered. That concern is reflected
in the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.676 which is supported by my
Govermment. That draft resclution is considered by the Belgian delegation in
its new form, that is to sgy, as revised by the truly positive amendment made to
operative paregraph 2, which proposes the examination of the

"dissolution’ of the United Nations Command:im ccnjunction with errangements to

maintain the Armistice Agreement”. ,

I hopé that the sponsors ‘of the draft resolution-in document A/C.1/L.676.will be.
able tc accept that amendment soon.

The draft resolution makes clear that this text does not, ipso facte,
exclude the subsequent achievement of the objective 1laid down by the other drafi
resolution, that in document A4/C.1/L.677; but one seems to us realistic and
feasible while the, other seems to us to have been drafted in haste in order to
fix a final target.

Why indeed should one call for immediate withdrawal after there has been so
much procrastination for 20 years, that is to say, ever since the armistice was
concluded? To do so is to disregard the fact that the Command was a party to the
agreement of 27 July 1953. We see a fundamental contradiction between acceptance
of the consensus of 1973, which called for continuation of dielogue, and the

request for an immediate end to the presence of troops under the United Naetions flag.
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Feverish haste never encourages peace. It exacerbates the partners to ths
talks and tends dangerously to remind them of events which eare never too far
distant, even after 25 years, when they “fect vital and fundamentzl human 1nterests.

- My delegation listened sttentively to the statement of Mr. Li Jong Mok, |
Vice-Minister for Foreign Affeirs of the Republic of North Korea and I noted
what tc follow the advice of Mr. Huang Hua, Ambassador of China, I judge to be s
positive element -. that the Govermment of Pyongvang is ready to negotiate with
the United States at any time on problems wklch.ney' rise if trocps are withdrawn.
As to the other problems which would arise after the withdrawal of troops, here
again, according to the North Keorean Minister, they could be the subject of
bilateral military contacts and meetings of a North-South military commission
which would replace the present armistice commission.

These problems which will precede, accompany and follow the dissolution of
the United Nations Command are not hcowever minor or merely loczl. They affect the
whéie-%orid'cbmmuhityfin particuliar the Security Council; they concern the parties
directly involved in this international guestion and trey “Pect the interests of
South Korea as well as those of North Korea. In a word, it is nothing more nor
less than & question of establishing conditions for a lasting pesace after s
quarter of a century of vain expectations.

The conditions should be laid down with the consent of the two Governments
of' Seoul and Pyongyang, before the withdrawal of the Command but after having
taken the necessary measures to respect the Armistice Agreement.

Those are the points that I wanted to raise after having carefully studied
the twe texts which we have before us. The draft resolution in Gocument 4/C.1/L.676,
as amended, aims pesitively at a global solution of the Korean question and protects
the two States from outside interference, a fundamental pginciple of the
United Nations Charter.

The other draft resolution, in document A/C.l/L.677, which has not been
amended,‘seems to us scmewhat rash, and, if it is to be put to the vote we regret
that we shall have to vote against it. I have said, "if it is to be put to the
vote"” because my delegation continues to telieve that consensus is the only
gppropriate way in which the world community can render effective assistance in the

settlement of the problem which divides the Korean peninsula,
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Mr. EL EASSEN {Mauritanis) {interpretation from French)}: I am

speaking on the Korean guestion after most aspects of the protlem have been
discussed at length by the speakers who have preceded me, and I had occasion
myself, in the course of our debate last year, to deal with a1l its aspects --
the historical, the military and the politicel. What, in fact, is at stake?

For msny vears the United Hations has been seeking to attain the objectives
which it set for itself on-the-Korean peninsula, namely, the re-establishment by
peaceful means of a unified, independent and democratic Korea within the
framework of the restoration of international peace and security in the region.
Our Orgenization has adopted resolutions 21l of which reaffirm those objectives.

In our debate today, while not losing sight of those objectives, the
Committee must &lsc take account of recent developments in the situation in
Korea, that were clearly described to us by the head of the delegation of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, whose presence here we welcome. It is
nct my intention to describe those developments in detail once more: they are
known to all. I wish only to say that a mejor turning point was reached with
the issusnce on & July 1972, by North and South Koree, of a Joint Communigué
whieh laid the basis on which the reunification of the country should and could
be achieved. It was because of the uprising of the progressive forces in Soﬁth _
Korez that the régime instelled in South Kores was compelled to accept the
dialogue, which North Korea had been proposing for many years with a view to
seeking ways and means likely to restore the unity of the country. tc which the
entire Korean people aspires.

Qur Organization, in taking note of the Joint Communiqué at the Assembly's
2181st meeting on 28 November 1973. endorsed the three principles on the basis of
vhich unification was to be achieved. Because those principles are so
important in the search for & solution to and the settlement of the Korean
problem, I should like to recall them briefly. They are:

First, that the reunification of the country should be achieved independently,
without reliance upon outside force or its interference.

Secondly, that the reunification of the country should be achieved by
Peaceful means, without recourse to the use of arms against the other side.

Thirdly, that great national unity should be promoted. -
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The agreement of the two Governments, of the Democratic People's Republic
of Koree and of the Republic of Kores, on those principles constitutes &
fundamental advance on the way to a settlement of the Korean question.' Row that
those principles have been established, my delegation believes that it is
necessery to seek the means that will lead to the attainment of the objective we
seek, namely, the unificetion of Korea, whose people have for more than & guarter
of & century beern living in expectation of the restoration of their union: The
way that is to lead to rewnification has been mapped out by the Joint Communigué
of North and South Korea. Our duty, that of our Organization, is to assist
that people to become the master of its own fate and to work out its destiny
in all freedom. As is stated in the Joint Communiqué, the unification must be
achieved peacefully, without foreign interference, by the Korean people
themseives and through diaslogue.

In its first phase the dialogue led to the publication of the Joint
Communigqué of L July 1972. That result crowned. long efforts unceasingly exerted
by the revolutionary Govermment of the Democratic People's Republic of Korez and
the progressive forces in the South. For the dialogue to be continued and to
produce results, an atmosphere of détente between the two parties in Koree is
needed. All obstacles to reunification must be removed, along with sll elements
likely to revive and perpetuate the climate of belligerency.

The withdfaval of American troops now statiocned in Korea is, in our opinion,
an important condition for creating that atmosphere of détente, which is the
only astmosphere in which the Korean people can solve their own problems. My
delegation seeé no justification for the presence of these troops in South Koresa.
Their presence can really not be justified by the feer of & military invasion
from the North because, quite obviously, if there is an invasion, it will be
in the opposite direction, precisely because of the large numbers of troops
in South Korea. No one among us can any longer have any doubt as to the
nationality of those troops: they are American, since the United States
delegation itself has said so in this Committee and that of South Korea
has confirmed it. How, then, can we allow our Organization to lend
its flag and its name to the mythical organization which is callea

the United Nations High Command? Members of this Orgenization
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" cannot agree to the contimued usé, againét a1l common sense and in so obvious
& manner, as the instrument of the policy of & single State, in defiance of the
interests of the internstional community and of the ideals of our Charter.

Thus the attitude of the South Korean authorities seems to me even more
incomprehensible. When they strive for those troops to be maintained, we wonder
whethefrthey are sincere in their desire to achieve the independent and peacef&i
reunification of Korea and whether they wish to comply with the spirit and
the letter of the Joint Communiqué of % July 1972, which stetes in paragraph 7:

"The two sides, firmly convinced that the aforementioned agreed

items correspond with the common aspirétions of the entire people, who

arée anxious to see an early unification of the fatherland, hereby solemnly

pledge before the entire Korean people that they will faithfully carry.

out these agreed items." (A4/8727. p. L0)

The attitude of the South Korean suthorities in regard to the withdrawal

of foreign troops end their silence regarding the new proposals in the
five-point programme of 23 June 19?3 is not in accord with their declared
intentions. Those new proposals submitted on 23 June 1973 by the President

of the Democratic Reople's Republic of Korea offer the possibility of
coexistence within the framework of a confederation, which would be the melting
pot for the reconciliation of all Koreans, the mechanism for the peaceful

reunification of the country.
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My delegation is convinced that & fruitful dislogue between the North and
the South can have no chance of success under the shadow of cannon and guns.
The least our Organization can therefore do in order to mske possible &
reduction of tension and the establishment of many-sided exchanges in every
field between. the North and the South is to call immedistely for the withdrawal
of foreign troops stationed in South Korea under the United Nations flag.

My delegation hopes that this measure, which is advocated in the draft
resolvtion in document A/C.1/L.677 of which we are a spensor, will be approved

by 811 those who are concerned with strengthening peace in that part of the world.

Mr. HUSSEIN {Somalia): We all know that the Korean question is one
of the evil consecuences of the cold war which made its impact on the
38th paréllel of that much suffering country. My country, which has also

.

in

m

suffered arbitrary division in the 'scramble for Africa" by colonialist
the last part of the nineteenth century, fully understands the ordeals and
. disruption which the Korean nation has had to bear and wishes to express here
its whole -hearted s&m@éthy for the causé of their reunificatiom.

I nave read with keen abttention the statements made before the First

Committes abt this

147]

ession by the representatives of the Democratic Feople's
Republic of Korea and the Republic of Korea on 25 and 28 November 197k,
respectively. In their statements each one of them deplored the plight of

the Korean people in being divided and each one of them affirmed that the main
objective in the policy of his Government and people was to realize the
reunification of the Koresn nation through peaceful means and without
interference from outside. This is in keeping with the Joint Communigué

of the North and South Korean Governments which has been embodied in the

General Assembly's consensus statement on 28 November 1973, at its 2181st plenary
meeting, on the recommendation of the First Committee.

This was a Praiseworthy landmark in the progress towards the peaceful
unification of the Korean nation, and it is most important that further
progress should be encouraged at this session. My delegation suéported the
above decision on Korea which was adopted by consensus at the twenty-eighth

session of the General Assembly, because we considered this to be =z useful step
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tovards the United Netions goael of helping to create favourable conditions
tc accelerate the indepenéegt and peaceful resunification of Korea.

There are two major considerations which my delegation believes should
guide the General Assembly in its further efforts to bring about & peaceful
agreement and to promote the reunification of the North and South. One
consideration is that the Korean guestion is essentially a legacy of the cold
war -- an international condition whiéh ghe world has»ouééfd;ﬁ and which has -
now been replaced by the spirit of détente. The assumptions which produced
the Korean problem were never valid ones. It was never right for & foreign
Power t0 intervene in the internsl affairs of another country in order to further
its own strategic and ideclogicsl aims. That the United Nations should have lent its
tc such an operstion has led to one of the most unfortunate political
involvements of the Orgsnization's history. For the United Hations_to continue
tc act on the basis of invalid assumptions after 28 years of division and
20 vears of the unsettled state of armistice in Korea would be to show itself
shortsighted and obstinate in its commitment to a discredited and outmoded

. Instead, the world Organization should show itself capable of &

fad

DES
constructive and imaginative change of attitude on the Korean quéstion.

The other consideration is that the Koreans are an independent people
whe cherish their strong traditions of political and cultursl unity. They
are fully capable of solving their problems by their own efforts. It is because of
the foregoing considerations that the General Assembly, in dealing with this
matter, must also be guided by the tenet that the internal affairs of each
country should be settled,by its cwn people on the principle of self-determination,
and without external interference, whether direct or indirect,

Trne draft resclution in document A/C.1/L.675, which my delegation regrets
that it cannot support because of its ambiguity, states the need fully to implement
the consensus of the twenty-eighth session. Actually the consensus states in
paragraph 1 (a):

"The reunification of the country should be achieved independently,

without reliance upon cutside force or its interference;”
My delegation believes that the full implementation of that consensus can best

be achieved by the withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed in South Korea
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under the flag of the United Nations. The need fpr‘this witﬁ§éémg1 is
illustrated in all three of the principles of the Kbrean_?ointiﬁommuniqué
of 4 July 1972, which the General Assembly has noted with satisfaction. The
implications of the first principle are obvious. If reunification is to be
achieved independently without reliance on outside forece or-interference,
then all foreign troops must be withdrawn from Korean soil. There is no
dispute sbout the fact that the troops stationed in South Korea under the
United Nations flag are exclusively American and =re directed and financed
solely by the United States for its own purposes. This force undoubtedly

constitutes "outside forces".
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-The second and third principles of the Joint Communigué streser the need
for peasceful means of reunification and call for great national unity. These
rrinciples are also undermined by the threalening presence in the Scuth of
foreign trcors hostile 1o the Wortk and its political ideology.

It bas been claimed in the‘past that the presence of the Anerican

foreces in South Korea under the United Nations flag is necessary to protect the

in !

outk from invasion by the orth, and yet it is the Scuth which is militarily
superior.

The United States has tried to produce & pumber of "arguments" in order
to justify the presence in South Korea of its troops.

In this connexion, the representative of the United States has claimed that
its troops stationed in South Korea are not the "United Nations forces" but that
they are troops stationed there under a "bila%eral agreement', concluded between
the United Stetes and South Korea, and that the troops under the "United Nations
Command! rumter no wore then a few hundred. This statement iuplies that the
United States troops stationed in South Korea are not bound by the Korean
Armistice Agreement. In other words, the attempt by the representative of the
" United States to separaté the United States troops stationed in-South Korea - - .
from the 'United Nations forces" seems to us unjustifiable from both the legal
ané the practical viewpoints. It further indicates that the United States tries
to enable its troops to act at will in complete disregard of the Korean
Armistice Lgreement.

The United States also insists that the question of the dissolution of the
"United Naticns Command” must be referred to the Security Council for consideration,

If the United States troops, which can act at will, uvnbcund by the Armistice
Agreement, are left alone to remain in South Korea after the dissoclution of only
the "United Nations Command" -~ which, as the United States representative
staved, has no more than a few hundred personnel ~- such a presence of TUnited -
States troops will cqnsfitute a threatv and will aggravate the tension in Korea.

The road to guaranteeing peace and security in Korea and accelerating the
independent and peaceful reunification of that country lies not in lip service to

the neccessity of the Armistice Agreement or mere dissolution of the "United
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Netions Commend", but in the withdrawal of =11 the foreign troops under the
name of the "United Nations", so that the Korean guestion may be left to the
Korean people themselves,

The draft resolution- contained in document A/C.1/L.677 fully reflects
this Gopic and provides practicel and useful’elements for a peaceful and
ever-lasting setilement of the Korean guestion.

Furthermore, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea has put forward
reasonable proposals for converting the unstable ermistice into a durable one in
Korea, including these proposals asimed at concluding a peace agreement with the
United States and the establishment of a North-South joint military commission.
Convinced that the United States Government is interested in seeing that peace
should one day prevail in that area, we can hardly conceive why such proposals
should not be acceptable to it as well as to the other spcnsors oi the
draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.6T6.

It should be ncted that it is North Kores which has msde the major overtures
towards the conclusion of a peace agreement and 15 pressing for-the discussion

-

of the basic political and military questions, whereas South Koree has

e ‘ n sports and in
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exchanges
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proposed to tackle humanitarian prob a I

the cultural, economic and social fields. My delegation hopes that the
Government of the Republic of Koree will realize that the presence of an
"outside force" is a major legacy of the "cold war' measures which has to be
removed first if the legitimate right of the Korean nation to reunite is to be
fulfilled. _

My delegation is confident that the adoption of the draft resolution in
document A/C.1/L.677 and its speedy implementation would facilitate the
dialogue between ilorth and South. widen their many-sided exchanges and expedite
the independent end peaceful reunification of Korea. By recognizing the
necessity .of vithdrawing all the foreiagn troops stationéd ir South Korea uander thel
flag of the United Nations, the General Assembly would be supporting the
removal of a major impediment to the realization of the aspirations of the
Korean people. It would also be acting to support the integrity of the United
Nations and to ensure the commitment of the world Organization tc its own

rinciples, thus rectifying the unfortunate situation-which was created in its

name a quarter of a century ago.
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The CHEATRMAN {interpretation from Spanish): I now call on the

Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Democratic People's Republic of

Kores,

Mr. LI JCNG MOK (Democratic People's Republic of Korea) (spoke in

Korean; English text furnished by the delegation): First of all, I wish to
express my profound thanks to you, Mr. Chairman, for providing us with
encther opportunity to take the floor.

In our statement on 25 November, we demanded that the United Nations
take appropriate measures to withdraw the foreign troops occupying south

Korea under the flag of the United Nations, whc have imposed on the Korean

>

eople the sufferings of national division for a guarter of a century,

o]

in order to enable the Korean people to solve the Xorean guestion by themsslves.

Cur demand reflects the unanimous will and desire of the entire Korean
people and the peace-loving pecoples of the world. It is also in full
accord with the trend of the present times advancing towards independence
and fully conforms to the ideals of peace as well as to the prineciples of
the Tinited Netions Charter, which is based on respect for equality and
self—determinatién.

Therefore the representatives of various countries that treasurs peace

justice have expressed active support for our Jjust position tc realiz
o J 1S

o
]
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ndependent and peaceful reunification of the country after the withdrawal

+
&
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£ g1l the foreign troops from south Korea.

e}

However, the representatives of the United States and some other countries
and the "representative" of south Korea have schemed to maintain the occupation

¥ south Korea by foreign troops, going against the current of the times.

<

e representative of the United States insisted that the United States troops

=

hould remain in south Korea to preserve "peace” in Korea, saying that the

el
&

resence OFf the United States troops in south Korea is the "sole basis ...

&

of peace in Korea"., What a hypocritical argument it is.
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There can be found no instance in history of an aggressor who calls
himself an aggressor when he invades other countries. All BoEressors
withcout exception have invaded other countries under the sign of "peace"
an@ occupied other countries for domination under the name of “protection™.

Such an aggressive logic could work in the international arena only in
the past when the imperiaiists could handle the fate of small nations at
will, but today, when hundreds of millions of people who were subjected to
oppression and humiliation in the past have emerged on the scene of history
as ite masters, that sort of outdated sophistry can go down with no one.

The representative of the United States, reversing black anéd white as
if we had provoked the war in 1950 tc “invade' south Korea. clamoured that the

tates troops were dispatched to south Korea to check "aggression”

o)
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in defence of “peace’.

But it is & stern historical fact which cannot be concealed by anything
that the United States instigated the bellicose elements of south Korea into
launching an aggressive war. accordipg to its premeditated plan and committed
overt armed intervention under the name of the United Nztions in an attempt
to destroy the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea in its cradie.

According tc the logic of the United States representative, it was an
act of "defence’ on the part of the United States to dispatch tens of thousands
of its troops to invade another's territeory, whereas it was an act of an
"aggressor' on our part to fight to repel the aggressive forces of a foreign
country from our territory. What a gangster-like logic it is.

As for the United Fations Security Council "resolution” of 195G which the

Iad

epresentative of the United Stetes mentioned in his statement, it was =&

47}

£

“resolution' forged by the United States to camouflage, under the name of
the United Nations, the aggressive war it had provoked with the design of
domineting the whole of Korea and all the other consequent acts of aggression it
committed in Korea.

Since the unwarrantedness of the “resolution'  of the United Nations
Security Council on sending the "United Nations forces” to south Korea has

already been demonstrated by the revresentatives of many countries, I will not

repeat it.
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t really for the defence of pemce that the United States troops remsain

|& 8

is
in south Korea, as alleged by the representative of the United States? During
the Korean war, the former commander of the United States Eighth Army issued an
order: "Kill all who appear before you.‘ Your hands should not tremble even
if those appearing before you are children or old men. You ought to fulfil
vour duties as American citizens by killing more Koreans”. The barbarous
atrocities of massacre committed by the United States troops during the Korean
war under the flag of the United Nations have been well exposed before the world.

The United States soldiers whe are accustomed to vile raciel discrimination
are engrossed even today in all sortg of barbarous atrocities,., such aé
killing the south Korean people for fun. shooting them to death as targets
in firing tréining, assaulting the pedestrians, setiing military dogs on
them, raping and insulting women, raiding civilian houses to plunder the
property of the inhabitants and so forth.

There remains & constant danger of war in Korea K that is far from being
removed and that is also due to the United States troops who, occupying the half of
our country, ;on%inue ménoéuvres'fo} agrression and war againsi the ‘Korean people. -
Those are the trus colours of the United States troops whom the United States
representative tried to describe as apostles of peace.

The United States again insisted in this Committiee that the “question of
the future” of the "United Nations Command"” must be referred to the Security
Council for consideration. The real intention of this argument is, in fact,
to prevent the current session of the United Nations General Assembly from taking
neasures for the withdrawal of all foreign troops stationed in south Korea

der the flag of the United Retions.

g

In the past, the United States presented to the United Nations General
Assembly proposals on maintaining the United States troops in south Korea
under the name of the United Nations; and the General Assembly of the United
Nations adopted annually its “resolutions™ on keeping thé "United Kations forces"

in south Korea.
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Since the General Assembly of the United Nations has so far been
discussing and deciding on the continued presence of the "United Nations forces”
in south Korea, it is natural that the gquestion of dissolving those forces must
also be discussed and decided in the General Asgembly.

Such being the case, why does the United St tes stubborniy atiimnt to
tring this guestion before the Security Council? The motive is very clear.
The real intention of the United States is to check, by 8li mesans,., the demand

£

the world for the withdrawal of the

]

of the Korean people and the peoples o

o]

"United Nations forces’ by wieldin

g its veto power.
The representative of the United States tried tc convince this Committe
that the United States troops in south Korea were not the "United Nations forces
but the troops stationed there under the "RCK-United States muvtusl defence pact”.
I believe that the representatives present here mey recall vividly

=¥s]

previous arguments of the representatives of the United States who insiste
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ed Stetes troops could not

- in this forum of the United Nations that the Un
.2 N . . i N N ~ y <
withdraw from south Korea unless the United Nati ops adon ted a ‘resolution,
2id, those forces were the '"United HNations forces'.

insisted that its troops were the 'United Nzticns forces
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at one time wher it thought it was advantageous to use the name ¢ the United
Nations for Jjustifying the occupation of south Kores by its troops: but 1
argues that its troops are not the “United Nations forces" today when it finds
it disadvantageous for its troops to put on the helmets of the "United Hations
forces™. Tris is a habitual methcd the United States is used to employing.

Iv is zn undeniable historic fact that the United States troops came to

$8-r
United Kations fcreces" before the conclusion

south Korea under the name of the
of the "ROK-United States mutual defence pact”.
On nc pretext whatsoever can the United States justify the occcupaticn of

south Korez bty the United States troops.
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The Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Koree has already
put forward a concrete and clear-cut proposal for the subseguent settlement"
of the Armistice Agreement that may arise in connexion with the withdrawal of
the "United Nations forces™ from south Korea. However, the representatives of
the United States and some other countries continue to talk gbout some sort
of guarantee. -

Our proposal that the questions arising in connexion with the withdrawal
of the United States troops from south Korea be solved by way of concluding
e peace agreement between the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the
United States and that the questions arising with regard to the iryleraniation of
the Korean Armistice Agreement and the preservation of & durable pezace in Kores
afte;~£he withdrawal of the United States troops be solved througn the
north-south joint military commission to be formed between the norih and the

south provides a solid guarantee.
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What other gusrantee is necessary?

If the Government of the United States has no other intention, why does
it continuously talk sbout a sort of guarantee while keeping aloof from our
clear-~cut and concrete proposal?

If the United States sincerely wants peace, it ShO‘:Jld not waste time
with empty talk but accept our proposal on concluding a peace agreement for
converting the armistice into & lasting peace in Korea,

If the Democretic People's Republic of Kores and the United States conclude
& peace egreement and all the United States troops withdraw from south Korea
thereafter, the military authérities of the north and the scuth will hold
bilateral military talks to take measures for removing the military
confrontation between the north and the south and, further, for accelerating
the independent and peaceful rewmification of the country.

The representative of France put forward before this Committee an amendment
on- dissolving only the "United Nations Cormand",while leaving the United States
troops in soutk Korea. This is, in essence, to enable the United
States troops to continuously occupy south Kores. Therefore, we categorically
oppose his propesal.

Should the "United Nations Command" be dissolved, all the foreign troops
stationed in south Korea wnder the name of the "United Nations forces" must
also be withdrawn. |

If the United States troops remair in south Korea, the dissolution of the
"United Nations Command" will not make any difference in substance, for the
danger of war will persist; the interference of the foreign troops in our
internal affairs will continue and our nation will still remain divided.

The guestion of dissolving the "United Nations Command" and the guestion
of withdrawing the United States troops bearing the flag of the United Nations
are one and the same question, which cannot be separated.

It is also because of the presence of United States troops in south Korea,
which instigate the south Korean suthorities into confremtation, that no progress
has so far been made to this day in the dialogue, despite the fact that at the
twenty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly, &8ll the Member
States of this Organization supported the North-South Joint Statement and expressed
their hope that the reunification of Korea would be realized on the basis of that

Statement.-
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In this Committee, the representstive of the United Ststes said that the

United States fully supports the North-South Joint atement and the resolution

F &

of the twenty-eighth session of the United Nations neral Assembly that
supported the Joint Statement.

If so, let me ask him a question. Since the North-South Joint Statement
rrovides that the reunification of our country shall be achieved independently
without interference from sny outside forces, why does the United States doggedly
t

[UH

refuse to withdraw its troops from south Kores, only saying in words that
supports the North-South Joint Statement?

The representative of the United States tried to blame us for our
statement that we cannot compromise with the splitters or join hands with the
traitors to our nation.

To compromise with the splitters means that we take the same boat with these
who divide the nation. We can never do that. We demand rewnification and
reject dividion. That being so, we oppose any attempt to divide our cowuntry
permanentliy.

It is quite natural for us to state that we cannot join hands with the
traitors to our nation.

How can we, the patriots, join hands with the traitors to our nation who
are selling off our cowntry, clinging to the sleeves of the outside forces?

The United States should be aware that it can never impose on us the road
of division and treason which it has imposed on the south Keorean authorities.

The representative of the United States has brouéht up again the propcsal on the

ssion of two Koreas in the United Nations that it suggested

g

sinultaneous a
to the twenty-eighth session of the United Natioms General Assembly last year, but
that proposal cnly met with the denunciation of the representatives of many
countries, before it became a totally rejected and bankrupt idea.

The proposal on the simultaneous admission of two Koreas intoc the United
Nations is aimed at dividing the north and the south of Korea into two States
permanently. - -

Here, a:ga.in, one can see how persistent the United States is in its

manoeuvres to divide Korea permenently.
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It is an urgent problem the solution of which brooks no further delay,to
withdraw all the foreign troops stationed in south Koree umder the flag of
the United Ngtions.

The United States is resorting to every conceivable machination to refuse
the withdrawal of its aggressive troops occupying séuth Korsa; but it is =
futile sttempt.

Today, it is the umanimous will of the entire Korean people and a demand
of the peace-loving peoples of the world that the United States troops,
carrying the flagz of the United Nations with them, be withdrawn frow south Korea.

We sincerely hope that the current session of the United Wations General
Assembly will take fair measures to withdraw all the foreign troops stationed
in south Korea under the sign of the Urnited Naticns, thereby to contribute
to the acceleration of the Korean people's cause for national reunification.

We appeal once again to the representatives of various countries who love
peace and justice to express active support for our just efferts for the
withdrawal oi“ all ti:e‘ féréign-ﬁfodjas from south Korea, for termination of the
interference of outside forces in the internal affairs of Korea., and for

attainment of the independent and peaceful reunification of our fstherland.

Mr. CLARK (Nigeria): In the view of my delegation, three positive
developments emerged from our consideration of the gquestion of Hcrea last year.
Firstly, the participation in the debate by the representatives of the two
integral parts of Korea, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the
Republic of Koresz,

For years, my delegation has argued that both parties had a stake in the
matter and that therefore they should be given the opportunity to be heard
without preconditions. For we believe that he who seeks equity must come with
ciean hands. The restrained manner in which the twe delegations from Korea
stated their cases convinced my delegation of the wisdom of the consensus
which the General Assembly later adoPtéd at its 2181st plenary meeting on
28 November 1973.
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{Mr. Clark. Nigeria)

It was clsar to my delegation from their statements that the two Korean
parties loved their country and that they had z deep and abiding interest in
the reunificsastion of their fatherland in peace and freedom. As we took the
iiberty of reiterating last year, the Korsan people are one and indivisible,
united by ties of common heritage, culture, languaze, and destiny that are
incarnated by centuries of a common-kistory and shared struggles against foreign

£

domination. A united Korean nation of 50 million strong with an area of

35,000 square miles, rich in manpower and endowed with enormous material
resources, & great Power in Asie and in the world, is to be desired rather than
& divided nation as it is at present.

Secondly . the decisioq to dissolve the United Nations Cormission on the
Unification ané Renabilitation of Korea (USCURK). When an institution ©r body
founded for a specific purpose becomes a casualty of time aud circumstance, it
becomes a disservice to its ideals to seel to perpetuate its existence. UNCURI
vas such an institution -~ moribund and obsolescent. The South-Worti Joint
Communiqué , issued by the authorities of licrth and South Korea on L July 1972,
‘provided, -inter alia, for the establishment of the North-South Co-ordinating
Committee to discuss national reunification problens. This Korean initiative,
which paved the wey for the first time in a guarter of a century for a meaningful
dialogue of reconciliation for reunification of both the Horth and the South is &
much better machinery for attaining the goel of national unity of Korea than UNCURK.
.y delegation is glad to note that the purpose of this dialogus was, and still is,
tc achieve the independent and peaceful reunification of Xorea.

The third important point that emerged from our consideration of the guestion
last vear was the consensus that I have already referred to. The consensus,

which was based on the three principles embodied in the Joint Communigué issued

- Horth and South Korea, was remarkable as much for the hope and expectation

-
it held for the continuation of the dialozue aimed at expediting the independent

peaceful reunification of Korez as for the fact that the principles were enunciated
by the Lorean people themselves. All true friends of Korea wished that the

talks would be given a chance to succeed on the basis of those principles.

Those principles, we may recall, were that the reunification-of the country should

be achieved independently without reliance upon outside force or its interference;
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that the reunification of the country should be achieved by peaceful means without
recourse to the use of arus against the other side: and that great national unity
should be promoted.

Yet a yeer has passed and we sre seized of the same problem without the

benefit of being advised by the parties conceriied that they are nearer to their

a

onal goal of wnity this year than last year. 1In the view of my delegation,
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two issues face the current session of the General Assembly with respect to the
guestion of Korea, namely, first, determinstion of the United Nations Command
in South Korea: and secondly, preserving the spirit ané essentials of the Armistice
Agreement so as to ensure that psace and security continue to be maintained in
Worea and in order to facilitate the reunification talks on the basis of the
principles of tne Horth-South Joint Communigué of L July 1972.

So much has happened since the Security Council resolution 84 (1950) of
T July 1950 that my delegation does not propose at this stage o address itself to
the legality of the so-called United Nations Command in South Korea. The cablegram
‘dated 29- June 1950 from the -Deputyv Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Union of

1 Socialist Republics to the Secretary -General, and the cablegram dated
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¢ July 1950 from the linister of Foreign Affairs of the Central People’s Government
of the People's Republic of China to the Secretaryv-Genersl of the United Nations
allenging the lerality of the said resolution, as well as the statements of the
two great Powers and of others reparding their interpretation of the resolution
since then cannot be ipnored, bearing in mind the meaning of Articles 23 and 27
of the Charter of the United Nations. Yet, to go back in history is to reoven
0ld wounds, to peison the atmosphere of détente that now exists between the
wo great Powers
What my delegation would likKe to see is that the détente between the great
Powers should alsc be extended to their policies towards Kores, but lessl
arguments as to the competence of the Security Council or General Assembly to
determine the present status of the United Nations Command should not be used to

defer an option that is ripe and opportune for us to take during the current

session. In this connexiodn,
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{Vir. Clark. Nigeris)
"Attention is called to paragranh 60 of the Armistice Agreements,
wnich recommends to the governments of the countries concerned on both

sidus that within three months after the signature of the Armistice &
political conference be held to settle through nezotiation *the guestions
of the withdrewal of 811 foreim forces from Korsa, the peaceful settiement

of the Korean question, etc.'". (8/3079)

3

[

he reference to parzgrapn 00 of the Armistice Agreement that I have Jjust made

WS

S not in my words. They are the words of the Acting Representative of the
United States of Americz in a note dated 7 August 1953, transmitting a specisal

report of the United Hations Command on the armistice in Kores to the Secretary-

Seneral of the United Hations. The United States acting representative went on to
pledze or behalf of his own Government and of the 15 other United Hations idembers,
whose military forces were participating in the Korean action., that they would
support the efforts of the United FHations to bring about an equitable settlement

in Xorea based on the principles which have long been established by the
United Hations and which call for a wmited, independent, and democratic Koresa.
That was-20 vears ago.. We think the time has come for the international

cormunity to rise above the rhetoric and policies of the colé war that have 10“~
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bedeviled the Horean guestion, thereby recoonizing that the Arn
e miiitary egreement between military commanders, was intended only to make

possible & final settlement of the cuestion of Korea. It had no other logic of

Under the prevailing international situation, the vpresence of foreign troops
in South Koree under the filag of .the United Nations is an anachironism. The flag
o the United Nations is a symbol of peace and amity between nations. It must
noT e used to perpetuate the cause of a broken sword, a cause the purpose of
which is nc longer evident to the Organization, a cause that is neither peace

eaning nor peace making.
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(Mr. Ciark, Higeria)

The representative of Tunisiz reised & very important guestion the other

day. In consistency with Article L7 of the United Ketions Charter, the Arbassad

of Tunisie wanted to know the United Nations military requirements in Koresg,
the employment of its forces, their composition and ccrmand and so on. If the
Secretary-Generel's réply, a% wé suspect, turns out to be that the United

Nations Command in Korea is only an expression, & cover for the United States

troops in Korea under the provisions of the Mutual Defence Treaty between the

United States and South Korea, as claimed by the South Korean authorities
is

in paragraph 41 of Gocument A/C.1/1049 of 1 November 19Th: if the reply
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ect that since 1970 the Secretary-General of the United Nations hes
not received even & routine repor:t concerning the activities of the Command,
it would be best to put an immediate end to the so-called Command and thereby
withdraw the flag of the United Nations from the United States troops in
Koreaz. This should be done without deley. It should be done at this session
of the Generszl Assembly.
" “The termination of-the United Netions Command in Korez does not, in
our view, mean the invalidation of the terms and conditions of the Armistice
Agreement. The agreement was to ensure a complete cessation of hostilities
and of all acts of armed force in Korea until a final peaceful settlement
was achieved. The United Nlations has & responsibility to assist the perties
concerned vo prevent the occurrence of incidents likely to lead to a resumpticn
of hostilities between North and South Korea.

But the United Nations cannct impose unification on Kores or on any other
D 3

m

country ., for that matter. It has duty to help. It is up to the parties

concerned o exercise their right to self-determination and to resolve their
domestic problems. It is up to the parties concerned to agree on the nature
of assistance they require from the United Ketions. Nigeria, as a faithful
Member of the United Nations, stands ready to particivate in any constructive

programme in that eventuality.
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{Mr, Clerk, Nigeris)

he gbove background that my delegetion views the dreft
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is agasinst
resciutions irn documents A/C.1/L.676 end A/C.1/L.677, both of 7 October 1GTk.
Both drafi resolutions recognize the need for the reunification of Korea throush
peaceful negotistions and dialosue; the need for the meintenance of peace and
gecurity in that country; the need to terminste the current fiction of s United
Nations Command in Koresa. ‘ )

My dele~ation, therefore, would heve been happier if & consensus similar
to that of last year bad emerged from the two draft resclutions which would lezd, on
the one hand, to the immediate dissolution of the United Nations Command in Kores,
end would at the seme time, on the other hand, prcmote the dialogue between the
South and the Northk of Korea that is so necessary for the sitainment of the goal of

pezceful reunification of Korea. My deleration does not see in this wish any

My, DOSUMU-JOENSON (Liveria): I have asked to speak to make e

“brief but important announcement- on behalf of the .sponsors of the draft
~

resciution in document A/C.1/L.6T6. I am happy to say that we have considered
t

h
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ir a pesitive spirit and studied with considersble care ams=ndment

{£/C.1/L.70L an@ Corr.l) to our draft resclution which has been put forward by the

delegation of France.

orean cuestion which are the responsibility of the Counecil, including the
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ons Command, in conjuncition with arrangements to

We the sponscrs of the draft rescliution in dccunent A£/C.1/L.676 acknowledge
witl: appreciation the effort of France to suggesta text that can reduce the
difference between our draft resolution and that in dccument A/C.1/L.677. N
Hoping to bring about a more constructive result, we have considered the

French amendment sympatheticelly.
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{¥Mr. Dosumu-Jonhnscn. Liberia)

Now, I sm authorized by the sponsors to say that we accept that amendment.
Thus, I formally request that the Secreterist issue & revision of our provosal
that will incorporate the corrected French smendment. This revision would be
given the symbol A/C.1/L.676/Rev.l. Ve hope that the text of our revised

raft resolution can be availeble in all the official languages tomorrow.

I want tc add our strong hope that our agreement to the amendment of Fraece
will encoursge even greater support for our draft resolution. We believe that
our revised draft resolution seeks to harmonize different views on the gquestion
of Korea and that it is therefore in the best tradition of the United Nations.

The CHAIRMAN {intervretstion from Spani The Committee has taken

due note of the statement of the representative of Liberia on behalf of the

ct
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sponsors of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.67€ to the effect that

-

agree to incorporate in the text the amendment proposed by France in

_document A/C l/L 0k ané Corr.l. The Secretariat will try to fulfil the reguest

made by the representative of Liberia to circulate the revised text of his

draft resoliution.

~

Mr. ASHTAL (Demccratic Yemen): Last vear the General Assembliy adopted

W-

& consensus Statement on the guestion of Korez expressing the hope that the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the Republic of Korea would continue
their dialogue and widen their manyv-sided exchanges and co-operation. My

consensus statement in the belief that further
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delegation suscribes to t
ogue could possibly create conditions for the withdrawal of foreign troons

disl
form South Korea and the vpeaceful reurnification of that country.
Kot surprisingly . the talks between the two nartieg ware broken off in
August with no tangible progress to be revorted to the Generzl Assembly. In
short, we are now confronted with the same situation that has been oprevailing

in Korea for more than two decades. )
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(*=. Ashtal, Democratic Yemen)
Tt wazs the understanding of my delegsiion that the dialogue between the
two parties was a mabtter concerning the Xoreans themselves, that it shouléd be

undertaken without any foreign interference whatsosver, and that the

dismantlement of American military beses in the south would gusrantee the

favourable outcome of the dialogue.
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{Mr. Ashtel., Democretic Yemen;

However, by their very existence foreign military troops conmiributed tc the

.

Py

disruption of the dislogue. If we are to move = step ahead and to encourage the
Koreans to reach & peaceful solution through dislcgue, we must focus on the main
obstructicn tc a constructive dialogue —- namely, the stationing of foreign troops
in South Kores.

It is naive to accept the argument that American tropps in South Korez
constitute a stiabilizing factor on the Korean peninsuie and that they are there to
preserve peace and security in the area. They certainly serve the so-called

+

security interests of imperialists in the Far East, but they do not bring peac

0]

to the Korean people.
After the withdrawal of Soviet troops from dorth Korea, we cannot find any

-

S

explanation for the continued occupsztion of South Korez by &merican troops.
an established fact that South Korez is more populated and more armed tharn North
Kores. If therz ic a threat to the Seoul régime it comes from the people of

‘South Korea thémselves.  The American troops are therefore defending a repressive
régime from internal upheaval. They are not keeping the peace in Korea., They are.
rather, keeping the Government in Seocul.

The Foreign Affairs Daily, a United States intelligence publication. last

reek mentioned thet from 1 July 1045 to 30 June 1973 the United States Government had
extended to South Korea USy 6,420 millicn in direct military aid. Such tremencous
military support has transformed South Korea into a garrison State able not only
to defend itself but also to launch aggression on others. Yet the United States and
its 2llies consider South Korea helpless trey to the so-called “southward

aggression®.

jel)

g

During the same period, 1945 to 1973, the United States pumped into
South Korea some US$5,551 million in economic aid, only to bolster a dictatorial
régime imposed on the Korean people by force of arms. Even some American
newspapers have nothing but condemnation for a puppet régime that muffles free
expression and strangles the so-called democracy the United States is

ostensibly defending.
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. Ashtal, Democratic Yemen)
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It is & discredit ic the United Netions that iis fleg ic used to shelter
foreien occupation of Soutk Korea. During the heyday of imperisiism and the beight
of the cold war Ioreign troops were sent to Kores under the banner of the United
Kations. Whatever the reason for dispatching foreign troops to South Koree,

their convinued pressnce is now unwarranted and, indeed, condemnsble. Since the
cold war, there has been & general relaxation of tension in scme parts of_the world.
Major problems such as the Berlin crisis have been more or less defused. There

is now loud talk sbout détente between the_gfeat Powers, yet Kores remains in the
ers of the cold war. Why is it that United States policy regarding Korea is
unaffected by détente? If the United States is insensitive to the wishes of the

Korean people for withdrawal, why should the United Nations become an instrument

[

or foreign interference in the affeirs of the Korean pecple? A so-called

-

ted Nations Command directly azccounteblie to the Pentagon cannot be tolerated

4

o

in
by our Organization.

We are confident that the Koreans can solve their problems without external
interference. Actually, one of the important elements in last year's consensus

non-involvement of. external Fowers. Foreign troops. stationed in South

1
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Kcres can only make it more difficult for the parties to reach a peaceful solution.

Their withdrawal is therefore & necessary precondition for further progress in

The two parties in Koresz have agreed to engage in e dialogue under the
three principies of independence, peaceful reunification and great national unity.
Let us enhance their mutual trust by removing the obstructionist foreign presence

u South Korez, and then Korea can be admitted to the United Nations as z unified

Mr. PAKYARACHUN (Thailand): My delegetion would-like to welcome once

zgein the perticipation of the Republic of Koreez and the Democratic People's
fepublic of Korea in the debate on the question of Korea. They are the parties
most directly concerned whose participation in the debate last year had a p051t1v0
infiuence in bringing about the consensus statement that was unanimously endorsed
v the fwenty-eighth session of the General Assembly. It would be most regrettable

if their participation in the debate this year were to revive a hostile political
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{Mr, Panynrachun, Thailsnd)

atmosphere and lead to a detraction from the reasonable course charted by the
L July 1972 Joint Cormunigué we all welcome.

It is regrettable enough that z2s we meet here again only & part of the consensus
first adocpted by this Committee last year -- that concerning the dissolution of

UNCURK ~~ has been fulfilled., It is spparent that the North-South dialogue to the

4]

continusgtion and revitalization of which we 211 attached so much hopse has made

littie progress Indeed, there have been disturbing incidents that served only

to aggravate tensions on the Korean peninsuls.

My delegstion wishes at the outset to make two points clear in connexion with
the position or the Thai Government on the guestion of Korez.

First, the politicel problems between the two Koreas must be solved by the
Korean people tnemselves.peacefully, free from outside interference.

Secondly, the main responsibility of the United Nations in Korea has been
the restoration and meintenance of the conditions of peace and security which
would be conducive -to the eventual realization of the cherished goal of
peaceful reunification of Korea. The continuing role of the United Nations on the

Korean peninsula can be justified ornly in so far az it contributes to the proce

|-

of nocrmelization. However, it would be diffic

2

t for peaceful settlement to

E
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rroceed in conditions ©f insecurity and instability. Therefore any action which might
jeopardize present cease-fire arrangements before practical slternstives can be
found would be fraught with grave danger. Moreover, with regard to the United
Nations Command in Korez, anyv decision to be taken on its fubture role must
necessarily fall within the responsibility of the Security Council, whose original
decisions and resclutions established the United Fations Command in accordance
with the provisions of the Charter. The Commander-in-Chief of the United Natioms
Command was the signatory of the Armistice Agreement which brought to an end the
fighting in Korea in 1953,-énd the Armistice Agreement remains an essential
regquisite for peace and tranguillity on the Korean peninsula.

The United Nations has had a long history of association with the maintenance
of peace and security in the sarea. Thailand has participéfed in good faith in the
United Nations actions in Korea in order to secure the legitimate right of the

Korean people to decide their own destiny peacefully, free from coercion.
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{Mr. Panvsrachun, Thailand)

My delegation continues tc believe thet it is essential that the people of
lorea be allowed to take up the responsibility esnd ihe challenge of carrying
to & successful conciusion the task of peaceful reunification of their
fatheriand.

Thailand meintains a policy of peaceful coexistence and co -operation

wards all States, irrespective of their political, economic or sociel systems.

ot
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beiieve that the legitimate security interests of each State can be
safeguarded by strict compliance with the principles of peaceful coexistence

& enunciated in the Bandung Declarsticn. For its part, Thailand has endesvoured
Te Tollow this policy without prejudice to the existinc cordial relations with
friendly States. In this connexion, our goodwill has been reciprocated and
further sirengthened. Earlier this year, & trade mission, headed by the

Minister for External Trade from the Democratic People's Republic of Korea,

vaid an official visit to Theiland. 1In return, an official trads mission

is due to leave Thailand in the middle of this month, bound for the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea. It is the earnest hope of my delegation that

Trom this modest beginning will come & better understanding between the pecples

»Y the two countries which will, in turn, pave the way for mutually beneficial

O

co--operation for peace, harmony and progress in East Asie.

It may be recalled that the beginnings of contact between South Korea and
North Korea in September 1971were made possible in part by the emerging new era
of accommodation and negotiation. It is imperstive that this momentum towards
the relaxation of tensions, in so far as it applies to Korez and the region,
is not hampered or retarded.

It is in the foregoing spirit that the Tnal delegation, together with
other co-sponsors, have submitted the draftv resolution in document A/C.1/L.676,
wnich urges full implementation of the consensus of the twenty-eighth session of
the General Assembly on the Question of Korea, in order to maintain peace and

security, as well as enhance tranguillity and harmony on the Korean peninsula.
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{(Mr. Panyarachun, Thailand)

My delegation believes this draft resolution, which would now incorporate the
amendment submitted by the French delegation, to be & balanced ome, as it is
designed to move the consensus of last year & step further, in order to deal
with those aspects of the Korean guestion involving the peace and security of
the peninsula, including the dissolution of the United Natioans Command, in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter, with alternative arrangemente
to meintain the Armistice Agreement. The draft resolution does not aim at
confrontation but rather conciliation and accommodation. It does not seek to
apportion blame or indulge in ideclogical pursuits. As such, my delegation
believes that this draft resolution will serve to encourage an improvement in
the climate which could facilitate any political settliement that the Korean
pecple may ultimately work out for themselves to ensure & just and lasting

peace for their country and region.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I have no more speakers
on my 1ist for this afternoon.
The Committee will recall that a few days ago the representative of Tunisiz
put & few guestions to the Secretariat relating to the United Nations Command
in Korea, and at today's meeting the representative of Cubs alsoc put a few
questiéns along the same lines. Now, to settle this guestion, I wili call on

the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. BANERJEE (Secretsry of the Commitiee): On 7 July 1650, the Security
Council adopted resolution S/1588 which established the Unified Command in Korea
and requested the United States to designate the commander of such forces.
The United States was also reguested in that resolution to provide the Security
Council with reports as appropriate on the course of action taken under the
Unified Command. In response, the United States representative on 25 July 1950
transmitted to the Secretary--General for the attention of the Security Council
a communiqué of the Far East Command announcing the establishment of the

United Nations Command (Security Council document 5/1629).
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{Mr. -Banerjse, Secretary
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this meeting. These communicstions ineclude informastion on the sssignment of

the successive American Commenders. The last wes dated 12 November 1970, The

United Kdtions Command, in addition, provided information on security

developments in UNCURK until the dissolution of that body in 1973, This

o

information was slso incorporated in the annual UNCURK reports to the Gener
Assembly, for examrle, the reievant sections of Genersl Assembly documents
L/6712, A/T212, A/T622, A/B026, A/8L2T, A/8T27, A/9027.

The various reports submitted by the United States on bpehalf of the
United NWations Commend do not include informztion on specific matters such as

- other ranks

o]

unit commanders, current number and nationslity of officers an
iepresentative of Tunisia incuired; nor do they
include the points raised by the representstive of Cuba this morning. Such

infcrmation we believe would be available only from officiel United States

t

Mr, ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): I shoulid like tc

thank through you, Mr. Cheirman, the representative of the Secretariat for the

information which he has given us in response to the reguest made a few days

ags by the representative of Tunisia and in response to my reguest this morning.

The situastion is & little more confused now, it would seem, thar it was a

short tire ago. All the representaetives here on one occasion Or another have,
. visited the thirty-eighth floor of the Secretariat building, end

<hev must have seen a room which is next to the office ¢f the President of the

Lgsembly, where there are, framed and hung on the walls, up-to-date statistics

snowing the breakdown by nations of all United Nations Forces in various parts

cf the world, such as, for example the Force in Cyprus, or the Observers in-a

cervein part of Asia -- not Koree -- and in the Middle East toc.

T
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{Mr. Alarcon. Cuba)

From the Secreteriast’s information, am I tc understand that the Secretarist
does not have this information sbout Kores and that, if I understood correctly,
the mcst recent information received about that country goes back to
November 1970, that is, & little more than four vears ago?

I fear that if the Secretariat is not able to give even the nsme of the
Commander of those Forces, nor the breakdown by nations, it will naturally
be unable also to reply to the questions I put this morning, which are linked
With the statemeni that I made yesterdsy about what is being apparently discussed
in the United States Congress, according to United States sources, about the

Possible integration of that mysterious United Nations Command with the United

wn

tates Eighth Army. nor can we expect any information about what is being
Gone by the Second Division of the United States Army in the demilitarized

zone in Kores.
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{Vr. Alercon, Cubs)

Tt would sesm thet the lsst sentence of the Szeretery of the Committes is
securste and that the only persons that would thus be in & pesition te give
informetion sbout those singulsr United Nations forces are the members of the

Gelegation cf the United States. However, the situation is even more confusing

now that we have just heard our friend, Ambassador Johnson of Liberiz, who said

[o]]

the sponsors of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.6T6 -- which I suspect
21so inciude the United Stetes —- had accepted the French amendment. They have
agreed to add the idez of the dissclution of the United Nations Cormmand --

the head of whicn is unknown, the membership of which is unknown and informetion
about which has not been received by the United Nations. Perhaps the sponsors

I
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of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.6

hel <
coulé invite cne of their colleagues, the representative of the United States,
who hclds the kev to the mystery, to inform the Committee duly sc that it can

-

reach & decision in full knowledge of 211 the relevant facts. If that is

impossible, it seems to us that perhaps the sponsors might be moved to withdraw

their draft resolution, once. they have asgreed to add to it mention of this
mysterious United Nations Command. However, if that is not the case, since in
the Genersl Assembly recently they gave a similar demonstration -- ané I think

it was 213 of them -- in connexion with anothar item having to de witk

the Asian region, perhaps ithe sponsors might alsco on this occasion vote ageinst

their craft resolution.

Mr. DRISS {Tunisie) (interpretation from French): First of ell,

should like to thank the Secretvary of the Committee for the information with which

-+

we nave just been provided. I shouid like elso to reserve my right tc meke
comments regarding thet information, after I have taken & closer look &t it.

At the present time it is very difficult for me to draw any conclusions from

1t. A lot of documents are guoted for our benefit, but I must say
that I do not feel that I heve made much progress since I asked the guestion.

My intention whén I asked the questions I did was to encourage the Commitiee

to look into the matter scmewhat more ciosely, to be somevwhat more realistic,
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gnd to study the guestions which have been submitted toc us for consideration
with grest care, so that decisions which we might reach woul@ not necessarily
be those with which we were presented vwhen we began considerstion of the

question and so that we might demonstrate & certain sense of responsibility.

M. BAROODY (Saudi Lrabia): I did not ask to speak in order to

participate in any sguabble relating to the number of troops in South Korea,
or any other part of the world for that matter. That is & guestion that does
not directly relate to the sesrch for a solution bazsed on negotiations and
concilistion between the parties bDut is the sort of deteil that will bring
more contention end more dissent I believe. We know very well that there are
troops and though I am not e military men, I hear that they ere fAmerican
troops. There may be & sprinkling of other troops. There may be mercenaries or
troops anywhere in the North or in the South. We are not concerned with the
number of troops or whether we will get an asccurate reply but we are concernec
. about finding .z satisfasctory. solution based on negotiation and consultation:.
I lsuded the French delegation the other day for having lent their hanc in tue
introduction of an amendment, while I was trying to find perhaps & supplement
to the solution or, rather, iIn part the soclution of our French colleagues.
T have been advised that the sponsors of the draft resclution in document
A7C.1/L.6T76 have accepted that amendment with certain changes and with the words
"to maintein the Armistice Agreement". All our trouble comes from armistice
agreements I find because sometimes they are protracted. In our area there
wes en armistice sgreement and many things did not happen after that. Armistice
sgreements, if they ere not supplemented by good intentions on both sides, are
e deal letter. They fossilize or freeze a situation. That is why I believe
that even the French text that was sccepted by the sponsors should itself
be amended. This is not & subamendment to the amendmen% but is an amendment
to the new text.

Our friend was mentioning something that had some bearing cn the
Cambodian question I believe when he séid that some people would vote against

their own smendment. Yes, I-did vote against it but to solve the problem and
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I s8id thal Trom the rostrum. No more needling. I &
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soc hzve big needles, SO

h
ou say, whether you come from Cube, tne United Ziates, Chins,
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the Sovist Union or anywhere else. I am working here trying to dedicate mysel
“f,%“émagne slse should - and I em sure that there are people who are more
Qedicated than. myself -- tc negotiaste and bring conciliation, not to widen
the rift Sust because of petty national interests or strategic considerations,
énd I dare anyone to say that we have an axe to grind.

Kow I shall calmly propose a Saudi Arsbian amendment to the draft
resolution in document A/C.1/L.676 which hes been amended and the smendment
accepted with a certain revision -~ corrigendum 1, I believe. f there 1is
any mistake in the enumeration, it can be corrscted by the Secretariat.

Uperative paragraph 2 of the dreft resolution in—éecument AJC.1/L.676

"Expresses the hope that the Security Council, bearing in mind the

5

reed to ensure continued adherence to the Armistice Agreement and the

Woull the Secretariat please note: in operative paragraph 2 as amended replace

the words ''with arrangementc to meintain the Armistice Agreement' by the

foliowing words ~-~ and here is my amendment: ‘with appropriate asrrangements
culated to preserve peace and security in the Korean peninsulsa pending
uozotistions and concilistion between the two Korean Governmente"”. Why

s sacrosanct? There may be cther

=N

intain the Armistice Agreement as if it

vwazvz, including the Armistice Agreement, if all parties agree to certain

crovisions that are not irritating.
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If the members of the Security Council sre zgreed that there is = need,
an exclusive need, for the Armistice Agreement, then thers is nc probiem. But
supposing some say that the Armistice Agreement could be interpreted in e
different menner? Then the trovbls startes sgain in the Sscurity Council. Hence my
amendment and the words “appropriate arrangements”, which could include certain
provisions of the Armistice Agreement. It does not rule out the Armistice
Agreement, but there mav be other weys of coming to some sort of agreement,
and they could be adopted without any more contention in the Security Council,
lezve aside the two Governments, which certainly have divergent views on how
certain provisions of the Armistice Agreement should be cbserved, It gives
ieewey. It is an amplification of the original French amendment.

We are all agreed that it is a fiction to say that it is & United Nations
Command, and I believe our American colleagues admit that it is a fiction.
Sometimes truth is stranger than fiction. How can you hoist a flag over the
troops there and call it & United Nations flag, after 22 years when the United
Netions has not neesded to consider it its flag? " But that dces hot mesn that the
Republic of Korea could not have special arrangements with the Americans, --
or with the Soviets, which is far-fetched, cr with the Chinese, which is more
far-Tetched —- to have troops. There is the Warsaw Pact and there is the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization and there are American trocps in Europe. I do not
think tne Rusesians object to that very much these days, not on account of détente
but because they could make troops aveilable within 2k hours in Eastern Europe, too.
It is &1l deplorable, but it is & fact of 1life and we have to eccept it. But de

ot segv "United Kations Command” anv more. That is & fictionm.

]

That is why I brought my amendment to the attention of the Committee.

58

nd let me, through vou, Mr. Chairman, advise the Committee. I said last year

-

that the consensus would not work and I do not have to repeat what I said

in my last stetement; but I have spent two nights on this and tonight I am going
to read this and present another draft resolution if the big Powers dc not come
to their senses and stop making us into false witnesses, rellying to one side

or another in our votes. I shall present the Committee with another draft

resolution unless both sides here —- both groups, if I may so call them --
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come to some mgresment and 1ét‘usvgﬁoééeélin g peaceful manner to bring
conciliation and understanding, through negotiation, tc the two contending
Koresn Governmenis and, at th&ﬁ session, get rid of the stalemste thai has
bedevilled us since the Armistice Agreement was signed in 1953.

What is the elternstive? The inscription of the guestion of Korez on
the-ag;ndéhdf'{he thirtieth session. With whet results? More propeganda,
more contention, more dissen:t, unless by the good sense of the mzjor Powers which
are Girectiy interested in the erea we shall decide in the Security Council and
trevail upon the two Korean Governments tc negotiate again in a most serious
wey through the good offices made aveilablie to them by the major Powers, let us
hope, ané possibly also by the Secretary-General or by any body which they think
can bring them together.

The CHAIRMAK {interpretation from Spanish): As announced in the

-

Journsl and in accordance with ocur decision there will be one meeting tomorrow,
ir the morning. There are still quite & number of speakers inscribed in the
generzl debate on the qﬁestion of Korea but I believe that delegations- will
orepare themselves for the possibility of & vote on Friday afternoon on the

draft resclutions submitted tc the Committee.

The meatine rose at 6.30 p.m.






