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The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 67, 68, 69 AND 141 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION UPON INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AGENDA ITEMS
Mr. ZAHID (Mrocco) (interpretation from French): The most pressing
threat to international peace and security today is the risk of nuclear war, a risk
which continues to grow owing to the ongoing nuclear-arms race. Since no state is
safe from this threat, the international community's most urgent task is totally
and finally to eliminate all nuclear weapons, under gffective internw«tiunal
control. That is an essential task.
In the Final Document of its first special session devoted todisarwament, the
General Assembly rightly declared that
“Removing the threat of a world war - a nuclear war - is the most acute
and urgent task of the present day. Mankind is confronted with a choice: we
must halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face annihilation®.

(resolution 8§-10/2, para. 18)

Faced with that choice, the international community does not appear to have

hesitated to opt for the achievement of general and complete disarmament.



BG/2 A/C.1/41/PV,57
6

(Mr. Zah id, Morocco)

This choice is al.1 the more proper, since it is part and parcel of furthering
the more general qoal of maintaining international peace and security the United
Nation8 has sat for itself under Article 1 of the Charter. Fur thermore, this
relationship between disarmament and the maintenance of international peace and
security that flows logically from the provisions of the Charter has been confirmed
and reiterated by the international community on a number of occasions. In this
connection, the Eighth Confarence of Heads of State or Government of Non-Alirned
Countries, held at BRarare last September, declared:

*The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed that disarmament, the
relaxation of international tension, respect for the right to

self-d .termination and national independence, the peaceful settlement of

disputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the

strengthening of international peace and security are closely related t© each

other. They stressed that progress in any one of these spheres has a

beneficial effect on all of them; in turn, failure in one sphere has a

negative effect on others.” (A/41/697, r. 23, para, 3U)

Therefore, it is clearly necessary, if we are to strengthen international
peace and security, for States to give up unilateral security based on the
accumulation of weapons and instead switch to collective security based On
disarmament. Indeed, any step taken to strengthen a State’s security must take
into account the ultimate goal of collective security and the vital need to avoid
the ruinous pursuit of the arms race, ita detrimental effects and the suicidal.
increase in violence.

In this connection we must, among other things, imp)rove the Security Council’s
effectiveness as the organ primarily responsible under the United Nations Charter

for the msintenenace of international peace and security. The internat ional

community must seek ways and means to ernable the Security Council to discharge
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fully its responsibilities and take necessary steps to restore international peace
and security. We trust that the hopes to which the Rey%javik meeting between the
Heads of State of the two super-Powers gave rise will be realized and thus create
the atmoephere needed to achieve that goal .

As a Mediterranean country, Morocco is gravely concerned at the onqoing
tension that threatenn peace and security in that part of the world. This concern
was expressed at the current session of the General Aseembly by the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of my country, who said:

"As a Mediterranean country, bordering on the important maritime
navigation route of the Gibraltar Straits, Morocco attaches special importance
to the maintenance of pace and satability in the Mediterranean. My country
will spare no effort to transform the Mediterranean reqion into a zone of
peace, security and co-operation, free from any tension or confrontation. In
our view, co-operation and joint efforts among the countries in the north and
those to the south of the Mediterranean are an excellent way to achieve that

objective.” (A/41/PV. 11, p. 129-130)

The traneformation of the Mediterranean region into a zone of peace, security
and co-operation is broadly supported hy the international community, as recalled
in the Declaration of the Eighth Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, held in
Harare last September, wh.ch states:

"The Heads of State or Government reaffirmed their support for the
transformation of the Mediterranean area into a region of peace, security and
co-operat ion, free from conflict and confrontation, and expressed firm support
for the objective Of strengthening security and co-operation in the
Mediterranean Basin in accordance with earlier statemeats hy the Movement and
the relevant resnlutions of the iInited Nations General Assembly." (A/41/697,

p. 98, para. 211)
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Nevertheless, we consider that transforming that region into a zone of peace,
security and co-operation cannot be achieved unleses the Middle rast conflict - of
which the auestion of Palestine is at the core - is settled. Hence Israel must
withdraw from all Occupied Arab territories, including Al1-Quds Al-Sharif, and the
restoration of the Palestinian peopla2‘®s inalienable rights, including their right
to self-determination and to establish a State in their homeland, under the
leadership of the P.lestine Liberation Orqganization, their sole authentic
representative.

The international communicy, which bears a special historic responsibility
via-b-vie the situation prevailing in t.he Middle rast, should spare no effort to
hr ing about a just and last L. solution to that conflict, thus contributing to
ushering in peace and co-operation in the Mediterranean on a sound basis,
quaranteeing the rights of all peoples concerned, while respecting the fundamental
principles of the non-iuse of force and non-intervention in internal affairs of the
coastal States.

Mr. RAKOTONIAINA (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): The

consideration of the implementation of the Declaration on the strengthening of
International Security reauires that we first take a auick glance at the world
situation in ail its various aspects. However, it would he superfluous to go over
the ground that has already been covered in the General Assembly and in other
Committees on the various issues which, in our view, have a more or less direct

1 ink with international security. Let me simply have recourse to an exaggerated
caricature to give a picture of the international scene. 1w this illustrailion let

us imagine lush hills where abundance seems to go hand jn hand with nuclear

arsenals.
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In the rocky valleys where despair and poverty prevail, millions of human
beings are atruggling to survive. The tiggest irony is that here and there some of
them are still croasinq swords. These are only some cf the most troubling scenes,
hut we feel that it is inappropriate to dwell on the matter further. We must
recognize that our world has a super-abundance of arms. It is marked hy a deep
division between rich and poor countries. We live in a world of paradoxes, such as
the sauandering of resources by some, in shocking contrast with the needs and
poverty of others. Moreover , differences in approach and conflicts of interest
engender and encourage reqional conflicts; elsewhere they exacerbate old hotheds of
tension.

These are negative factors impeding the eatahllahment of real security for all
States. In such a context, no one fcels secure - neither those who dwell in the
lush hills nor those others who struggle in the valleys of despair, because we all
look towards the same horizon, where we see the spectre of nuclear ruin. The
debate on disarmament, which has just ended, and the resulting resolutions we have
adopted have once again shown that the fear of mutual destruction which seems to he
keeping the nuclear Powers from conflict between themselves is too frag.le a thing
to prevent a nuclear exchange. In other words, international security is closely
linked to nuclear disarmament.

The persistence of underdevelopment has put the small countries in an
untenahle position, which is worsened hy the debt prohlem and the problem of
servicing that debt, to such an extent that the economic independence and political
stabi lity of those countries are serlously threatened. Since political security
cannot he dissociated from economic security, thke estahlishment of lasting peace
and genuine security demands the elimination of underdevelopment and the

establishment of a new international economic order. The present and long-term
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vital. interests of all countries, both developed and developing, make it imperative
to settle the serious economic problems in a way that excludes selfishness and
short-term considrrationn.

Differences in outlook and conflicte of interest are at the root of the crises
seriously affecting relations hetween States. Increased efforts should be made to
solve those crises, which persist in southern Africa, the Middle raat, Asia and
Central America. It is clear that they cannot be eliminated without respect for
the right to self-determination, the principles of sov: reignty, territorial
integrity and independence, the principle of the non-use of force and
non-interference and the right of each nation freely to choose its development
path, Absolute respect for those principles and scrupulous compliance with the
Charter would to a large extent strengthen the security of States. It is therefore
evident that the most urgent task isS to strengthen the United Nations and t make
it the true centre where the efforts of ail nations can he harmonized.

In our interdependent world it is undeniable that peace is indivisible. There
can be no international security an long an there is not eaual secu:rity for all
countries. Tt is therefore all the more true that the security of some cannot he
provided at the cost of the security of others. Questions of common interest
should he discussed and reaolved hy all countries, at the United “ations or under
its a spices, Negotiations held outside the Organization should complement and not
be an ohatacle to talks within the framework of multilateral negotiations.

In thin statement my delegation has limited itself to expressing its views on
some auestions that it helieves to he closely linked to international security.
However, we are perfectly aware that the problem of international security
encompasses several ureas of international ife and relations. We believe that it

would he appropriate to consider together ways and means to strengthen security



JP/at A/C.1/41/PV.57
13-15

(Mr. Rakotonijaira, Madagascar)

for all countries. Therefore, we very much welcome the initiative of the socialist
countries on the establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and
aecur ity. We note that the ultimate purpose of the proposal is to democratise
international relations, basing the security of neoples on a global concept and
revitalizing the international security system. Since this involves many problems
of international life, it follows that permement dialogue betwveen nations should be
established.

The Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security is intended to
contribute to implementing the purposes and principles of the Charter and to
strengthen the Orqanization's role in maintaining peace and strengthening
International security. In my dJdelegation's view, it is still topical and its
implementation reauires energetic, specific initiatives to take into account the
development of relations between Staten.

Our world is tired of living in a state ¢€ uncertainty, of alternating between
hope and alarm. It should be ashamed of the poverty affecting hundreds of millions
Of human beings, while astronomical resources are sauandered for purposes which do
not contribute to improving the well-being and security of peoples.

Mr. BORG (Malta): My delegation wishes to focus its comments on agenda
item 67, “Strengthening of security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region”.

Another year has passed since the Committee last considered that item. Yet
again, the interim period has been fraught with a grave escalation of tension. OUF
region, the Mediterranean, has in the past 12 months witnessed an increase in
incidents of confrontation and distrust which have exacerbated the situation.

The events in our region continue to occupy the mind of the international
community. In turn, the small Mediterranean States have been put in a precarious
situation, which needs to receive, and should receive, the attention of the United

Nations as a whole.
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Malta, a small country located in a region straddling the convergence of the
European continent with the contiisents of Asia and Africa, is perturbed and very
much concerned at seeing the commitments we all undertook to uphold when we became
Members of thin Organization not being adwuately safeguarded. Unresolved
auestions like the situation in the Middle ®as*+, in particular the Palestinian
auestion, and the auestion of Cyprus, as well as the turhulent situations which
have led to serious incidents in the Mediterranean, have put in jeopardy the
security and stability of the Mediterranean States and have increased the grave
danger of direct confrontation between the mose powerful nations.

The challenges which we are all facing, particularly the vulnerable States of
the Mediterranean, make it all the more important to find support and refuge in the
United Nations. For countries like my own, the United Nations remains the uniaue
forum where all States have the same rights and privileges as well aa **: sane
duties and obligations. It is the place where no voice goes unheard, since in an
increasingly interdependent world events in a small nation can affect countries all
around the glohe. Precisely, the events in the Mcditerranean in recent months have
again starkly revealed that fact.

It was because of its duties and obligations under the United Nations Charter
that Malta undertook its first endeavours, in the early days of January of this
year, mainly directed to ease tension, to fulfil {ts duty not only to the Maltese
people hut also to the peoples of all Mediterranean countries. The consultations
held during those early initiatives were wide-canging. We expressed to friendly
countries our concern and our views as to how to resolve issues like acts of
terrorism as well as the use of force to resolve issues created by acts of
terrorism - not by resorting to the use of force or economic sanctions, hut by
means of direct or indirect talks, formal or informal discussions among all

countries concerned.
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Besides actively encouraging direct talks between the parties most concerned,
Malta embarked on intensive endeavours to bring together the Prime Ministers of the
Central Mediterranean countriea to discuss the situatic. in the region and also to
examine the Maltese Government’s proposal that the 10 countries undertake the
commitment to refrain from the use of force against each other or to permit
milite.y bases on their territories to be used against each other’s countries.
Unfortunately, the meeting could not be held, as only Libya responded positively to
the Maltese proposal.

The Maitese Government tcok yet another initiative when it invited the foreign
ministers of the regional non-aligned count.ies to a meeting to Adiscusa the tense
situation in the Central Mediterranean region and to draw up a common policy. This
initiative also fell through, ae it did not elicit the response it deserved.

The Maltese Governmant continued its efforts to reduce the already existing
and increasiny tension. Meetineoc rere held with the Libyan and the Italian
Governments. There was also direct and continual contact witn the United States
Go.-rnment, in an attempt to find a solution to the already precarious situation.
In spite of those efforts, the wishes of the Maltese Government to ovoid trouble
and conflict were not fulfilled.

The commit.ese will recall the incidents involving the use of force which arose
in the wake of the manoeuvres held in the Gulf of Sidra. The Malteee Government
had, prior to these incidents, expreneed its feeling that it was not necessary to
deploy military aircraft or warships in order to assert one’s right. in accordance
with internaticnal law,

Furthermore, as soon as it was learned that as a result of other terrorist
attacks the use of force v 18 being contemplated, the Maltese Government made fresh

efforts to avert further incidents. It conveyed to other Mediterranean Governments
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its preoccupation and the ways wh.ch in its view could lead to international
understanding in the Mediterranean region, favouring a peaceful climate, lessening
the tension and increasing the prospacts of peace in the Central Mediterranean.

It transpired however that, in spite of assurances that the situation was not
thought likely to lead to the use of force, that actually happened. On the other
hand, the Maltese Government had perceived the gravity of the situation and the
necessity for a final effort to prevent the use ot force.

Following the grave turn of events in the Gulf of sidra when fighting broke
out, Malta found itself once again in the unenviable position of being the country
closest to the scone of hostilities,

Those initiatives, which as I have stated proved futile, were hacked up by
efforts made by Malta here at the United Mations, precisely through the Security
Council. That highest international forum has time and again slowed the onrush of
events, gained time for vital changes in direction, produced face-saving mechanisms
and substituted talk for violent action. It *~a set important guidelines for the
solution of complex problems and provided, with the c¢>-operation of the
Secretary-General, all manner of forms of conciliation, mediation, good offices,
fact-finding, truce observation and auiet diplomacy.

Immediately Malta took the initiative and on 26 March 1986 it called for an
urgent Security Council meecing, where it reiterated its appeal to the concerned
parties to er ' into consultations in order to resolve all the differences which
existed between then; on the basis of the principles relating to the peaceful
settlement of disputes. The representative of Malta also pointed out that

“The latest incidents have shown that the rejection of the peaceful
approach advocated by Malts and agreed to hy Libya in January has not helped

to resolve the problems which exist. On the contrary, it has exacerbated
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them. My Government’'s eppeal for prudence and reason to prevail therefore
romaine as earnest as it ever was, The reasons why this appeal should he
heeded are more than ever evident. %e stand ready to assist and co-operate in
any action that could resolve the present difficult fes and open the way for

their just and Lasting resolution®. (8/PV,2668, p. 18)

Malta'’s effortn to achieve an agreement to avert a worsening of the sitaatiom
and the cessation of those acts that gave rise to the tenaion were unsuccessful
The Council took no steps in this reqard except for a number of meetinqgs.

On Saturday, 12 April 1986, when in the Maltese Government’@ opinion the
situation had become very serious, Malta again reauested a Security Council
meeting, to consider that situation. This time it presented a draft resolution
calling on all parties concerned

"t> desist from all further action which could lead to the use of armed force

in the Central Mediterranean”
and entrust inq

“the Secretary-General to take immediate appropriate action with the parties

concerned to ensure that only the peaceful means envisaged by the United

Nations Charte: are utilized to reconcile any difference8 between them”.

(8/117984)

On Monday, 14 April 1986, while the Security Council was still considering the
item and informal consultations were in process on the draft rasolution submitted
hy Malta, a meeting was held in Malta hetween the Liby: n Prime Miniater and the
Maltese Government. At the Latter meeting, the situation in the Mediterranean was
closely examined in order to plan measures that could bhe taken by the two sides to
resolve all auentiona by peaceful means rather than by the use of force.
Unfortunately, that name evening we heard the news that Tripoli and Benghaai had

been attacked. The worat, which Malta had predicted, had actualiy occurred.
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The Security Council then entered a new phase. Malta, on 21 April 1986, again
intervened and drew the attention of the Council to the initiatives taken by Malta
this year in its strenuous efforts to avert the crisia in the Mediterranean. On
that occasion the Maltese representative stated that the Malta Government had

“at al) <imes emphasized the need for preventive diplomacy and the use of

neqotiat iors to avoid the use of force. We tried it . . . twice with the

Security Council. At n.. time 4.4 we try, even unconsciously, to lead anyoune

into a state of false expectationa by presenting, or even hinting at,

possihilities that did not even exist. We were at all times concerned with
the true facts, and it was those bare facts of life that my Prime Minister

explained to averybhody, especially the partners directly involved in the

dinpute”. (S/PV.2682, p. 21)

Notwithstanding all. those calls aimed at promotina the methods of peaceful
consultation in contra-t to the resort to force, we found no response. Thia
eventually brought in its wake the perils of increasing confrontation and
polarization in our region. Ever since, Malta has continued its endeavcure to
bring peace and co-operation to the Mediterranean region. At every occasion which
arises, Malta is in the forefront of the movement aiming at peace ant! disarmament.

F’or Malta, a policy for reqional peace and co-operation is an integral part of
the policies it purmues for its national development. o0ur statue of neutrality and
non-aliqnment, in directly contrihuting towards the lersenlng of tension8 around
us, helps consolidate our process of national development. On a wider level, we
find that our status of neutrality and non-alignment permits us to take significant
initiatives both at the bilateral and at he multilateral levels for rcqional peace

and co-operation.
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Malta's role in the Non-Ali~rned Movement, in the Commonwealth, in the Council
of Europe and in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope (CSCE) hae
always heen one that strives for peace, security and co-operation in the region.

The far-reaching initiative taken hy the Mediterranean Foreign Miniaters of
non-aligned countries at their September 1984 meeting at Valletta is in itself a
milestone, tackling directly the issues that are themselves the cause of teneion in
the region. The Heads of State or Government, at the Eighth Non-Aligned Summit
Conference, held at Har wre in September of this year, welcomed the decision of the
Mediterranean non-aligned members to hold meatings when they deem neceaaary at the
foreign-ministerial level, the next to be neld in Yugoslavia. The summit meeting
also encouraged ministerial meetingn to take place whenever necessary in order
further to contribute, in a concrete manner; both to the stability of the region
and to the promotion in the region of functional co-operation in various fields
among the non~aligned Mediterranean members and between them and European
countriea. My delegation sincerely hopes that the Committee will indeed
unanimously suppoi.t and endorse such a decision, which is an ongoing and etfective
contr ihution towards peace, security and co-operation in the Mediterranean.

On another front, and precisely within the CSCE, Malta has worked assiduocusly
in favour of tha concept that the security of the Mediterranean is closely linked
with European security. On 1 August 1975, when the Final Act of the Conference was
signal, the Mediterranean process was launched. Malta, whose history has been
built on acts of war and strife in an endless series of warfare and hloodehed, has
dedicated itself to transforming the Mediterranean into a region of peace and
co~oneration.

The agreement reached at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and

Security-Building Measures and pDisarmament in Furope on measures for confidence and
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security-building is important for the reduction of tension in Europe and in the
Mediterranean and will nerve as . basis for further elaboration at the third
follow-up meeting that began a few days ago at Vienna. It is significant to note
that the Maltese proposal to include naval activities in the Mediterranean in the
system of measures to pe adopted for greater security in Europe has been accepted
by the Stockholm Conference. The 35 participants agreed that amphibjious manosuvres
in European waters including the Mediterranean, as well as manoeuvres on the
continent, were to be included in the new scheme of notif tcation and obaervat ion of
military activitie~, The Conference also agreed on a declaration on the use of
Force between its members, and reiterated the participants’ determination to app.v
that principle in a reciprocal manner in their relations with the Mediterranean
Statee.

Encouraged by the results in Stockholm, Malta continues vigorously to pursua
its goal of furthering and consolidating measures to enhance peace and security in
the region within the CSCE process. In this regard Malta has called upon the
Vienna follow-up conference to re-examine the Mediterranean document, which forms
an integral part of the Helsinki Final Act. We beliave that the time is ripe to
review the achievements or failures in the implementation of thr Mediterranean
chapter since the adoption of the Final Act. Accordingly, we have proposed the
convening of an expert group, to he composed of the 35 CS participating States,
to consider thin matter.

A second proposal submitted by Malta in this connection relates to the
prevention and control. of terrorism. Here again, we have proposed the holding of
an expert-level meeting with the participation of the 35 Suatws of the CSCE and of

all the Mediterranean states.
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Malta's efforts within the CSCE are being complemented by other efforts in the
Council of ERurope, where particular attention has been given to the serious
developments in the Mediterranean and to the aueation of terrorism, a scourge which
had created havoc and brought international condemnation. On 22 April 1986, in
line with Malta’s efforts over the past tew montha in the Security Council, in the
Non-Aligned Movement and in varioue bilateral contacte, the Minister of Foreign
Affairs of Malta went before the 21 States mambers of the Council of Europe and
reiterated Malta’s position that the problems of our region, including the problem
of international terrorism, can he aolved only through peaceful dialogue between
European and Arab countries, and not through the use of force.

In thie context the Foreign Minister of Malta atressed the willingness that
exists on the part of various Arab countries to join in the fight against
international terrorism and proposed that a c¢ontact group at ministerial level he
formed, consisting of four States members of the Council of Europe and four Arah
countries, to discuss all imsues related to the auestion. There was agreement
among ministers on the principle that a dialoque between European and Arab
countries must be established. Malta’s specific proposal for the setting up of a
contact group was given detailed and serious consideration, and it was decided that
further discussion8 were reauired to examine this ide... The ministers of the
Council also decided that a conference of ministers responeible for combating
terrorism should be held before the em: of 1986.

It is to be pointed out that Malta's stand on the woerst phenomenon of our
times, which has touched many if not all countries of the Mediterranean, has been
elaborately put forward by Malta's Prime Minister when he spoke at the inauguration
of an Interpol Furopean Regional Conference in Valletta earlier this year. The

Prime Ministcr stressed Malta's total commitment to collaborate with all countries
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in combating terrorism and other crimes. He stated that Malta would not conceal
any information from any country on the preparation and perpetration of terrorist
activity. He added that the sharing of information on terrorist activities should
transcend all other political considerations and that that was the first step that
should be taken if one wished effectively to deal with the plague of terrorist
activities.

The Prime Minister emphasized that the Maltese Goverument was totally
committed to discourging the perpetration of terrorist activities emanating from
any source. As an example, he mentioned h ‘ackfng, and he said that the Maltese
Government's policy was that it would not subscribe to any request by hijackers,
whatever the conseauences and however Ligh the price. Malta showed that firm stand
when it strongly refused to give fuel to a hijacked Egyptian Airline plane and made
it clear to one and all that its airport was not going to serve as a refuelling
station in hijacking incidents.

In inviting other Governments to study this concept, Malta's Prime Minister
has also stated that the Maltese Government dote not bhelieve that international
terrorism can be overcome by military intervention, whether full scale or
sporad ic. Military intervention would only increase wunter-reaction. Malta’s
positio: on this problem is on record. It is against all forms of terrorism,
whatever their manifestions, be they perpetrated by individuals or be they
irresponsible acts of States. The Mediterranean countries have been witness to
many brutal and horrific acts of terrorism, and, with perseverance and
determination, those same Mediterranean countries can be rid forever of this plague.

Ve give stronger effect to its position on terrorism, Malta signed, on

rTO0L

5 Nuvenires .7, the 1977 Ruronean Convention on the Supprussion of Terrorism.
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The European-Mediterranean dialogue that Malta has been promoting in the
political sphere has also been directed towards the promotion of stronger economic
links with both the European Community and the Arab League. Rconomic security is

an essential dimension of security in the Mediterranean. At the meeting of
economic experts of non-aligned Mediterranean members, the view was expressed that
non-aligned Mediterranean countries should la considered as full partners with the
industrialized countries of Europe for the devalopment of the Mediterranean
region. It is the position of the Malteae Government that one way i.. which the
European Community can enhance the political stability of the non-membsr
Mediterranean States is through more dialogue between the Community countries and
non-member Mediterranean wuntries. That could also be furthered were more
emphasis and appreciation to be given to the Mediterranean policy of the

Communt ty. Important progress has been achieved in that regard, and the European
Community is responding positively to those developments.

From the early 197°s8 it has been the Maltese Government’s policy to establish
strong relations of friendship and co-operation with European countries and with
all Arab nations, especially those of the Mediterranean Ii'\ctoral States. The Arah
League always supported Malta's efforts for peace in the Mediterranean region. In
1983, during the final discussion of the Madrid CSCE Meeting, the Arab League
issued a declaration of support for Malta's efforts to organize a meeting ~€
Mediterranean wuntriee. The Arab League sent an observer to the September 1984
meeting of Foreign Ministers of Mediterranean non-aligned wuntriee. We intend to

strengthen our efforts to bring long-lanting peace and co-operation to that region.
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Malta hae worked towards a bettor future for its people. Together with other
member States of the Non-Aligned Movement, it hae endeavoured at the regional level
to apply the goals and ohjectivts of non-alignment, not only in the region itself,
hut world-wide. The linkage that exists between the political and the economic
security at! the littoral States of the Mediterranean is an inevitsble dimension
within which all peace-loving States of the Mediterranean have striven in these
last few years. The difficulties and problems faced, or chat will be fac-d, by
those States are enormous. Yet the challenges posed by the political and conomic
realities can be taken up only if there i8 a genuine determination to move forward
and act collectively. The Mediterranean non-aligned countries have a role to play
in defining the destiny of their countries and their region, a region full of
strife, crisis and tension.

The destiny of the Mediterranean must be decided by the countries of that
region. In the same way that we reject terrorism, we also reject armaments,
nuper-Power rivalry and confrontation, the use of military power and all other
forms of insecurity, whether political, economic or social. The United Nations has
an important role to play. We earnestly hope and expect that the endeavours of the
non-aligned Mediterranean countries will £ind active and practical support and
encouragement on the part of the membership o€ this Organization and by the United
Nations itself.

Mr. MORBL (France) (interpretation from French) ¢ On 21 November the
representative of the United Kingdom stated the views of the countries members of
the Ruropean Community on international security items, and thus stated the views

of my country as well. My delegation wishes to add a few comments we think to he

important.



EMS/6 AIC. 1/41/PV .57
27

(Mr. Morel, France)

My first comment concerns how international security auestions art presented
in the United Nations. My dtlegat ion could not fail to not ice both in statements
and in the documents before the Committee a tendency to dramatist th. assessment of
today’s international climate. Reference is made at random to htighttned
confrontation and to the growing danger of nuclear self-destruction. To be sure,
we must not underestimate the seriousness of the present international situation;
it is proper and desirable that, more than any r~ther Committee, the First Committee
should take the measure of what i:: at stake. But We have to see things as they
are. We think that it is more useful to analyst the various aspects and the
complexity of the situation than to give way to doom-saying.

We aver that the subject of this debate on international security is in fact a
certain number of specific situations that take different forms: conflicts, the
occupation of territories, repression, failure to rerrpect human rights, or
terrorism. Others involve economic imbalances and emergency situations with a
direct effect on the security of States and their populations. We believe that the
international community’s efforts are best deployed on the basis of such a precise
analysis of the situation. To increase anxiety is tentamount to encouraging
fatalism, exacerbating misunderstanding and clouding judgemtnt. More than anything
else, we reauirt a sense of responsibility.

My second point is that the international community possesses a matchless tool
to that end: the Charter of the United Nations. We must constantly refer back to
the Charter as the fundamental law of international relations. Nations have only
one constitntion; the international community has only one Charter. obviously, the
Charter cannot provide immediate and precise answers to all of today’s problems,

but because of the very universality of its purposes and principles it defines a
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sinqgle and irreplaceable framework for the behaviour of States. We cannot fall to
reiterate that lasting security ceauires that all adhere to those purposes and
principles.

Therefore, we consider that ideas or pcopoaals regarding the eetahlinhment of
new systems of security - even if based on the Charter - can only imperil the
central role of that Charter. On the pretext of supplementing the Charter, these
would tend to establish competing systems, thus undermining its provisions. Such
attempts art dangerous because they encourage irresponsibility in those who might
be tempted to free themselves from the obligations incumbent upon us all.

Moreover , we must ponder the inherent implications of any reference to a new
system - or, ultimately, to a new organization. Do we truly believe that the long
and cruel experience of the international community during t-he twentieth century is
a product of old systems of thought? Do we believe that on the basis of categories
Yet to be defined we can somehow classify the historical developments that led to
the present situation? We think that is8 a very risky line of thought that could
lead to ambiguities, conflicting interpretations and, ultimately, to the breakup of
the international system.

The current difficulties of the United Nations 8yscem are obvious, and we are
not seeking to deny them. Above all they reflect ideological, political, economic
and social differences in the world today. wWwe must base ourselves on rhat reality,
which is neither new nor old, but which is auite simply inevitable. It is not that
we should acouiesce in this. The entire policy of my country - its rejection of
blocs, its steadfast encouragement of negotiation amo: the parties to a conflict.
its auest for practical solutions to increase confidence - is aimed rather at
transcending the divisions of today’s world. Rut in order to have a chance
qgradually, step by step, to overcome those divisions, we mus: begin by

acknowledging that they cannot be abolished through a miracle or a decree.
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In this necessary work, reauiring much patience, the United Nations has an
ideal tool: the Security Council, 4 body for taking both decisions and action.
Nothing seems to us more appropriate in this dehatt than recall‘ng the need to
respect the distinction among the respective functions of uUnited Nations bodies,
particularly between those of the Security Council and the General Assembly, and
collectively reaffirming our support for the activities of the Secretary-General.
If we trul- wish to remedy the shortcomirgs of tha United Nations system, 1st us
begin by makinc tt»r use of the means it provides.

In prescribing full implementation of the Charter - the entire Charter - we
art not, Of course, denying the changes that have occurred i1 the modern world and
the interrelated way in which major >roblems must be handled. Security cannot be
considered only from the military viewpoint; it is increasingly tied to the way in
wt h States can respond to their development needs. It is well known that for
many vears now France has emphasized the relationship among security, disarmamer.t
and development; we would like to see that relationship occupy a growing place in
the thinking of the United Nations.

It is recognized today that strengthening irternational security would also
help create a political climate that could contribute to more effective
international co-operation for development. Only in a context where security is
assured can State= freely and in full sovereiynty select and implement the
development methods they consider most spropriate in the light of their own
situation., Many other examples of that relationship in the approach to current
problems can he cited, . it | dc¢c not wish to rehearse thttn in this more general

deba’e on auestions of internat.onal security.
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My country-s thinking on the auhject tefore us is auite clear. It is baaed on
respect for the Charter,, on the cardinal factor of how States behave in practice
and on consideration of specific nituationa. Wore complete and sounder security
can be achieved not through a system that is defined in abstract terms, but thrcugh
States fully shoulderimg their responaibilities in the framework they have freely
chosen - the United Nations Charter.

Mr. ALATAS { Indonesia) : We are all aware of the special significance of
our consideration of irternational security issues taking place at thie time,
during the ‘international Year of Peace. 1t affords us an nccasion for sober
reflection and reassessment of the multidimensional aspects of international peace
and security ané their interrelationship with the auestions ¢ / disarmament and
development., This is also an opportunity to map out our further strateqgieo for the
realization of these cherished goals.

T¢ hardly needs reiteration that the hopes engendered 40 years ago for a world
order in which the United Nations would be the quarantor of peace and the protector
of States against acts of aggression and other hreachea of the peace have not been
made a reality. Rather, the internation.l security environment continues to be
characterized hy a preponderant reliance on military strength and the use or threat
of force, domination, exploitation, and coercion. Conseaucntly, there has been no
slackaning of internat ionsl tension, mutual mistrust and insecurity.

Yet the dangers we face today are heyond mankind’s experience, as the Past
offers us no precedent on how to deal with the nuclear menace. The nuclear age has
fundamentally transformed existing concepts of security and stra.egic thinking and
notions of military superiority or tactical advantage. The objective of achieving

unilateral security through armaments has also proved to he a dangerous myth. The

fact remains that there are no effective defences against missiles armed with
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nuclear warheada. Neither auantitative additions nor aualitative improvements to
nuclear arsenals can diminish vulnerahility Or lead tO absolute security. Thus
neither kast nor West, North nor South can he secure when the other aide In
innecure. There can only he either mutual msecurity or mutual insecurity, and the
only rational option l1iea in seeking common smecurity through digarmament.,

None the less, the concept of daterrencr cont inues to he embraced as a logical
and even morally defensible neceasity, even thouqh in reality It is faberent ly
unatable, premised as it ia on a perpetual state of fear rather than mutu. t runt,
and it is especially frightaning for those having no influence or leverage as to
ita operation. It must therefore he recoqnized that the avoldance of nuclear
catactrophe cannot be ensured indef initely hy such doctrines. Genuine and lasting
peace and security can he achicved only hy the effective implementat! »n of the
collective mecurity aystem embhodied in the Charter, the reversal of the arms race
and substantia' redaction of armaments, part icularly nuclear weapons. At the name
time, the causes of the arms race and threats te peace should be reduced and
eliminated through, inter alla, the peaceful and just resolut Lon of conflicts and
disputes.

Every year has brought advances in the technoloqy Of warfare and of
weapon~systems and their spread to more and more nations, assur ing that. | uture wars
wi 11 be even more destructive. rRvery year we have witneased the immense suffering
that even conventional weapons can cause - whirh should remind us of the
unspeakable horrors of nuclear war. Rvery vear glohalmilltary expend it uree have
cont inued to eacalate, and they are now approaching $1 t r { 11ion a year. Hence , the
more we strive for security from external threats through ever-increasing military
budgets, the more vulnerat:ie We become to the internal threat of economic fallure

and social disruption leadinqg to political instability. The impact. of an increase
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in armaments on the developing countries is Adfisturbing'y different from that of the
advanced, industr ial ized nations. It often results in increased human deprivation
of the poorer sectionsa of their sociaties. Tt also enlarges the risk of Calling
into new dependency relationshipa and subtler forms of neo-~colonialism,

Tt is also qenerally recognized that security concerns and security prohlems
often have regional sourcea. It ia most distreasing that practically all the warm
of thr past 40 years - me 150 of them - have been fought or are still raglng in
the reqions of Afr ica, Asia und Latin 4mer fca. The persistence of apartheid and
colonialism in nouthern Africa and the aggressive and expansionist policies of
Tarael in the Middle rast, as well’ as the focal points of teneion and strife in
South Asia and South-East Asia, the Pacific, Latin America and the Car ibbean, have
bean the main causes of insec urity and conflict, and many of them have been further
complicated hy the superimposition of strategic East-West rivalry and contention.

In thia situation, the dilemma facing the « eveloping non-aligned nations is
not no much one of acauiring more armaments as of attaining security through
altarnative means, especially by participating in an effective system of collective
® ecurity in which the obligations and responsibilit s for making the world safe
for all are shared hy all. For these nations, and indeed for the rest of the
international community, the realization of the vision of collective security
anvistaged by the Charter is not mere idealimm, hut an urgent practical necessity.

It is equally neceanary to strengthen the role of regional organizationa in
reasolving their particular security concerns and in contributing to viable and
cohesive atructurea of economic and social (levelopment. We are particularly
gratified hy the growing interest In regional approaches to deal with security
issues, as it has always been Indoneaia‘s conviction that reqgional organizations

are uniquely placed to propose solutionsa to local contlicts and thereby minimize
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the possaibility of groat-Power involvement, with all ites attendant risks. In this
context, | reaffirm the determination and commitment of the Member States of the
Aasociation of South-Past Asian Nations (ASRAN) to continue to work assiduously for
the enhancement of peace, security and common prosper. y in their own region.

ASFAN co-operation is grounded on mutual respect Cot the independence,
sovereignty, eauality, territorial integrity and national identity of all States in
our region. We have recognized the right of every Member State to lead its
national existen.e free from foreign interference, intervention, subversion or
coercion. We have solemnly renounced the use or threat of force in the conduct of
our relationahipn. And, with a view to strengthening national and regional
resilience, we have developed ever-expa: ‘ng co-operative endeavours in the
economic, social and cultural fielde. All Lhese have fostered a growing
convergence of perceptions in the field of security as well. Conseauently, a
common view has evolved on the basic nature of the threat to security in south-East
Asia and on the essential reauisites for regional harmony and peace, without which
national development cannot proceed.

This inevitarly led to the promulgation of the concept of a Zone of Peace,
Freedom and Neutrality that, would encompass all States in the region. ZOPFAN, as
it is now known hy its acronym, embraces a set of guideline8 which would constitute

a code of conduct governing relations hetwen the States within the zone as well as

with those cutgide it.
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It lists the measures and voluntary restraints to he commonly agreed upon and
undertaken by the regional Staten and the external Powers, especially the major
Powers; and, as a matter of coursa, it retterates the call for strict ohaervance of
the basic principles of Inter-State relations that govern ASEAN as a whole and to
which | referred,

Ever mindful of the nuclear threat that confronts our strategically
significant region, my Government has long advocated the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in South-East Asia as part of our regional approach to
security and disarmament. It is our ardent hope that the proposed South-East Asian
zone will become a reality in the ‘near future, thereby f »rming a natural extension
of the South Pacific nuclear-free zone.

We share the belief that if the international community is determined to
achieve true security a profound reassessment is necessary of the essence and
implications of the interrelated issues of disarmament, development and security.
We also agree that in this nuclear age the concept of security cannot any longer be
confined to the military aspects alone, hut needs to be broadened to include the
political, economic, social and humanitarian dimensions as well.

Tn that context, my elegation has ncted with interest the initiative by the
socialist countries for the cstahliehment of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security. The proposal, as outlined by the representative
of the Soviet OUnion and others, deserves our careful consideration. We
particularly note their assurance that the thrust of their initiative is not to
suhstitute, revise or duplicate the United Nations Charter but, rather, to provide
more detailed implementation of its provision6 in the context of contemporary
realities and that the Organization would indeed play a key part in its

realizstion. We welcome that, for Indonesia is firm in ita belief that the Charter
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continues to provide the single appropriate system for the maintenance of
international peace and security. Hence, what needs to be done first and foremost
is to ® trengthen the Charter’'s mechanism6 for peaceful conflict resolution and
ensure the faithful implementation of ita collective security provisions,

While new approaches to international peace and security would indeed reauire
new thinking and new concepts, at the same time existing problems and challenges
must he met and resolved. Intensified efforts to achieve genuine disarmament and
arms reductione, especially in the nuclear field, need to be exerted as a priority
task. What is also reauired 18 the comprehensive and just resolution of the many
conflicts and disputes in various regions of the world which are ths legacies of
past policies based on power, military domination and coercion. The non-military
threats to national and international security - for example, mass poverty, hunger,
underdevelopment, and inecuitahle structures and modalities in the present
international economic system - should c.early be tackled as well. Indeed, if the
major Powers were to allocate even a small portion of their resources now being
spent on weapons towards enhancing international economic security the world would
already be safer and more secure for all. The improvement of North-South relations
and the establis! ment of a more democratic and just international economic order
thus constitute key elements in any comprehensive approach to international peace
and security.

It 1s on the basis of those universally shared c<bjecti 28, as well as the
indispensability of international co-operation in efforts towards their attainment,
that my delegation considers a continuing dialogue on varioue new approaches and
new efforta towarda strenqthaning international peace and security to he of

euhstant ive merit.



BG/8 AI/C. 1/81/PV. 57
38

Mr. TMMERMAN (United Stater of America): The United States delegation
wishes to share its views with other delegations on the subject of strengthening
international security, and particularly on draft resolution A/C.1,/41/L..89 - a
proposal to estahlish a so-called ‘comprehensive system of international peace and
security”., Since the draft reoolution and the accompanying letter from its
sponaors were first circulated on 14 August in document A/41/191, the united States
has examlned this initiative closely, and we have objections both to the draft
resolution and the underlying premises on which it is based.

The sponsors of draft resolution L.89 claim that the complexities of the
contemporary world reauire new political thinking on the part of all countries,
large and small, developed and underdeveloped. vet, the more our delegation looks
at this proposal and its rationale the more the phrase ‘old wine in a new bottle”
comes to mind. What the sponsors have submitted here is a repackaged compendium of
old, familiar and shop-worn ideas that have been heard before and discredited.

To begin with, What is the purpose of this exercise? The draft resolution
itself i8 commendably short and, on first reading, seems innocuous; its preambular
paragraphs contain apocalyptic language about the self-destruction of mankind.
However , we agree with one point: the need to strengthen the foundations of
international security on the basia of the United Nations Charter. The United
States is proud to have helped draft the Charter and has always fully supported the
principles enshrined in it. The Charter has successfully provided the basis for
collective security and the peace-keeping activities of the Organization intended
to secure such security.

The sponsors of this draft resolution, however, appear to believe that the
concept of collective security enshrined in the Charter needs to be redefined.
They propose to do this through the establiehmerrt of some new, amorphous

“comprehensive system of international peace and security”. The United States
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would argue that, rather than elaborate a new system or document, the sponsors of
draft resolution L.89 should work on a priority basia for the full implementation
by their Governments of the carefully worked-out and very flexible document that we
already have - the tuUnited Nations Charter.

The United states delegation believes that the underlying reason for
international tension and feelings of insecurity is that Member States have not
fully utilised the existing system of collective security emo.'ied in the Charter.
The thrust of this initiative, however, js that the Charter somehow needs to be
supplemented or even replaced entirely hy a new and undefined *system”. 1s it the
intent of the sponsors to rewrite or replace the United Nations Charier? My
delegation can state categorically that the United States is unalterahly opposed to
such an effort. The Charter has nerved all of us well for over four decades; it
does not need revision on the basis of so-called *new political thinking”. In my
delegation's view, it is Irreplaceable.

Careful scrutiny of the letter contained in document A/41/191 offers revealing
insights into the intention of the sponsors of this proposal; it also provides some
striking contrasts hetween their hyperbolic rhetoric and the grim reality of
today's world .

First - and | shall ‘uote from the letter - the sponsors hold that States
should not rely on “military or technological means” to resolve disputes; rather,
they insist that the maintenance of internatiunal security is a “political” task,
to be undertaken collectively by all States, regardless of size, stage of economic
development or political system. The United States draws the attention of
delegations to the stark contrast of that supposition with contemporary reality: a
client State of the principal sponsor of this draft resolution continues to shore
up a puppet régime in a formerly non-aligned country in south-East Asia with over

100,000 well-armed “tourists”.
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Another client State of that co-sponsor has tens of thousands of its own
well-armed "tourists® playing “advisoiry®™ roles in Beveral atcite-torn African
States, Yet another client State is engaged in destabilizing activities in Central
America. Indeed, that very same co-eponaor has for nearly Beven years now occupied
and propped up the unpopular and unrepresentative régime in Afghanistan, formerly a
non-aligned State, by force of arms and the presence of its own soldiers. PFor the
last seven years, most recently in the resolution adopted on 5 November, the
General Assembly has by ever-increasing majorities deplored this forceful
occupation.

The lesson to be learned is clear. The turmoil afflicing these .countries can
hardly be termed ‘peaceful conditions’. The prolongation of this turmoil through
the actions of the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.89 and their surrogates
is starkly inconsistent with the m-called maintenance of international peace and
security by “political means”.

The United States delegation also notes that document A/41/191 makes pointed
reference to non-interference in the internal affairs of other countries as one Of
the principles for strengthening international security. Here again, the rhetoric
of the sponsors hears no relation to their behaviour in the international arena. I
have already noted the physical presence of well-armed "tourists® from certain
States on the territories of other States. There are other, more subtle, ways by
which the principle of non-interference is being ignored. Through the provision of
arms and other forms of support, the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.89 and
their surrogates are fomenting destahilixntion and civil strife in various parts of
the world, including Central America, Africa, the Middle East, and South and
South-East Asia. Th» United Stotes believes that only through strict compliance by

all States with the principle of non-interference can conflicts in these "hotbeds
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of tension” - to use the sponsors’ terminology ~ be reduced and, ultimately,

eliminated.

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.89 purport to place substantial
emphasis on the concept of *economic security”. However, document A/41/191 ignores
the advances achieved at the General Assembly's historic special session on Africa
earlier this year, which discarded ideological dogma in favour of serious,
practical and non-polemical consideration of the problems of indebtedness and
underdevelopment. Economic issues should be dealt wi'th on their merits, rather
than being forced into a rigid mould of thinking. It would hardly serve the
interests of developing nstiona in Africa or elsewhere if the dialogue on economic
issues at the United WNations were to be repoliticized.

The United States also strongly rejects the biased and baseless premise that
"neo-colonialist exploitation" of developing countries contributes to international
instability. A brief review of the record will prove that the Western democracies
far and away outstrip the sponsors of this draft resolution in supporting economic
development in the third world.

For example, in 1983 total net deliveries of economic assistance from the
Warsaw Pact countries to developing nations was only one tenth of that provided by
the industrialized countries of the West. Even more revealing statistics are
contained in General Assembly document A/41/461 of 16 July this yezr. This
document notes thst in 1984 Western industrialized democracies provided
approximately 86 per cent of the voluntary contributions received by the United
Nations system for operational activities for development. In contrast, the
Governments of Eastern Rurope combined provided exactly 1 per cent of such
contributions, The remaining 13 per cent was provided by the developing nations
themselves. The same document slso notes that the Western democracies and the

devel: >ing countries together contributed over $472 million to the refugee,
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humanitarian, special economic, and disaster relief activities of the United
Nat ions in 1984. On the other hand, the Governments of Eastern Europe contributed
not a single cent to these activities.

The United States notes with surprise the description in document A/41/191 of
humanitarian issues as a key factor in the maintenance of international security.
We are intrigued by the sweeping assertion in the sponsors’ letter that

“The security of States is inseparable from the struggle for the full

implementation <€ human rights in all fields”. (A/41/191, p. 3)

Indeed, we wonder what {8 meant by this phcaae, just as we wonder about the real
motives ¢ e sponsors of that other nehuloua document, A/C.1/41/L.89.

Do the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.89 contend that States whose
citizens are in full possession of their civil and political rights are less
belligerent, and therefore less likely to engage in destabilizing their
neighbours? If that is so, then the United States is in complete agreement.
History has repeatedly demostrated that democratic Governments do not attack their
neighbours.

However , the United States suspects that the sponsors of draft resolution
A/C.1/4)/L.89 seek to link the security of States and human rights under the
dangerous premise that the human righta cf citizens of a State can be guaranteed
only after the security of the State has been assured. This premise is
unacceptable to members of the democratic community of nations. It permits
Governments to justify aggressive policies toward their neighbours on the pretext
Of ensuring internal security and, allegedly, of secucing the human rights of their
citizens. The United States rejects sny such formulation. States that guarantee
the human rights of their citizens do not provoke war. States that ignore the

human rights of their citizens, on the other hand, do.
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The united Staten agrees that neither world nor regional security can he taken
for granted. Collective security is a plant which must be cultivated and watered
regularly. The united Nations itself has made numerous contributions to the
maintenance of security through its peace-keeping forces.

Moreover, the United States af f frms that strengthening international secur ity
18 net the exclusive preserve of Governments. Private groups and individ al
citizens should be perwitted by their Governmen.s to offer their views on ways to
Strenqthen collective security. The United States had a record of strong support
for freedom of opinion and self-expression. We stress the primordial importance of
freedom of speech, a free press ana government81 tolerance for expression of
 nlitical dissent. These are among the essential human rights guaranteed by the
liniversal neclaration of Human Rights, a document which regrettably goes
unmentioned In the sponsors’ letter. In keeping with the principles emhodied in
the Charter of the nited Nations and in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
we call upon all States not to interfere with the civil and poiitical rights of
their citizens, including the right to group aftiliation and the right of all
people to organixe and meet freely in crder to express their viewa on internaticnal
secur ity issues. Specifically, such groups as Charter 77 and the Helsinki
Monitoring Group, both of which are being repressed by many nf the sponsors of this
draft resolution, Should be allowed to share their views an.3 contribute their

opinions ir open diaiogue with their fellow citizena on the important international

auest ions confronting the internat ional community. *

* Mr. Aok i (Japan), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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Finally, .. «a period of financial stringency, the United Nations should
manage its ascarce resourcas responsibiy., Adoption of draft resolution
A/C.1/41/%L.89 may iead to a malignant growih eating away at the Organization. The
United States believes that the moat immediate way for Member States to improve tie
effac-iveneas »f the United Nations ® yrtem is not to embark upon a fruitless
eercise to create some new organization of unknown goals. This can only result in
waste and needless expenditure of time, money and political goodwill. Rather, the
single most effective means Jor enhancing the collective-security provisiona of the
Charter is for all Member Staten to comply fully wit~ their responsibilitiea under
th> Charter The Organisation should not permit itse.i to he directed. toward
elaborating any document or mechanism that would only be duplicative of, and
inimical to, the Charter of ths United Nations - a document that has served us all

well for more than 4 years.
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Mr. VONGSAY (Lao Prople's Democratic Republ ic) ( interpretat ion from
French): My delegation welcomes the Inclusion in our agenda at this session of the
General Assembly of Item 141, “Eatablishmentof a compreh~nsive ® ymtem of
incernat {fonal peace and security”. We hellieve that the underlying reasons that Led
the 10 mocialiat countriea to recuect the inclusion of that important item mhould
almo t: considered at this seaaion. The internat {onal community has turned its
attention to the fate of the world and human civilization in this nuclear SSE2 @  pacc,
age. Nuclmar self-destruction or survival - that is the fateful choice men must
make today. Tt im a truth of which everyone is aware.

Thus both the Heada of State or Government of the non-aligned countries, in
the final Documents of their Righth Conference, held last September at Harare, and
the Leaders of six couni "ies from five contincntn at their last meeting in Mexico,
aware of the serious danger of the military threat hanging over mankind, ® nphaaired
the extreme urgency of adopting

“immediate measurea for the prevention of nuclear war and fo~ nuclear

Adisarm-ment®. (A/41/697, p. 24)

Unfortunately, however, some States continue to take a dangerous approach to the
problems of armm limitation and disarmament, They continue to attempt to achieve
security by force, hy deterrence or L,y a balance of terror rather than by
disarmament. This is obviousaly a highly dangeroun and unrealliatic doctrine, for in
today's world no State, however powerful, can hope to strangthen it8 own security
to the detriment. of others or helieve that It will remain invulnarable In the event
of a nuclear conf ' {ct, Secur itv acannot hut e comprehensive and eaual for all
Statea and peoples nn the planet, whatever thair pol itical and scclal régimer |
whataver their aize and whatever the'r 1avel Of development. Such new politic.’
conceptsa, if T may no desc ribe them, stem from common sense and rea ! {sm and demand

tnat Staten shoulder their responsihi | it Iea towards mankind. To be cowprenensive
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and genuine, secur ity must take #at: account military, political, economic and
humani tarian anpectn. In those various fields of human activity, states murt in
their international relations show goodwill and sincerity in their desire to
wontribute to the maintenance and strengchening of internarionsl peace and eecurity
as they do in the promotion of international economic co-operation for development
and so on.

With regard to military asspects, the Lao Government pays tribute to the Soviet
tnion for its initiatives and ® pecif ic actions in the cause of peace, security and
disarmament. Here we note that the overall programme for comprehensive eecurity
through disarmament put forward by the Soviet Government on 15 January. of this year
entaila the progresajive elimination hetween now and the end of this century of all
nuclear weapons and all other types of weapons of mass dastruction. 1t is to he
reqretted that that body of concrete and realistic proposals tased on that broad
programme suqggested by Mr. Gorbachev at the recent Reyk javlk summit meeting were
not accepted by President Reagan. It musc he recognized that on the Soviet aide
tremendous concesslonn and nacr ifices have been made in the higher interests Of
mankind. Under those proposals, in 10 years all strategic and offensive nuclear
weapona would he eliminated from the Paae of the earth, Unfortunately, however, as
everyona knows, that historic opportunity to ensure thte advent of a nuclear-free
wo,1d has been lost because of the refusal of! the other side to ahandon its
apora lypt ic, so-called atar wars, programme.

At the same time, we pay tribute to the Soviet Union's noble and courageous
decimion to prolong for t fourth consecutive time, until L January 1987, its
unilateral moratorium on all nuclear exploaions. Y t would he highly desirable were
the United sStates and the other nuclear Powers to join in that courageous and

responsible action hy the Soviet union, for we must recognize that the cessation of
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nuclear teating ie a first, decisive and effective step towards halting the
increaned sophisvication of nuclear weapona and, thus, the nuclear-arms race.
Similarly, we bhelieve that the body of proposals and constructive initiative8 of
the countries of the Warsaw Pact would lead o the strengthening of peace and
security, both in Europe and in the rest of the world. With reaard to the
political aspects of security, it Is incumbent uvpwn all States to carry out,
acrupulously and in good faith, their ohligations under the United Nations Charter
and other international instruments, par’ lcularly with regard to respect For the
independe ce, rovereignty and territorial integrity of States, non-interference in
“he internal and external affairs of States, the non-we of force In international
» :lations and the peaceful settlement of international disputes.

Tha Lao People’s Democratic Republic has placed those cardinal principles at
the heart of its foreign policy, but we must point out that the imperialist and
warring forces, in defiance of the fundamental principles enshrined in the Charter
and in the many United Nations declarations and resolutions, are continuing to
perpetrate acts of aggression and destabilization against many sovereign countries
in Asia, Africa and Latin America whose domestic and foreign policies are not to
their liking. Those same Corcee have prevented and are still attempting at any
cost to prevent peoples in the developing countries from enjoying their right to
self-determination and impeding their independence, thereby creating and
exacerhsting hothede of tension and regional conflict.

In Central America the Nicaraguan people, in South-Weat Asia the Afghan
people, continue to be the victims of an undeclared war of aggresaion and a policy
of State terrorism being waged by the warmongering imperialist forces and by the

forces of regional and international reaction. In the Middle Easat, Libya, Syria,



RM/10 A/C.1/41/PV.57
49-50

(Mr. Vongsay, Lao People* s
Democratic Republic)

Lehanon and other countries are also the victims of acts of aggression and
terroriam perpetratsd hy the Zionist forces with the blessing of their imperialist
protectors, In south-East Asia, the imperialiast and expansionist forces and the
forces of regional and international reaction continue to pursue their subversive
and destabilizing activities against the peoples of Indo-China whose external and
domestic policies are not o their liking. That policy ot provocation,
destabilization and subversion has also created an extremely tense situation in
that region. The three countries of Indo~China have spared no effort in attempting
to contribute to the search for a comprrhenaiva, just and lasting poli ical
solution to the problems t:hat prevent peace, co-operation and stability in
South-East Asia, including the so-called problem of Kampuchea. A series of fair
and constructive proposals to that end have been made by Laos, Viet Nam and
Kampuchea, but, unfortunately, the adversaries of the sorely tried Kampuchean
people have attempted at all coats to interfere in the internal affairs of that
country and to prevent them from exercising their sovereign, sacred and inalienable

right to self-determination.
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Thanks to the support and active solidarity given to them by their socialist
brothers, friendly countr ies and peace--loving peoples, those favouring justice and
freedom throughout the world, as weil as international orqanizations, the sorely
tried and long-suffering people of Kampuchea, under thn firm guidance of their
authentic representative, the Government of the People’s Rerublic of Kampuchea, is
at present carrying out its Herculean task of reconstruction and national
consolidation. We have always advocated a political. and negotiated solution to
international and reqfonal disputes and conflicts and we favour any propoeal that
would lezd to the ® stahli8hment of zones of peace, stability and co-operation, free
Of nuclear weapons in the various region »>f the world.

With respect to Asta and the Pacific, the rao Government favours establishing
® nd guaranteeing a lasting peace and an effective security system in this highly
® tretegic region of the world, It would be desirable for all Staten of the region
to redouhle their efforts and co-operate actively and sincerely to achieve this
noble tank. In this context, Laos warmly welcomed the historic proposals made by
the Soviet leader, Mr. Corhachcv, at Vladivostok last July.

We are also convinced that these important proposals wi'l he favourably
welcomed by all States of the region because they clearly respond to the legitimate
aspirations of their respective pecoples to live with each other in peace, security
and f r fendshiyp, in an atmosphere of harmonious and mutually advantageous
co~-operat ion, which is preclisely the purpose of the proposed comprehensive system

of international security.
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Comprehensive and genuine security has no meaning tor people8 who hope to
enjoy it unless it is accompanied hy economic guarantees. Tt is no secret to
anyone that States and peoples today do not enjoy the same level of economic and
social development. The gap continues to widen between the haves and the
have-nots, and the reason for this is well known to all. Tt is to he fouud in the
stark injustice which is characteristic of the present structures of international
economic relations.

We know that a number of resolutions and relevant Declarations of the United
Nations have been adopted in order to redress the situation. Unfortunately, these
important documents, which in particular deal with the cstabliehmont of a new
international economic order and the Charter of the Reconomic Rights and Duties of
States, have so far remained dead letters, because the imperialist States have
refuted to give up their egoistic privileges and their neo-colonialist policy of
exploitation . nd plundering of the natural and human resources of the developing
countrias, a5 well am their policy of economic coercion against the developing
countries for political purposes. The present world economic crisis has simply
made the situation of the developing countries ad of the least developed countries
all the more precarious.

I shall now deal with the humanitarian aspect of comprehensive security.
Although it may be ironic to speak of security for a pwople whose human rights are
heing blatantly violated and whose fundamental freedoms are also heing denied,
including the right to life and ths right to live in peace, the international
community must nevertheless condemn and hanish all doctrines that preach hatred,

mistrust and racial separation between peoplea, Tt is regrettahlc that certain
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State8 continue to condone the criminal systems of apartheid and Zionism, which
victimize the majority of the black population of South Africa and Namihia, as well
as the Palestinian people and the people in the occupied Arah territories. In thie
context, my delegation endorsea the constructive proposal of the Soviet Union
calling for the convening of a conference in Moscow, within the framework of the
Aelsinki process in order to diacums the humanitarian auestions which encompass
human contacts, information, culture and education.

Those are the general comments that came to mind during the consideration of
the auestion of the establishment of a comprehensive and general system of
international peace and security, a system whose purpose is not intended to weaken
the United Nation8 Charter hut, on the contrary, to reinforce it. The
estabhlishment of such a syatem would contribute deciaively ta the advent of a safe
world, a world free from nuclear weapons, where all States und peoples, whatever
their political or social system, would finally be ahle to live in peace, security,
friendship and mutually advantageous co-operation. In pursuit of this noble task,
the United Nation8 will of course he called on to play a major role, Indeed, a
unicue role, one which we must all commit ourselves to strengthen.

Mr. ZIPPORI (lerael): 1 vould like to limit my short remarks to agenda
item 67, entitled “Strengthening of security and co-operation in the Mediterranean
vegion®, Last week we all heard the Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Soviet Union make an eloauent appeal for the establisbhment of a reliable system of

global and regional security. He stated very rightly, that
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“A rsliahle system of glohal security is impossible without a sound moral
and psychological atmosphere, without openness of policy and actions, without
the promotion of a spirit of peace in the peoplea of the world. The heart of
such a system is a spirit of tolerance and mutual respect, and the
introduction throughout the world of a political mentality making it

impossible to cultivate militarism, hatred and violence.” (A/C.1/41/PV.52,

p. 39)

Nowhere in the world is that spirit of toler.nce more needed than in the
Middle East. There are many other international conflicts, both in our region and
elsewhere, but in no other case ha8 the animosity and hatred been expressed in such
virulent terms and over such a long period. In no other conflict have all the
channels for discussion or negotiation been so finally closed by one side to the
conflict. This attitude of the Arah neighhour of Israel and the action emanating
from it is a major source of one of the major conflicts in the Mediterranean area -
the Arah-Israel conflict. This is clearly demonstrated by the fact that all the
Arab States, with one important and courageous exception, still consider themselves
at war with Israel, a situation which ia a blatant violation of the Nnited Nations
Charter, and which has continued ever since Israel's Arab neighbours invaded it on
the very day of it8 Declaration of Indepe-Aence. When this war ended to their
great surprise in lIsrael’s victory, they d not accept Israel's heartfelt
invitation to enter into peace talks to transform the temporary armistice
agreements into final peace treaties. Not only did they not make peace but they
initiated three more wars, an economic boycott, and an unparalleled campaign of
terror against Israeli citizens at home and abroad. In spite of this record,

Israel showed itself eager to sit down and negotiate with any of its neighbours, as
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it did in reaponse to the initiative of the late President Anwar Sadat of Egypt in
1977, which culminated in the Camp David Agreementa and the lIsrael-Egypt Peace
Accord.

Thus for the first time a channel of normal communication was opened between
Israel and one of its neighbours., 1t is true that Eqypt and Israel do not agree on
all subjects, but in stark cont ast to all the other Arab States these
disagreements are diecussed through diplomatic channels. This is the normal manner
of settling affairs between States and peoples. Thus a change, which so many
speakers in thin dehate have emphasized is the crux of establishing an area of
peace and security anywhere in the world, ha8 been initiated. And yet these
agreements, instead of being praised and emulated by other Arah States, are
denounced hy them. Egypt is attacked for its stateasmanship, as when
President Aasad of Syria in a broadcast on Radio Damascus on 27 February 1986
stated:

“I call on President Muharak of Egypt to stand before the masses and tear the

Camp David Accord to shreds.”
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In spite of continued rebuffs by its neighbours for the last 37 yearn, Israel

has not given up trying to achieve peace. Former Prime Miniater and now Minister

of Foreign Affairs shimon Pere , addressing the General Assembly on

21 October 1985, explained what, in his view, should be the basic principlea of a

peace initiative in the Middle East. He said,

to

"L.et all parties to the dispute facilitate a new phase in the Arah-Israeli
peace by renouncing and putting an end to the use of violence.

"this new initiative should he based on the following principles:

“First, the oL _ :ctive of the<e negotiations is to reach peace treaties
between Israel and the Arab States, as well as to reolve the Palestinian issue.

“Secondly, neither party may impose pro-conditions.

“Thirdlv negotiatione are to be baaed on United Nation6 Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) and on willingness to entertain
suggestiona proposed by other participants.

“Fourthly, neqotiatione are to be conducted directly, between Staten.

“Fifthly, if deemed necessary those negotiatione may be initiated with
the support of an international forum, as agreed upon by the neqot ating

States,." (A/40/PV.42, p. 59)

Again this year, Foreign Minister, now Prime Minister, Shamir, in an address
the General Assembly at its forty-first session, on 30 September 1986, said
“we cherish peace; we pray for it and we teach its blessings to our children.
Our entire people rejoiced when, after decades of war which were forced upon

us, we were ahle to build a t ridge of peace with one of our Arab neighboura.

ca .

... To hasten the coming of that day we call on all countries
interested in peace in the Middle Rast strongly to support direct talks

betw.-en Jordan and Israel”. (A/41/PV.16, pp. 67, 69-70)
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Again, later this year, in the genersl debato in thin Committee, | stated:
“l world therefore urge our naighbouring Staten to think about our
proposul t.o enter into free and direct negotiations in order to examine the
possibilitiee which exist in the concept of a Middle Eastern mutual balanced
force reduction; even a serious discusaion between the States concerned of
such a possibility could contribute some of the confidence so badly needed”.

(A/C.1/41/PV.26, p. 4

What has been the Arab response to these overtures?

President Assad doee not even attempt to hide hie territorial ambitions. In a
speech on the sixteenth anniversary of his rule, he once agair referred to “greater
Syria”, a favourite concept of the Syrian dictator, when he stated that “historical
Syria” stretches from the Taurus mountains in Turkey to Gaza.

President Qaddafi of Libya is even more ambitious and bloodthirsty. He openly
<alls for war as the only solution. One auote, as ar example, can be found in his
interview in the huwaiti newspaper Alaahag of!l 19 September 1985. There he said that

“The sciution for the Palestinian problem 1s war from the (Jordan] river to

thr iMediterrar<an] sea. Nothing elee is a solution”.

To ensure peace and security is not only to pravent war between States in the
Mediterranean region, but also to have an area where innocent tourists can take g
tour without ha~.. j terrorists hijack their ship, where yachtiste can anchor i: a
harbour without ! :ing murdered by terrorists, where plares flying in the akies over
the sea are noc menaced by terrorist hunba,

To our great sorrow, Syria and Libya have turned rhemeelvea into bases of
international terrorism. Ambassador Rein, in a statemeat to the General 2ssembly
on 20 Nov.amber, detailed Libya’s close involvement in financing, trainiig and
rasterminding acts of ‘nternational terrorism. ‘'he recent ter rorist attacks in

London and Berlin onl highlight once agair the S vrian rola.
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I would nention also the tragie history of Lebanon, partially occupied by a
terrorist organisation, the PLO, which used it not only as a base for |aunching
attacks on Israel but alse as a training ground for terrorist groups fromall over
the world. There is hardly a single terrorist organization in existence whose
menbers have not been trained in PLOrun canmps in Lebanon. The PLO headauarters,
wherever they are, are still inmportant terrorist centres spreading death and
destruction in all Mediterranean countries, whether it is in an airport in Rone, a
synagogue in Istanbul o a restaurant in Paris. |t would be anistake to believe
that only Israel is the victimofthis terrorist activity; other States in the
iegion, whose régimes do not find favour with the rulers of pamascus and Tripoli,
have al so been the victinB of Syrian and Libyan terrorist attacks.

A nunber of speakers have called for an international conference. The
Per manent Representative of |srael , speaking in the General Assembly on
21 Novenber 1986, referred to that proposal in the follow ng terns:

*"one suchattenpt to derail a genuine rapprochement . . . is the move to convene

an international conference whichwould dictate terns to Israel, rather than

allow a direct and unfettered exchange betweenit anditsS neighbours.

Currently that effort is concentrating on a preparatory conference of the

permanent nmenbers of the Security Council. The idea smacks of an i nposed

settlement and Israel will oppose it. As Vice-Premier Peres put it recently,

"tthis is akin to bringing the nothers-in-law to a wedding without

bringing the bride andthe groom',
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*And what is more, tWwo Of the permanent members - ths Soviet union and
the People's Republic of China = do not have diplomatic relations with
Israel. The Soviet Union even voted agai nst accepting Istrael's credentials at
the United Nations. How canl|t seriously tal k about apeace conference under
Uni t ed Nations sponsorship invol ving Israel when it joina in aneffort that
effectively calls for the expulsion of Israel from the United Nations?*"

(A/41/PV.80, pp. 74-75)

Ishould like to note in passing that most of’ those who proposed that
conference also do not naintain diplomtic relations with Israel.

There can be no peace and security in the Mediterranean areaso | ong as States
in the region ai d and abet i nternational terror an a large scale and refuse to
fulfil their basie obligations under the Charter.

Mr. HONG (Singapore) s The debate on agenda item 141, entitled
‘Est abl i shment of a comprehensive system of internationalpeaceandsecurity®,
remnds me of astory about an old and experienced Bskimo hunter who canme one day
into the store of the ‘Hudson's Bay Trading Company near t he Canadian Town of
Churchill. ®e was looking at the itens on display, shakinghis head and munbling
to himself, The store managerwent up to him to &rytoconvince himto buy
something. He showed hi m various i t ens, but the ol d Bskimo was not interested.
Pinally, t he store manager showed him a beautiful hunting kni fe. Ths ol d Eskimo's
eyes glittered, then he said, "sir, you showed me arifle,but | already have my
harpoon.  Then you showed ne a wi nter coat, butI already have ny pol ar bear fur
coat. Wiat was really interesti ng wasthesteel knife, but | ook here: I have my
old hunting knife, Ttis nade of hone; it ias 4% years old and a bit blunt, but it
still cuts. The best thing is that italready bel ongs to me and I do not have to

pay a highprice to buy your flashy new fancy knife.®
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The old Eskimo turned to walk away, then came back and whispered, "However, if
you want to trade your attractive lady assistant for a whale, you might have a
deal".

The point of the story is simply that it is better to deal with the
Organi sation we already hamand know well than to discuss and invent something
new, untried and potentially dangerous. The United Nations is 41 yeaes oid, creaky
at the joints and short of financial wind, butitwoskafairly well. Watever
faults exi st are due to non-compliance by States with al eeady established and
well-knownprinciples. The condition of theUnitedNations is a truereflection of
the messy state of world affairs. Correcting the sorry state of our planet woul d
certainly help inpeove the United Nations, the remedies needed are wel| known to
all of us.

In that connection,we may find it useful to tuemto a study published by the
United Nations | nstitute for Teaining and Research (UNITAR), entitled "The United
Nations and Col | ecti ve Management of International Conflict*, byErnstB.Baas.

The author was interested i n investigating how useful or effective the United
Nations was, and in studying the inpact of the United Nations in comparison with
that of regi onal oegani sations. He studi ed di sputes that cccurredbetween

July 1945 and Septenber 1984; hedefined “dispute® as a specific grievance between
two or more St ates about a specific subject involving an all egatfon thata
provision of the United Nations Charter or a major resolution of an authoritative

United Nations organ had been violated.
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A total of 319 disputes ware identified, of which 96 were Nnot referred to any
international organizationy 137 came onto the United Nation8 agenda; 30 went to the
Ocganiaation of American States (0OAS)jy 27 to the Organisation of African unity
(OAU) 3 24 to the Arab Lsaque and S to the Council of Europe. The study has this to
say about the United Nations:

“It is simply not true that the UN has lost all relevance with respect to

conflict management. Ever since the drasatic downturn in the early 196us, the

UN succeeds in abating shout half the disputes raferred to it."

Another important conclusion is the following:

“However, before concluding that the UN system has not worked and either
a new system ought to be devised or w must do without one, the aueetion must
be explored whether governments have learned anything about peace and conflict
avoidance despite the prevalence of competing values during the last 40
years. It! they have, then the lessons have shaped the volitions of
governments and overcome some Of the constraints of the dilemma of insecurity,
despite the continued imperfection of the N, One could conclude that the
world could live with an imperfect conflict management system, provided the
actual state ef insecurity today is nc: worse than it was in 1945 or 1950 or
1960.

“The conclusion is offered that something has heen learned. Governments
have stumbled onto the leseona without changing their basic values, and
without practicing technical rationelity. They have stumbled into the mutual
recognition of serious constrainta on their freedom of action to make war
under circumstances which, in the past, did lea: to hostilitims. Syetemat ic
learning has taken place, though it has not hen cumulative, nor eaually

intarnalized by all Staten, and is subject to reversals.*
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Tho conclusions of the UNITAR study are illuminating. Im our view, it shows
the following facts.

Flrst, no matter how imperfect the United Nations is, it functions well
enough, and its level of functioning is directly linked to the state of world
peace, which in turn depends on all Member States’ political will to maintain peace
and preserve international law and order. So those who talk of peace should first
examine their collective conscience and their actions to see how well they have
tried to help preserve international peace and security. Nations are no longer So
naive as to be taken in by cleve - propaganda and repeated half-truths or outright
f ahr ications.

Secondly, Governments have learned how to cope, but the important point is
that they have learned to cope within the framework of the existir.j United Nations
system. For 41 years ail Member States have adapted themselves to thr preanent
United Nations system, imperfect though it may be.

For small States in particular the Unirced Nations is vital as the single
international forum to conduct the world's business and is an excellent arena to
expose the misdeeds of aggressors ar” oppressors. If this United Nations system is
changed in substantial ways, then all t} » gains of the last 41 years will be losat,
and small States will have to learn a whole new ballgame where the rules may not be
written to their advantage. Small States will certainly regret the diversion Of
intellectual resources, time and effort into this relearning process, in view of
the pressing and numerous demands of their own socio-economic development.

Certain United Nationa principles are particularly importaat to small States.

They are: first, the right to self-determination; secondly, the principle of one
nation, one vote - the @ uuality of mnations; thirdly, non-interference In internal

affairs* Courthly, non-use of force, or the peaceful settlement of disputes:

fifthly, the rule of intarnational law.
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Taken together, these five basic principle8 form the armour of protec :ion for
small States against the bullying, aggression and oppression of greater Powers.
Together they form a basmis for a more orderly, more tranauil and peaceful world.
With the preaent United Nation8 system, at least small States know for a fact that
these principlea are preserved in the Charter. Once we venture into uncharted
waters, we can never be sure what dangers lie ahead. Our auestion is therefore
very simple: why is there a need to eatablish such a comprehensive tystem of
intern& rional peace and security?

We are convinced that all the necessary principles and framework already exist
in the Charter and the United Nations system. All possible topics and sector6 are
covered by existing conventions, agencies, committees, international agnnciea and
institutions. wa feel that what is needad is the effort to make these existing
conventions, agincies and institutions function better through greater political
qood will and co-uperatlon, less aggression end less resort to force.

We are struck by the vagueness and confusion of thought in some of the
speeches of those who advocate Lhe establishment of & comprahensive aystem of
international peace and security. wirst there was mention of a baai- document,
then this wan mutated into ® haric idaas® 2nd an invitation to discuss. Indeed, we
would be happy to s.t down and discuss, hut our agenda would bes *How to improve
the axisting United Nations Charter and the United Nation8 sy.tem with better
political good will and co~operstion, and implementation of existing United Nations
principles”.

Yowever, we suspect that at th« end of these proposed discussion a new
document will emerge. We feel that it may not be to aar liking. We are inclined

to ask: "In what way would it differ from tiie United Nations Charter?”
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There is a hint that the purposes and principles of the United Wations Charter
are "insufficient"., We would like to know in what way they are insufficient and
what new principles are being suggested for any new document envisaged. Would
these command consensus? We are not inclined to think so. In a phrase, we feel

that this whole -exercise is not only unnecessary, but, more important, dangerous,

as it would undermine the Charter and the United Nations system.
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It might be instructive in this context to remember the words of a great
leader on the important principles of the right of self-determination and ncn-use
of force, principles which are so dear to the hearts of small Jtates:

“In accordance with the sense of justice of democrat8 in generai, and of
the working classes in partic .Jar, the government conceives the annexation or
Seizure of foreign lands to mean every incorporation of a small or weak nation
into a large or powerful State, without the precisely, clearly and voluntarily
expressed consent ard wish of that nation, irrespective of the time when such
forcible it corporation took -‘ace , irrespective also of the degree of
development or backwardness of the nation forcibly annexed to the given State,
or forcibly retained within its borders, ad irrespective, finally, of whether
this nation is in Europe, or in distant over seas countries.*

The leader was none other than Lenin, and the quotation comes from the Decrce
on Peace, drafted by Lenin on 8 November 1917 and approved by the second Congress
of Soviets. This principle seems particularly apt for great Powecc in their
initial stages of exransion and growta when they perceive themselves to be still
vulnerable , and is forgotten when those nations become mighty and pwer ful.

When we remember ienin's words and contrast them to the behaviour and action
of certa 1n States we cannot but be struck by the supreme irony and th wide chasm
between theory and practice. All of us ate tired of professions of peace when the
speakers® actiona ate agygressive and warlike. We are convinced more by peaceful
actions than by peaceful words.

In ouwr view, our precious time and effoc t ir more profitably spent on
remedying the malaise and flaws of our existing Galted Nations system. Since the
Seocond Wor 1d War, many smeil States have achieved independence and come into being
in an international system based on the nited Nations. This system has given them

a certain amount of protection and confidence that if there were any conflicts with

JERERAY e
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neighboura, there was a peaceful alternative other than war. They understood that
the united Nations was their window to the wor 14, a for um where they could air
their views and complaints, and focus world attention on the mir leeds of aggressocs
and oppressore. The United Nations system provided an assurance that the rule of
international law would prevail. Wine emull States would, of course, strengthen
their regional relations and, at the same time, enhance thier internal security and
m-ans of self-defence! apart from relying on the United Nations.

Thus small States, such as Singapore, are comfortable with the United
Nations. wWhat we see as ma jor United Nations problems are the following: first,
the nan-<ompl iance with basic United Nations principles, such as the righ: to
self-determination, non-interference in other people's affairs, the peaceful
settlement of disputesj; and secondly, the financial crisis of the United Nations
which cripples the efficient functioning of the “nited Nations.

We feel that if we focus attention on these problems, then the United Nations
is mae likely to be effective and respected, md more States would come to the
United Nations to obtain a real resolution of their problems. aAccordingly, they
would have more respect for it, instead of resorting to the use of face, and only
after that option failed, would they then try to involve the Unite4 Nations in
resolving an already messy ma intractable situation. The tni ted Nations has been
unfairly blamed for being unable to reeolve many conflict situations. However, to
be fair to the United Nations, by the time these conflicts md issues ar * put on
its agenda, many of them are already beyond salvation.

Thus, looking for a comprehensive cystem of international peace and security
is a mirage and a cnimer u. It reminds one of Lewis Carroll's poem called "The
Hunting of the Snark®™ - here we understand the Snark to be the elusive creature

called international peace and secur ity. I shall quote one verse from this poem:
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“They sought it with thimbles,

They sought it with care,

They pursued it with forks and hope,

They threatened its life with a railway share,

They charmed it with smiles and soap."”

In order to make it clearer and understandable, per hap | will mention the
Eskimo version, which goes:

“They threatened it with a resolution,

They talked of fretting Up a committee,

Wherein they could discuss the evolution

Of international peace and security.”

In Lewis Carroll's poem, t he Snark was a mythical creature with the strange
and mysterious quality that the nearer the hunters got to it, the mae they were in
danger of disappear ing. That is a wonderful lesson for small States. Also, in the
same poem are two wonderful lines:

‘What | tell you three times is true:

If you believe in me, then 1'll believe in you.”

The first refers to the art of propaganda whereby by cc. .tant repetition by
friends and allies, the message is drummed in, and by sheer repati tion, we begin to
believe in the meeeage that we really need a new comprehensive snyatem of
international peace and security. The second line atresses the need fa mtual
confidence without. which the United Nations cannot function properly. Another
equally applicable quotation from Lewis Carroll is:

“The rule i8 jam tomcrrow and jam yesterday,

but never jam today ."

This tells us that we should not rely on or be ® namured with falre promises

that never come true. What we have, that which exists, is better and much more
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precious th 2 11lusions and (1 iracpa, brave new worlds which hold untold dangers for
small States like Singapore. We are already confronted with a moveable feast; let

us nct be seduced by the prospect of a shimmering fllusion which c¢ould in the end

itsappoint us and leave us disillusioned.

In oconclusion, we may remind our selves of the wise old Esk imo who resolutely
refused tempting offers for which he had to pay a high price ad stuck to his
trusty old tool, namely, the United Nations. What we want, for which we are
prepared to trade even a whale, is the strict compliance with the basic principles
as spelt out in the United Nations Char ter.

Mr. DORN (Sur iname) : As we have entered the last phase of ouc work for
this session, my delegation wishes to compliment the Chairmen On the wisdom and
skill he haé demonetrated during the period now behind us. His decisions were wise
md firm, an attitude which guarantees 8 ® ucceseful outcome of our del iberationa.

The geneval debate Of the past few weeks has clearly demoustrated the secrious
concern of the intanatimal community at the threat of peace and security in the
world, . hich is due not only to the escalation of the arms race, especially the
nuclear-arms race, but also to tne use of face in international relations,
iuter ferenoe in the internal affairs of States and intévrvention. All Statee have
the right to live in peace, with respect for their freedom and independence and

tercitorial integyrity.
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It is also the duty of all States to abide hy the aforementioned principles.
which are embodied in the Charter of our Organisation and reaffirmed in {ts
relevant resolutions. These principles conatitute also the pillar8 for the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, of whieh my country i# a member.

One of the important resolutions which the United Nations has adopted in the
past is the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security, the
implementation of which has been reviewed annually since its adoption in 1970.
This Declaration, which can be considered supplementary to the Charter, provides
guidelines for the strengthening of the United Nations as a mechanism to ease
tension and to create conditions conducive to a just and lasting peace.

As stated before, the General Assembly adopts, as an annual exercise, a
resolution which reaffirms the validity of the aforementioned Declaration and calls
upon all States to contribute effectively to its implementation. My delegation
dorbta the practical usefulness of this exercise, since we still witness flagrant
violations of the provisions of the Charter as well a8 a continuing deterioration
in international relations, threats against the independence of States, their
national sovereignty and territorial integrity.

My delegation regrets that many countries failed to submit their views to tht
Secretary-General on the auestion of the implementation of the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security, as reauested in resolution 40/158 of
16 December 1985.

My delegaticn, furthermore, regrets that the consultations conducted hy the
President of the General. Aasemhbly, in accordance with resolution 40/159, with the
purpose of establishing an Ad Hoc Committee on the Implementation of the Collective

Security Provisfons of the Charter to explore ways and means of implementing the
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aforesaid provisions, have been to no effect due to a difference in opinions of the
ragional groups with regard to the allncation of seats.

Since the Ad koc Committee could not be established, no progress report could
be submitted to the Security Council for consideration. We earnestly hope that the
regional groupa may overcoma their differences and that the Ad_Hoc Committee will
he estahliehed forthwith.

The serious international situation of today’s world calls for thr :oncerced
action of the international community in order to strengthen international
eecurtty. We regret that the decisions concerning peace and security remain
unimplemented, a situation which is not conducive to the authority of this organ.
What we need is an effective Security Council and we must therefore spare no
efforts to enhance its authority and role in maintaining international peace and
secur ity, as envisaged by the Charter. In doing so, we will also enhance the
credibhility of the United Nations.

In this respect, my delegation is in total agreement with the observations of
the Secretary-General in his annual report to the forty-first session of the United
Nations concerning the enhancement of the collective security provisions of the
Charter. He stated:

“l have sought in my previous annual reports to the General Assembly to
suggest measures Which might make the United Nations - and one must speak in
this reqgard primarily of the Security Council - more effective in dealing with
the threat, as well as the reality, of armed conflict. Essentially two
rwuirementr must be met: firat, the permanent members of the Security

Council, especially the two most pow:rful, must perceive that, notwithstanding

bilateral differences and Aistrust, it ia in their national interest to
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co-operate with the Security Council and, within this framework, to apply

their collective Influence to the resolution of regional disputes. Secondly.

all Member States must perceive in far greater measure that the existence of
an authoritative and representative international organ capable of maintaining
peace and security in in their individual as well a8 the common interest and

that, therefore, its decisions muat he respected. (A/41/1, p. 2)

The implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International
Security is particularly being frustrated by the persiastence of conflicts in
different regions of the world. As a country in the Latin American and Caribhean
region, we are disturbed at the negative development in Central America and the
danger it represente For international peace.

My delegation regrets that, in spite of the commendable efforts of the
Contadota Group, the situation in Central America has remained one of the hotbeds
of tension in the world. Military actions have intensified, acts of interference
and intervention have ~ountinued, while the process of dialogue between two of the
States directly Involved has stalled. My delegation hopes that a speedy resumption
of the negotiations will result in a total solution of this prohlcm. In our view,
dialogue and neqotiatton can he considered as indispensable conditione for the
settlement of disputes.

Tn southern Africa, 1t 1s the racist_apartheid régime that continues illegally
to occupy Namihia and causes a serious threat to peace and security ir ths region,
with its military and economic acts of aqgreeeion against the neighbouring States.
My daleqgation has consistently supported the courageoua atruqqle of the people of
Namibia under the leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO)
and it is looking forward to an early Implementation of Security Council ceeolution

435 (1978).
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My delegation favour8 the idea of estahliahing a zone of peace in the
Cacihhean. A zone of peace is a region or subregion where th2 States concerned
agree to promote co-operation among themaelven, taking into account the
characteristics of the region. 1n this context, I also wish to state the support
of my Government for the proposa. of the King of Nepal to declare Nepal a zone Of
peace.

Within the .ramework of the International Year of Peace, the week of 24 to
31 October 1986 had been proclaimed “Week of Peace” by my Government. During that
week lecturcs were delivered on peace, f {lme presented and an exposition on peace
was organized.*

At this point, T wish 5 inform the Committee about the latest development in
my country. As a small developing State, my country has not been spared of
destabilizing activities, with the aim of overthrowing tha Government. These
activitiea have been initiated by local criminals aided by merceraries, and
fl nnnced and recruited by interested parties abroad. The reason for bringing this
up in the Committee is not only because peace and security is i n jeopardy, bat
foremost because of the loss of innocent lives which are inv~lved, let alone the
disruption that is taking place in the whole society. The c¢.iminals and
mercenaries operate primarily in the eastern part of the country as well as in the
inter ior, applying hit and run tactics, causing the National Army difficulties for
defence and counter-attacks.

Apart from seizing two aircraft which maintain domestic connections, they also
hurned down district schools, off ices as well as factories, bl ew up bri dges an1

took innocent people hostage.

* The Chairman returned to the Chair.
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As a result of the auerril® » activities, hundreds of people have had to flee
their homes and seek sanctuary elsewhere. My Government appeals to the Governments
of other countries not to permit recruitment, training and financing of mercenary
activities in their territories.

If peace and Becurity are to be attenqthened, then we have to rededicate
ourselves to the purposes and principles of the Chatter, which include respect for
the political independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of States,
non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of other States,
refraining from the use or threat of use of force in internatlonal relations, and
the peaceful settlement of disputes. Ahidlng by those principles will not only
lead to an improvement in the present situation hut will also enhance international
undststandinqg and co-operation.

Mr. MANDA-LOUNDHET (Congo) [interpretation from French): Since the

Second World War, which brought so much sorrow to mankind, commendable bila_eral
and multilateral efforts have been made to try to maintain international peace and
security. The United Nations was born in the aftermath of the War; today it is the
most appropriate forum for the peaceful settlement of the auestions of concern to
the peoples. But the efforts of our Organization have been negated hy the
hypocritical behaviour of some of its Members, which desplte their brilliant
oratory at our meetings indulge in activities that, unfortunately, dangerouslv
promote insecurity throughout the world.

Thia year, 1986, proclaimed the International Year of Peace, it cannot be
asserted that we have realized the noble ideals prevailing at the creation of the

United Nations, including, in the words of the Chatter,
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"to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war, which twice in our
lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankind, and to reaffirm faith in
fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person, in the
eaual tights of men and women and of nations large and small”.

It is disappointing that the smurvival of mankind is in greater jeopardy than
ever, because mankind, far from having learned the lessons of the past, is bent on
manufacturing the very engines of its own destruction.

The world today is paralysed by fear of the serseless arms race, particularly
the nuclear-arms race in which unpracedentedly high aualitative and auantitative
levels have been reached. Notions o0f greatness and their concomitant selfishness
have led the major Powers to seek constantly to extend their zones of influence.
Outer space is fast hecoming an arena for shows of force. If the international
community does not take care, it will regret it in a few years, when the hreat
will have become inevitable and when it will he to late to react.

Any assessment of the current international situation is immediately
depressinc. While for the past 40 years the super-Powers and their allies, relying
on dangerous systems of alliance, have had no war on their territories, we must
recall that in those yesrs 150 conflicts have taken place in developing countries.
It i8 easy to see that the precarious balance of alliarces amon~ the strong has
bee maintained to the detriment of the weak. Is that not the bast way to try and
dominate the world?

Heads of State or Government of non-aligned countries, meeting from 1 to
6 September 1986 at Harare, Zimbabwe, expressed their “grave concern at the
deteriorating world political and economic situation* and noted that “Conflicts,

disputes and instahility persist in many )arts of the world”. They stated too that
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‘Many non-aligned and other developing countrles face an increasingly critical
economic situation and the gape between developed and developing countries
continues to widen. Great Power policies and practices of domination and
intervention, as well as the increag-~d resort to the threat or use of force,
aqqtession, occupation, pressure, economic coercion and interference in
flagrant violation of the principles and purposes of ithe Charter of the United

Nations have aggravated the international situation”. (A/41/697, p. 18)

The situation in southern Africa, they indicated, continued to be the object
of great concern, owing to
“the perpetration of genocide at home and the practice of aggression and

terrorism abroad [which] are inherent in the system of apartheid” (p. 42),

a shameful system which has been declared a crime against mankind. Apartheid is
not only a threat to peace and security in southern Africa; it 18 a threat to
international peace and security. It 's curious and disauieting to see that
“certain Western nations, themselves former victims of Fascist aggression” (p. 43).
continue perversely to aid and abet_apartheid economically, financially,
politically, diplomatically and militarily.

Tt is thus easy to unierstand the stubborress of the racist Pretoria régime,
which despite repeated condemnation by the international community, persists in its
policy of agqtesaion against neighbouring independent States in order to
destabilize their régimes.

Ignoring Security Council resolution 435 (1978) and other relevant United
Nations resolutions and decisions, South Africa continues its illegal occupation of
Namibia. The atrocities visited by the South African régime upon the courageous
Namihian people are beyond comprehension. It is high time for Namihia to rejoin
the community of free nations as a free and independent State. Congo will never

flag 1n its efforts to hring about that goal.
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The deterioration of the situation in the Middle East cannot hut be of concern
to my delegation. Since the Pilestinian auestion ias at the core of the
Arab-1Israeli conflict, the {aternational community ehould strive for a settlement
of the auestion so that a just and comorehensive peace can prevail in the region.

A8 recognized at Harare by Heads of State or Government of non-aligned
countries,

“the Latin American and Caribbean region is among those which have been more

directly affected by the acts of aqgresaion of colonial Powers and

imperialism®. (pp. 102-103)

The threat of intervention facing some countries of the region ehould he removed.
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The emergence of a growing aspiration on the part of the Latin American
countries to solve their own problams is conducive to security. That in why the
People’s Republic of the Congo fully supperts the diplomatic etforts of the
Contadora and Lima Groups which can help to preserve peace in that region.

The situations in South-Past and South-West Asia are also disauieting for
peace and security on earth. Adeauate solution8 have to be found to the problems
that continue to beaet that part of the world.

The divieion of Xorea in without doubt a potential threat to world peace. The
legitimate aspirations of the Korean people to the peaceful reunification of their
homeland, without any foreign interference and through <&ialogue between the North
and the South and harmonjization of their viewa, In conformity with the threse
pr inciples - indepeidence, peaceful reunification and nationwide unity - spelled
out in the North-South Declarction of 4 July 1972, deserxve our support.

As demonstrated hy the studies carried out on the relationship between the
lack of security and underdevelopnent., there can indeed be no substantial degree of
development without d mirimum of peace and security. 1In other words, the fact that
regional conflicts persist forces States to invest in weapons a considerable share
of their r¢ nurces, to the detriment of develcnment.

The delegation of the Congo believes that it is essential to put an end to
regional conf licts, and calls on Member States, particularly those that have large
arsenals of weapons, to implement tho resolutions adopted hy our Organization on
qgeneral and complete disarmament.

I1f the $900 billion expended on armaments in the world could be rechanneled
towards deveiopment, the world would he given a new breath of life.

The Congo earnestly hopes that the international community will shortly find a

solution to thin important auestion.
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Mr. GBERHO (Ghana) ¢ The last time T took part in a dehdte in the First
Committee, | was unfortunate enough not to have you, Mr. Chairman, preaiding over
the meeting. Therefore, the personal tribute that T had planned to pay to you was
cruelly ¢borted. Today, | am fortunate to have you - an old friend, an experienced
diclomat and someone very much acouainted with, and an authority on, the issues
before the Committee - presiding over our Adelibearations. My country and yours
enjoy the closest of friendship, which enahleo us to contribute to our maximum to
international peace and security. | am gratified, therefore, that so distinguished
a Person as you are piloting our deliberations today and | trust that at the end of
our work, your wisdom and guidance will have nade all the difference.

| have the honour to state the position of the Government of Ghana on the
items relating to international peace and security now before the Committee, from
the perspective of an African country.

As a small develaping country, Ghana has a stake in international peace and
security. Ghana bhas therefore spared nc efforts, both in this forum and in others,
ir. supporting practical measures aimed at Lhe promotion of peace and security among
States. To that end, we are in a position to agree with many of the ideas and
proposals contained in the statements of various delegations during this debate.

We believe, however, that regional peace initiatives are not automatically
transf-.rable. |t is almso ov: belief that smuck regional initiatives should he
voluntary an: -'~uld he based upon the peculiar circimstances and aspirations of
tr, States in the reqion. Tn Africa, where there are no rival military blocs, the
promotion of peace and security should facus, in our ‘riew, on the elimination of
want and poverty in addition to friendly relations between States. That does not

mean that ve attach any less importance to arms control and disarmament, the
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establishment of zones of peace, or tha numerous constructive proposals which
neveral deleqgations have made in this debate. The fact of the matter is that
abject poverty breeds frustration, which in turn creates tensions and political
inatabil ity. For that reason, a r~alistic approach to the imsue of peace and
security in Africa should primarily address this core problem. This fmplies, in
our view, the strengthening of the existing multil ‘teral and bilateral inatitutions
to broaden the bausis of socin-economic co-operation.

Ghana therefore attaches qreat importance to the Economic Community of West
African States (BCOWAS), the subregional body for co-ordinating economic policiea
in West Africa. 1In spite of the current strains and stresces ~ inevitable for a
nascent multilateral institution - ECOWAS offers a practical forvm for Staten in
the suhregion to adopt a common approach to evolving programmes for broadening the
basis of economic co-operation and growth. It is also a clearing house for
resolving sensitive political iasues which otherwine could create the basis for
mistrust, suspicion and even conflict.

As a complement to ECOWAS, the Government of Ghana has established Permanent
Joint Commissions of Co-operation with 5 @ ignlficant number of sister African
countries. These instruments of co-operation, ® wtending beyond Ghana's immediate
neighhours, have provided a framework for the promotion of hilateral co-operation
in socio-economic relationa and other areas of mutual concern. For a long time to
come, the promotion of peace and stability in Africa would evolve within the
framework of such multilateral and hilateral regfonal insatitutions; they offer
practical opportunities for tha pooling of resources for tackling the pervasive and
common problems of want and poverty. Regional, mult {lateral and hi lateral

institutions in Africa therefore could serve a dual purpose of, first, promoting
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regul ar oontacta and Aispelling mistrust and suapicion and, secondly, providing the
fsolid basis for economic co-operation and political atability,

Rut, in an increasingly interdependent WOr| d the rest Oof mankind is hound to he
affected by Afr ica's misfortunes. The hardships in Africa concern us all. It is a
moral and poli ticsl challenge of supreme magnitude. We have no doubt at all of

Africa's reno.ve t o face thia challenge.
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There is no disputing the fact that there is the need for the international
community to ® Xxerciuo a greater political will and to transcend idsological
differences to create the appropriate environment to enable Africa to tackle 1ts
exter nal indebtedness, the elimination of which is fundamental to the promotion of
peace ad security in the region ad the world in genecral.

The activities of developed countriea in fomenting insecurity within ocoun“ries
in our part of the world deserves scrutiny. For reasons of ideology or hegemony,
certain States in tue developed world have habitually sought to prejudice peace and
security in third-world countries by promoting violence. That is a policy that
must be firmly deprecated, for it augur s poorly for the promotion of international
peace ad aecucfty among States. The tnited Nations admits the coexistence of
different ideologies and systems and ccnfers no inherent right on any Member State
to undermine the sovereignty of another State bacause of systemic differences.

while the Ghana delegation therefore welcomes the conclusions reached by the
Stockholm Conference last September, the significance of that event in terms of the
reduction of tension, mistrust and the risks of military confrontation in Burope
my be seriously diminished as long as potential threats to peace and stability
exist in other regions.

£ shall now turn to the question of the effectiveness of the Charter a8 an
instrument for the promotion of peace and security, which has been rained by a
number of delegations., Like all human creations, the Charter of the united Nations
cannot claim pertection. We ourselves, as a developing country  gare not happy vi th
the acknowledgement of the apparent inequality of States and tne assumption that
the moot power ful and important States should have special status in international
organizations. Generally speaking, however, the Charter, in our view, ras adequate

machinery for strengthening international. peace ad security. The nagging probiems
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Of regional conflicts have persisted precisely because of the failure of Member
States to adhere strictly to their Charter obligationa. The Security Council, the
good officee of the Secretary-General and, indeed, the General Assembly , are
available organs that can play important roles in developing conditions for
regional and global peace. In his report to the forty-first sevsion of the General
Assembly, the Secretary-General again underscores the validity and relevance of
Charter provisions in dealing with the threat, as well as the reality, of armed
confl ice. He stated:

"Essentially two requirements must be met’. first, the permanent member s
of the Security Council, especially the two most powerful, must perceive tha.,
notwithstanding bilateral differences and distrust, it ia in their national
interest to co-operate within the Security Council md, within this framewock,
to apply their collective influence to the resolution of ctegional disputes.
secondly , all Member States must perceive in far greater measure that the
existence of an authoritative and representative international organ capable
of maintaining peace and security is in their individual as well as the common
interest and that, therefore, its decisions must be respected.” (A/4}/1, p. 4)
At this juncture, my delegation would llke to advert to the ontinuing lack of

resor t to the Charter provisions for enhancing international peace and secur ity .
We are witnessing an increasing nurber of unilateral measu. :8 to settle disputes,
all of which have severely prejudiced intecnational peace ard security. Quite
coart from the failures of Member States to utilize the Charter provisions, there
are certain institutional weaknesses in our United Nations that indirectly
contribute to this soriy state of affairs. There is a need, therefore, to study

this phenomenon in detail with a view to finding an acceptable solution. To that

end, my delegation regrets that the international commuiity has been prevented from
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studying the matter through a remort to procedural chicanery by the develop:d
countries, We hope that it will still be possible to address the issue.

In effect, the ni ted Na tiona will war k well £ £ we maintain a flexible
atti tude and wish it to work weil. The amiable settlement last July of the
dispute between France and New zealand over the Rainbow Warrior affair was g
classic example of two Member States @ Xxercieing flexibility under Chapter VI of the
Char ter . Similarly, China and the nited Xingdom, two Permanent Menbers of the
Security Council, were able to reach an accord without any recrimination over the
future of Hong Kong., But perhaps deserving a special mention is the Uuited Nations
peace-keeping oper atione. It is a technique evolved by the united Nations to
contain volatile situations while the partiea acrc persuaded to resoct to the
negotiating table¢. The Government of Ghana attaches great importance to the
concept and practice of peace-keeping operations. Ghma has therefore been
associated with the tnited Nations peace-keeping operations since the former Congo
cr isis in the 1960s. There are currently Ghanaian contingents serving under the
United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL). It is a matter for regret that
this noble experiment of quiet 4i plomacy is now in serious jeopardy owing to> the
non-payment of assessed contributions by some Member States.

over the years, State which, for various | >litical and ideological reasons,
object to peace-keeping oper aticne have been witnhholding oper ating fundes. Such
actions nave created serious deficite in the United Nations peace-keeping accounts,
resuling in cute in reimbur sements to the troop contributors. Per haps what is
needed at this juncture is a reaffirmation by all Member States of their commitment
to the united Nations peace-keeping efforts. A practical demonstration of those
commitments, in our view, would be the full discharge by Member States of their

financial obliga tions.
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In conclusion, the United Na tions has accomplished much in the area of
decolon ization. It has, through the intergovernmental agencies, recorded a number
of successes in the field of health, resulting in the eradication, for example, of
smallpox. Similarly, sane global or regional environmental matters have been
addr essed, and much could be made of the humanitarian relief programmes,
particularly the assistance to refugees and the recent emergency food-relief
efforts.

Those are all issues that touch fundamentally on the promotion of global peace
# 4 security. The Ghma delegation is op n to constructive suggestione and
proposals that would ensure inter national peace and secur ity. Perhaps what is
needed is the exercise of greeter political will within the framework of the

Principles and purposes of the Charter.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m,




