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The meeting was called to or dec a t 6 p .m.

AGENDA ITEMS 67, 68, 69 and 141 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE, CONS IDERAT ION OF AND ACT ION UPON INTERNAT IONAL SECURITY ITEMS
Mr a. LCODE (Liber ta) @ We are once again dealing with matters ¢n our
agenda concerning international peace and security, and my delegation is pleased to
participate.

For much of the world, genuine peace represents an objective still co be
achieved, and at beat, unfortunately, extremely slow progress 18 being made. where
does the responsibility lie? “With the United Nations” is the answer which | am
sure many representatives would immediately give. In recent years we have heard,
and even today we still hear, endless recitals of things said to be wrong with the
United Nations. Many of us have misgivings and feelings of disappointment because
Of c¢ur Organization's inability to do everything we had expected it to do.

There are those of us who feel that the big-Power unity of 1945, the basis of
¢he Charter, hab disintegrated, making it impossible for the United Nations to
function as originally intended. Instead of its being able to deal effectively
with major isaues,we have often heard mumblings - and have even ourselves said -
that our Organization has degenerated into a nere debating society and a forum for
the propaganda blasts of East and West, on many occaa ions involving allies of both
camps,

But an alternative explanation of where the responsibility lies would seem, in
our view, to be the apparent confusion as to what the United Nations actually is
and what {t can do. |Indeed, we have regarded our Organization as the answer to all
in terna tional problems, overlook ing the fact that Metier States can themselves
become stumbling blocks to the resolution of those problems. This may be getting

nearer the truth.
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We have often been reminded that the United Nat’ons was ban out Of anguish
and suffering, and was baaed on the conviction that a supreme effort should again
be made to organize the nations of the wald to prevent a catastrophe similar to
that of the Second World War. It was because of these considerations that the
Organization's aspirations for collective security, international peace and
justice, economic and social welfare and human rights reflected the deep hopes and
ideals of mank ind. It is timely to recall the following statement of the late
Mr, Trygve Lie, then Secretary-General, in the 1952 edition of “Your united
Nations”, published by the Department of Public Informations:

“[The United Nations] was created out of the suffering, the needs, the
hopes and ideals of the peoples of the wald.

‘What it achieves or fails to achieve depends on the faith of all human
beings expressed through the representatives who meet in these halls.

"This building is anchored forty feet deep in the solid rock of Manhattan

Island. But the true foundations of the United Nations are in your faith and

suppor t.

“All that the United Nations is and can become belongs to you, the
peoples of the world,

“Cherish it as your most precious possession.” (United Nations

Publication, sales No. 1952.1,33)

Can any one of us quarrel with those sentiments? The aspirations which led to
our Organiza tion's founding were noble, and they are as valid today am they were
when they were first entertained. Each founding father strove to help realise the
Uni ted Nations dream. whether from Asia, Africa, Llatin America, North America o
Eastern or Western furope, they ma& their contributions, and the fruit of their
labour - the United Nationa - came to occupy a prominent place in the histoty of

the world, a place which | dare say can never be destroyed.
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Af our forefathers could carve for our Organization a name and place in
history that will always endure, cannot we, their descendanta, within the Charter
Of the United Nations, build something grander on the foundations which they laid?

Why, then, does a chronic fatalism seem to be weakening our Organization? We have

heard over md over again that the problem with the United Naiions is the Uni ted
Nations itself.

If our international problem is we ourselves, then each Member State, by
solving the problem in itself, would in that instance be solving the international
ptoblam. Therefore, those who complain mom?: about out problems when they should be
solving them have themselves become the lain problem.

Regrettably, the United Nation8 is judged primarily in terms of what it does
ad does not do regarding the more spectacular wald eventa. Fa example, the
negotiations between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, particularly with regard to disarmament issues, have canpletely
over shadowed other pressing matters and whatever gains have been swced by the
Secretary-General an the Unitad Nations in this md other fields. And because the
resolution of all world problem@ = be they national or international - rests upon
those two super-Powers, more often than not they are blamed for all the ills of the
wor |Id.

Iiberir has always bane in mind that the first purpose of the United Nations
is the maintenance of peace ad security, but we have also considered that
relationships wiwnin our Organisation indicate that peace and security mean
different things to individual States md groups of States. The meaninyg of peace"
takes on a highly subjective character md becomss closely equated with the |

national md ideological oulook of different States and, | must not fail to add, of

national liberat‘on movements.
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As we approach the close of 1986, the International Year of Peace, it is not
unfair to say that we have hardly observed anything near a semblance of peace for
most parts of the wald. Indeed, this yse#s violence ani terrorism have been on the
upsurge, as if to ridicule the meaning of the word ®"peace®™ as Liberia translates it.

Regrettably, Afghaniatay, Kaxpuchea, Central America, South Africa, Namibja,
Iran, Iraq, Lebanon and the Mediwerranean have not been spared interference,
intervention md military hostilities. Fa other parts of the wald, how long will
things proceed somewhat smooth Iy? Let us not forget that the mere absence of
military hostility can sometimes be purchased b a weak State’s submitting to the
demar.ds of a powerful one, and thus amcepting considerable restrictions on, or
complete loes of, its political md ‘economic freedom and liberty as a whole.

Within the fra&a ror k of peaoe, how many States honestly feel confident that
their respective interests md claime can be considered md adjusted either through
the process of negotiation and concillation or through impartial judicial

aettlement, if they do not belong to any group or alliance?
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of course, this assumes not only the availability of certain procedures for
adjusting international differe es, but also adauate agreement or consensus among
States aBs to certain fundamental principles governing their relations with one
another, in particular, with recalcitrant States.

we consider economic development, which is so closely linked to disarmament
and to international peace and security, to be crucial in both the military and the
economic senses, The eagernesa with which we ir Africa are today undertaking
programmes of eccnomic development is an eloouent testimony o the significance we
attach to our position in international relations.

Although we are not all economic and military eauals, we must face the fact
that all Members of the United Nations are sovereign equals, which conseauently
entitles them to assume certain obligations under the Charter of the United
Nat ions. Our obligations under the Charter are extensive and could, if completely
ot served by all Member Staten, assure the peaceful resolution of international
differences and the steady improvement of political, economic and social conditions
throughout the world. Yet, we are all aware that the United Nations has no
independent power of its own to enforce these obligations.

This leads me to say that it is left to each State Member of the United
Nations to decide when and how it will ohserve its obligationsa under the Charter, a
fact which demonstrates that the United Nations does not have the power to force
its Members to do things in the same way am our national Governments do.

Tt is fair to say that the United Nations at best offers its Members certain
useful facilities for co-operative action when they feel it |a in their best
interest to employ them. The Organization, in the final analysis, is no stronger

than its individual Members are willing to make it.
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| doubt seriously whether any Member State here will volunteer to say that it,
at one time or another, has not adhered to the Charter of the United Nations. And
we bhave all heard the persistent argument by some States about issues being
essentially a question within the domestic jurisdiction of States, and that the
United Nations has no right to interfere in such matters. We have been hearing
this argument since the inception of ous Organization.

As | assumed earlier, genuine peace reauires more than an international police
force and procedures of negotiation and conciliation. It depends also on steady
progress towards the reduction of poverty, illiteracy and disease, and on the
improvement of the economic and social well-being of the world.

In the course of our debate, we 'huvc heard extolled the virtues of the
implementation of “he collective security provisions of the Charter of the United
Nations, which, 1 recall.. became an item included in our agenda in 1982 at the
reauest of Sierra Leone. Yet this subject, a8 with others = namely, “Consideration
of guidelines for confidence-huilding measures” and the ‘Review of the role of the
United Nations in the field of disarmament” - has not received the attention and
support they deserve in this Committee at the appropriate time.

If 1 may be permitted to say so, there seems to be in our deliberations and
consultations the idea that a certain group or an individual State must always be
the forerunner or spokesman in disarmament affairs. My de.egation begs to differ.
And, concerning the collective security provisions adopted as resolution 40/1%9 in
19585, the Committee may recall that the resolution was adopted by a vote of 114 to
21, with 16 abstentions. Liberia voted for its adoption.

When we speak about collective security, let us first start hy implementing

resoclution 40/159. It is out of these considerations that we are apprehensive
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about the wisdom of new approaches to international peace and security. However,
if such approaches were, ad seems to be intimated, a panacea for the shortcomings
in international relations = economic, political and military, diplomatic and other
flelds - we would be willing to study sarefully any proposal circulated by any
Member State and, if it so deserves, to give it our endorsement.

In the meantime, all peoples and Governments should devote their ti.se and
energy to making the United Nations a success by adhering to its Charter, rather
than pursuing a plan that could divide and even complicate our efforts.

Finally, we should be reminded that our main function as diplomats is to
remove untounded suspicions and avoid speculating about the intentions of others,
thus decreasing international tensions. Our diplomatic efforts will serve this end
more than any move towards what could he misinterpreted as a grand scheme.

Mr, ESZTERGALYOS (Hungary) : | would like briefly to inform members of

this Committee about the results of the informal contacts and consultations the
co-sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.89 have had with a number of
delegations, both Western and non-aligned countries. Concrete guggestions and
remarks were made by the delegations of, among others, Pakistan, Tunisia and some
Western countries. In a true spirit of co-operation, we tried to accommodate these
suqgestiona and proposals. The following are the changes we have made as they will
appear in L.89/Rev.1.

The first change is the insertion of two new paragraphs after the first
paragraph of the preamble, both of which are based on a suggestion of the Pakistani

delegation. They would therefore read:
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“Deeply concerned at the numerous threats to international peace and

security resulting from the pereistent violations of the principles and

purpores of the Charter of the United Nations,

“Also _concerned at the continuous escalation in the global arms race,
specially the nuclear-arms race and the conseauent threat posed to the
security of all States”.

The fourth, fifth and sixth preambular paragqraphs are identical to the third,

fourth and fifth preambular paragraphs of the original text.
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On the basis of a suggestion by the delegation of Tunisia, the next paragraphs
should read:

“Having in mind the necessity to strengthen international co-operation on
the basis of existing consensus, in view of promot ing We well-being and
economic development of all countr Les, in par ticular developing countr iea,

“Having discussed the question of a comprehens ive system of international
peace and security”.

Based on suggestions by the Western countries, operative paragraph 1 of the
&aft resolution will read:

*solemnly reaffirms that the collective security system embodied in the
Chacter ot the United Nations continues to be a fmdamental and irceplaceable
instrument for the preservation of international peace and security",

Based an a sugqgesti- by Pakistan, operative paragraph 2 will vead:

"Al8o reaffirms the need to adhere strictly to the fundamental principles
of the Charter of the United Nations, eapecially respect for the sovereignty,
political independence and territorial integrity of states, non-intervention
and non-inter ference in their internal affairs, non-use of force in
i.. .ernational relations, peaceful setilements of disputes aud the right of all
Peoples to self-determination™.

Based on a suggestion by Pakistan, operative pmragraph 3 will read:

"Recognizes the invariable role of the United Nations in the preservation
e{ international peaoe and security, harmonization of the poli~ies of Mumber
States and the imperative need to strengthen and reinforce and United Nations;

"Calls 1pon Staten to focus their efforts on ensur ing secur ity on an

ejual basis for all States and in all spheres of international relationss
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Operative puagraph % is bred on suggestion8 by Western countriest

“Calls upon Member States to make their contribution to practical
measures to ensure campliance with ad implementation of the provisions of the
Charter, with particular regard to the crucial and interrelated areas of
disuwment, cc Isis md conflict settlement, economic development and
co-operation and the promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental
freedoms ™.

Based On ® ugge8tion8 by Pakistan, operative paragraph 6 will reads

"Further calls for the implementation of resolutions of the United
Nations®™.

And, based on the original oprative paragraph 2, operative paragraph 7 will
read:

"Decides to continue consideration of this question at the forty-second
session under an agenda i cers en ti tled "Comprehens ive system of international
peace and secucity*”.

As can be seen from the foregoing, the draft resolution has been expanded in a
rather @ igrificmt way, which mignt indicate the dagree of flexibility the
co-sponsor 8 have shown. During the consultations, other interested delegations
evinced a spirit of ~o-opera tion, which we appreciate very mich., We are convinced
and h-,.r™M11 that, with that kind of co-operative attitude prevailing in the future,
we will e in a position to move closer to those common goals identifled in the
draft resolution,

Mr. QIMUCIO GRANIER (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): The

maintenance of international peace and security is an obligation incumbent upon all
States, which must live together mnder the principles of law, and particularly

those set forth in the Charter. The United Nations, and particularly the Security
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Council, bear responsibility for the aintennce of international peace and
security.

Last year in the Committee my delegation stated that the dimensions of
international security were ochanging in a dynamic fashion beyond what could have
been foreseen by those who drafted the Charter in 8an Francisco. peayind the
threats w security arising from the arms race ana mistrust between the great
Posers, there are new phenomena that affect Member States, particular small
States. My delegstion noted the existence of a new problem of growing
international signifioance that had not yet ban debated by the Security Council,
although it poses a potentially grave threst to States, one stemming not from other
States but from entities that represent transnational criming&l organisations
tespons iblae for the illicit trade in narcotics.

The thrwts created by the illicit trafficking in drugs, as well as of
weapons, inhibit the development and injure the economies of small and vulrerable
countries sinoce they tend to create false and illusory economic improvements and to
play a socially and economically destabilizing role.

Many developed countries that already possess a social and economic
infrastructure and modern police and legal systems have nevertheless been unable to
suppress the growing demand for narcotics, the probation of which leads W the
development of the international drug traffic and criminal networks that frequently
become Involved also in illicit trading in weapons. Owing to the difficulties
inherent in containing such a proliferation of threats, there is a cotrrecponding
strengthening of criminal organizations that do not hesitate to rssort to
unor thodox methods to achieve their nefarious ends,

The 8cale of economic resources snd the power Of the groups trafficking in

narcotics is now so great that they pae a serious threat to the security of
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demccratic institutions in small Statee, into which they are infiltrating in an
attempt to ® etablich bases of operations. Thus, States should join forces to
ensure that internatlonal afforts to art the demand for and productionof narcotic8
are concurreant, simultaneous and co-ordinated under United Nations auspices with
effort.4 to preserve thedomestic ® 4TSN G[A]  of States.

yercoedingly, multilateral ® X X'0ON)eN, bo aohieve positive control wu the traffic
in nacrcotica, as well as present ® ffactm being mado to reduce that evil, must at
the same time include consideration of the implications of the use of »wed
violenoe, the .#e of nercenarice and other related methods that pose threats to the
secur ity of many Governments and the ® wereigqrty of States.

Laet year, my delegation ® xpeeeod i1ts comviction mat in me near future the
Se~urity Council and other relevant United Nations bodies should consider the
threat and tranenational danger posed to the ® ecv-ity of States by me illicit
trade in narocotics. In other words, pursuant to the United Nations Charter, Stater
Members should consider and ® uggeet ® OOOOOXSSeM QO eaeure8 to deal with this new
international threat, one that was not foreseen in San Prancisco. ® ince in those
days there was NO ovrospect Of threats tO me security of States other man those
coming from other States.

Forty years later, in our modern world in which amazing advance8 in technology
and apparently inexhaustible financial resources are in the hands of powerful
transnational entities, it ie necessary that international forums face up to and
study these new threats to the security of national or Government institutions.
Thre threats emanate not from other States but from criminal ® ntites in

confrontation with and even seeking o uswp the powers Oof States themselves.
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In a letter &ted 5 jugust 1986 addressed to me Secretary-General (A/41/191),
a group of Member States proposed me inclusion in me agenda of me forty-first
session of a supplementary item, entitled "Establishment of a comprehensive system
of inter national sexur ity®., That item is now under wneidecation. My delegation
congratulates the 10 States signatories of mat letter, because their proposal
reflects a wncern mat the United Nations take full cognizance of me dimensions
of security and mat States contribute to me formulation of a comprehensive system
of inter national secur ity .

Document A/41/191 contains basic wneideratione mat should be included in a
system of security, not only those taat in keeping with me classic model have a
political dimension but also others with an economic domension, including me grave
situation in international economic relations as a result of unjust terms of trade
and of heavy debt @ uvicing on foreign indebtedness, and many other considerations
reflected in underdevelopment in many parts of the world, The docament also takes
into account me humanitarian dimension of peace and e ecur ity, whim is threatened
by serious auman rights violations, espescially those of a massive character, whose
most reprehensible manifestation is m e¢ apartheid system. The point is mat
international security must be considered together with me welfare of mankind.

The proposal by those Member States partially responds to the concer ns my
delegation expressed during me fortieth sesson, Moceover, it takes a mae
comprehansive approach allowing for me inclusion of other factors mat should be
considered in me establishment of a broad system of internationul security.

In mat connection, my delegation will ® upQort all initiatives that could be
adopted by me international community to e noure mat me various multidimensional
facets of international secur ity can be included in a now framework . be

cons tructed by States to improve international relations ad make possible me
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creation of a comprenensive system of peace ad security, complementing the

provisions of the United Nations Charter.
Mr. SOB (Cameroon): My delegation would like to express its views on
agenda items 67, 66, 69 and 141, currently under consideration by me Committee.

We believe that those i1tems relate to the heart of our collective preoccupations
concerning the prevention of all war and for the achievement of peace and security.
Security is a sensitive and subjective issue, Peace, another component of

stability ad progress, tends to be elusive. Yet the pursuit Of both, in the
interest of survival and development, must continue, and must be intensified,
within me framework of the United Nationo Charter. It is8 in me face of hewy
odds against survival mat man's aeative imagination at its finest has always been
fired. The Charter 18 an example of man's achievments in the struggle for survival.

My delegation believes that since every institution created by man is what its
menmbers make of it, what is truly being tested at this Btage is, in the final
analysis, man himself. Nations are ma& up of people. Constitutions are
elaborated and me laws and procedures of human conduct proclaimed in ocder to
define a constitutional consensus providing a fcamework for peace and security.
These values ad attitudes are an imporcant component of ev .y nation's fortunes.

A people's indifference to the necessary conditions for peace and security
will inevitably lead to war and strife. Those who by their conduct and values
reject belligecency and strife will. build strong, prosperous nations. Time spent
in consciously building peace and security is time well Bpent. On me other hand,
vanity and arrogance provide an opportunity for miscalculation and for the exercise
of power oy an individual or hv a select few. These truths ace evident in
international relations, because international relations .re, in the final

analysis, conducted by human beings.
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What is dreadful is that mankind, ta all i ta enlightenment, doe8 not appear
to have grasped the true content of the tranquility of order. Al though we all
claim to be seeking peace and security, the leader ship of many nations gives the
impression that 1t prefers to halt the process of building peace and security, 1
process in which they themselves are key actors. Some leaders appear to be
motivated by the desire to reconstruct peace In a pattern that suitse them alone,
attempting to impose their own subjsctive valuer cm the rest of mankind.

Wa live in dangerous times. Wnat we do here must reflect our expert knowledge
of our wald. The institutions we establish must help to ensure our survival and
must incorporate our endeavours, our ambitions and our attitudes towards universal
norms, Objectivity must be our guiding princ!ple.

Given Cameroon’s commitment to upholding the principles of the United Nations
Chartu, my delegation, in all true conscience, values certain cardinal
principies., These are the principle of ncn-intervention in the internal affairs of
other States, the principle of respect for sovereignty, and tie principle of the
non-use or threat of force in iuternational relations. |If those principles are
violated, the result can only be mistrust, tension and conflict among Mevber
States. Cameroon therefore disapproves of any action that violates those
fundamental principles.

My delegation has taken a very careful look at the Provisions relating to
un iversal peace and security embodied in the Uni ted Ma tions Char tar. we truly
be.ieve that through the Charter we can indeec share that universal ocunstitutional
consensus that alone can guacan tee in tuna tional peace and securi ty and enhance
development and change in an otherwise cruel world. Between the written words of
the Charter and the acts perpetrated in purported pursuit of the principles they

exxess, there is an alarming gap which, politely speaking, casts doubt on the
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credibility of e ome Staten regarding their attitude to the Charter and 1o a

str ife-free development-or iented wor Id.

For us in Africa there are certain fundamental principles, certain basic
elements that a serious comprehensive security strategy must include in ocder to be
credible and viable. Afrioa ® tan& for peace. Indeed, Afrioca urgently needs
peace. The Ocganization of African Unity (OAU), in its quest for peace, secuclity
anA progress in our region, has always taken en unwav--ing stand in favour of a
general and complete disarmament that would promote peace md security for all and
would enhance the wospects and opr ‘rtunities for development and for constructive,
co-operative rela tionr among States,

But Afr ica does not accept peace at any pr icea. We cannot accept terms
dictated to a imposed upon ur on our knees. The right to se curity and
self-de fence is an indispensable ingredient of genuine psace. Our region faces the
grim challenge of trying to maintain peace ad security without further weakening
our already fragile economies through we increasing diversion of our limited
resources to defence requirements.

In that connection, my delega‘ion beliaves that no mattex what is done in the
naime of change, refam, ef ficiency a of fectivanesa, svery effort must be made to
prevent the demise of tite United Nations Charter. It would appear that the best
beginning would be for all States to meet their obligations under the Charter.

That might be considered a change of attitude, but it is furdamental to the ability
of the Organization to fulfil its wmandate, which includes the implementation of the
oollective decisions of Member States. We cannot affor } to demean the Organization
while we debate the rudiments of change. No State a group of Sta tee, big or

small, rich or poor, can afford to design the world around it without observing the

principles of the united Nations Charter
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Our country's attachment to the ideals, purposes ad principles of the W.1ted
Nations Charter can be attributed, inter slia, to the speclal historical ties that
bind Cameroon to the Organigation. As a Parer Trust Tercitory, Cameroon has
always tr usted - as have its people - in the ideals and original goals of this

Organization. Maeovec, the United Mations gave a practical illustration of those

ideals and goals in the role it playesd in Cameroon's accession to independence.

In my delegation's view, the Charter systam of collective security and the
peaceful settlement of disputes allows for the process of democratization and broad
participation. Wnat is required, therefore, is political will by States to utilize

effectively the Charter's provisions in theilr conduct of international relations.
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Ay genuine progress in this connection requ ires the co-operation and
participation of all interested parties in or&r to ensure security for all, and no
longer just for some at the expense of others. The grwing mili tarization of the
ooncept of security, the ensuing violation of the rules of intecr national law and
the frequent use of violence in the settlement of disputes pose a real threat,
par ticulac ly to small, non-aligned and militarily weak countries.

It is in this context of widespread concern for the maintenan~ of
international peace and security that my delegation believes that the over-all
question of security must be considered in its broadest context, inclading its
non-military aspects. over the past 40 years, the world - in particular the
developing countries - has experienced untold destruction as a result of conflicts
using conventional weapons in particular and, in some instances, chemical weapons.
Whether triggered by border or territorial disputes, foreign occupation or
intervention, violations of human rights, or denial of the exercise of the right of
peoples to self-dstsrminaticn, these conflicts, although localized, have resulted
in various kinds of death and destruction.

Similarly, from the internal socio-economic crisis which increases military
spending, particularly in the developing countries, to the suspicion and acute
tensions among States which result from increasing militacization and the arms
race, my delegation sees a climate of generalized insecurity, which in turn
encour ages military spending. This creates a vicious circle to which most of our
countries are unfortunately forced to accommodate the-elves. It is precisely this
unsgtable situation which fosters the arms race at the expense of developnent and
increases the risk that local conflicts will be transformed into broader
conflagrations, thereby threatening international peace and security.

My delegation believes that the key praobleia is to find ways and means for the

effective utilization, and States’ commitment, obligations and implementation, of
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the United Nations Chartu. To this end, States can safeguard their security

without resorting to the arm race which, in the final analysis, leads to
generalized insecurity, even for H.e most heavily armed States.

There is thus a very close link between disarmament and international
security. There is an urgent need, therefae, in my delegation's view, for the
effective utilization of the United Nations Charter, in order to make practical and
realistic efforts to implement the mechanisms of collective security. These two
parallel approaches, |ike the questions of disarmament and security, are closely
linked. Any progress in one area could have positive consequences for the other.
Conversely, any setback in one could have a negative impact on the other,

My delegation beileves that, in establishing a realistic ader of priorities
between these two closely interrelated objectives, it is extremely important that
the Security Council, which has the primary responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security as defined in the Charter, should be able to
address all the necessary concerns, In the final analysis, any poaitive step in
thig field will hwe Lo be based on the fundamental truth that, without security;
it would be illusory to expect my progress whatsoever in the field of disarmament
and developnen t. Conversely, any progress in disarmament and development is likely
to create conditions condcive to the enhancement of security.

Any initiative aimed at safeguarding international peaos and security would
have the enthusiastic support of my delegation, particularly in view of the
resurgence of the cold war, the arms race, the hegemonistic designs of big and
small countries, the flagrant intervention in the internal affairs of States, and
direct and indirect subversion. The legal format of the proposed comprehensive
security system, as envisaged by my delegation, is of secondary impatance; what is

decisive is the political will of States to implement the Charter provisions in
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good faith. If the strengthening of the principle of non-use of face i8 to
concretize itself in a solemn system acceptable to all nations, it would, in our
view, first find factual expression in international life, in political action
resolutely and clearly oriented towards the same goal and objective.

My delegation would have hoped that the proposed new system of comprehensive
security would also focus on the strengthening of the general rule of the
prohibition of the uBe of face in all its forms and the strengthening of
inter national inetitutione, univer sal, regional and subregional, for the
implementation of measures for the strengthening of the peaceful means for the
settlement of disputes.

In this oontext, the Government of Cameroon is fully aware of the numerous
international instruments already in force embodyiny the principle of the non-use
of force in international relations, such a9 the Charter of the United Na tionsj the
Charter of the Organization of African Unityj; the American Treaty on Pacific
Settlement (the Pact of Bogotf); the Declaration on Principles of International Law
concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States in accotdance with the
Charter of the United Nations; the Definition of Aggression; the Pact of the Leaqe
Of Arab States; and the Inter-American Mutual A3gistanoce Treaty (Rio Treaty).

Consequently, we trust that the authors of document A/41/191 will take into
serious consideration all of the above when elaborating further on a ccmprehensivc
security system. These regional and universal instruments complement one another
and, in particular, the Charter of the United Rations. We uphold the principle of
non-use of force as enshrined in Article 2 (4) of the Charter and we also recall
the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security and, at the regional
level, the Final Act of Helsinki, which, in our view, re-enforces the Document of
the Stockholm Conference on Confidence md Security-iuilding Measures and

Disarmament in Burope.
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Accordingly, special attention should be focused on me intimate relati wnship
existing among the principles . f non-use of force, the peaceful settlement of
disputes, and me ® ysten of collective security. In mat connection, my delegation
would have expected that any propnsed system of international security would
revolve around those three subjects, examining, with respect to each of mem, their
legal constituencs, their form or manifestations and, if appropriate, me
inst tutional means fa their implementation exiating within me Organization.

Ml Ny, the oral ® mendmentn just rade by the representative of Hungary, my
delegation will now elahorate on a few main concepts.

Sir st, in reference to the collective security system, we would like to
examine a detailed and practical approach relating to: (a) me action of the
Secur ity Council in cases of threats to the peace, breaches of the peace, or acts
of aggrassion, especlially me provisiunal measures provided for by Article 40 end
the definitive measures provided for by Articles 39, 41 and 42 of me Charter}

(b) the role of me General Assembly in those cases where me Security Council i8
unable to act due to the lack of unmimity among its permanent member 8; (c) the
machinery set up in accordance with the Charter fa the woservation of
pea-keeping situations where there are international tensions; (d) and the
contribution of the Mesbers of the United Natione to the rmintenence of
international peace and Security as provided for in Articles 43 to 47 of me
Charter .

Seocondly, in accordance with me principle of me peaceful settlement of
disputes, it IS rr 3spactfuLlly submitted mat additional clarification would be
necessary in me light of. (a) principles of independence and the sovereign
equality of States md of me tree choice of means; (b) enumeration of me means of
peaceful @ ettimnt in me light of me appropriate international legal

instruments; and (c) me duty md compliance with Charter provisions concerning me
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principle of sbstaining from all acts or measures which might aggravate
international disputes, with reference in particular to the Security Council, me
General Assembly , me International Court of Justice, and regional organizationn.
Thirdly, wonversely, with regard to the principle f the nan-use of force, we
would sincerely appreciate a comprehensive examination of : (a) me definition of
me terms “force", “threat of foroe®, “intervention® and "self-defence®, me latter
within me provisions of Article 51 of me Charter § {(b) me forms of mani festations
of me use or threat of using force, delimiting their scope end wntenta and
reaffirming, 1 appropriate, their lawful a unlawiul character 3 (C) me general
principle of non-intecvention; (d) the use of force, including cases where
foreigners are subjected to coercive measures by & lo-al goveenment and me right
of me 8tate of their nationality to intervene on thelr behalf, having recourse, if
appropriata, to me use of face under Article 51 of me Charter; and (e) the
non~recognition or nullity of situations emanating from the threat or me illegal

uwse of face.
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On the basis of those instrumencs and principles, my delegation would caution
that apparent ® nbavoula to supplement pcwiaiona of the Charter a Ight or eate
confusion md legal ® wbiguities {f all Member States did not adhere to them. If
intecrpretations of the Charter differed, action might reault in discrepancies which
would be all too eaay to exploit.

Secur ity would therefore seem to bo an @ xtremaly compl ex objective, consisting
simul taneously of a variety of 8 oclo-economic, political and military elements.
Traditionally, however , it hu generally been peratved only in nil nry terms.
Thia narrow approach to @ eaucity problems tends to enwurage the &rms race On the
pretext of the illusoty quest for increased mecurity, which ultimately leads to the
outbreak of war. | t is therefcrs imperative that Menber States conduct themsalves
by adher ing to and complying with ®  xiating commitments and obliga >*ions as enshrined
in the Charter.

Mr. CAPPAGLI (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The
strengthening of security in all {ts @ mpeotu ~ not only military -~ i8 in present
citcumetances ® aaentiel for inter national comxistence. National and inter national
secur ity are closely linked. Secucrity ahould not be invoked to justi fy th inga that
hwe nothtng to do with it. The United Nations wntinuee to play a fundamental
role in promoting and @ tcengthaning Intornaticnal peace and security, by
reaffirming the basic principles that ® hould govern relationa between 3tates end by
drawing up and complying with provisions on the following matters: international
law; developmen t in its var ioua ampecte - gocial and economicy the difficult,
fundamental process of decolonizationy respect for all aspescts of human righta; the

@l Imination of racial discr imlnatlon; the struggle aga Inat apar thaid; and all

ques tions relating to disarmament and arms limitation.
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In a.11 maae areas me Organization can show undeniable concrete results,
reflected in many Genetal Assembly resolutiong and declar ations recommending
var lous approaches to a solution. Nevor theleaa, international security requires
me support, participation and political will of Staten.

The United Nations has 'o its credit considerable achievements, including me
Declaration on me Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Priendly Relations and
Co-operation among Scates in ancordance with the Charter of the United Nations, the
Declaration on me Strengmaning of In trnaticnal Security, me Man ila Declaration
on me Peaceful Settlement of International Disputes and the Final Document adopted
at me special ® euion of me General Assembly devoted to disarmamont = he|d in 1978.

In mat Documsnt! the international cosmunity considers mat disarmament and
me limitation of arm, particularly in the nuclear field, are essential factors to
prevent the danger of nuclear war, @ trergthen international peace and secur ity, and
promote me economic and social progress of all peopea, thue bringing claer me
establishment of a new international ® wnonic order. The Document, which was
adopted by conaenaua, undoubtedly constitutex me best fcamewak fa disarmament
effor ta.

Intecnational peace and security cannc * be based on accumulating arms. The
Declaration in me Final Document points out, with characteristic clarity, that

"Genuine and lasting peeoa can only bo created through me effective

implementation of the security system provided fa in me Charter of the

United Nations and the speedy and substantial reduction of arms and armed

faces, by international agreement. and mutual example, leading u) timately to

gsneral and complete disarmament under effective international control."

(resolution 8-.0/2, pua. 13)
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My delega tion, repreeenting a non-aligned country, accadingly wishes to
hignlight the important Contribution our movement has made t0 inter national
security, in particular the security of the aon-nuclear Sates. Here | wish
particularly to mention the recent Eighth Con.ccence of Heads of State or
Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, held in Harare,

The Heads of State or Government of Mexior, Tanzania, India, Greece, Sweden
and Argentina have made a nusber of appeals, the latest being contained 'n the
Mexico vLeclaration, stressing their determination to help to facilitate agreement
between nuclear-weapon Sta tes and to join faces with them, and with all other
countries, to bring about the secur ity of the human raw and to ach teve pace.

Article 1 of the Charter ‘lares that the maintenance of international peace
and security is one of the main purposes of the United Natione. Furthermore,
Chapter VIl gives the Organization a mandate to take measures to confront threats
to the peace, breaches of the peace and acts of aggression. Des—i te this, in
practice the security system has not shown itself to be very efficient.

8trict compliance with the basic principles of the Charter by all Member
States wruld undoubtadly help to improve security and consequantly to make the
inter national situation lees tense. Implementation of the purposes and principles
of the Charter, especially those relating to sowereignty, refraining from recowrge
o the threat or use of force agalnst the territorial inwagrity or political
independence of my Stats, the peaceful settlement of disputes, non-intervention in
Me internal affairs ot States and complying in good faith with obliqations entered
into are essential prerequisi tes for international security.

Cleatr ly, the Organization's effoctiveness depends above 2)) on the willingness

of Statcr ta abide by their obligations under the Charter and to co-operate in the
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search for solu tions, par ticularly when international peaoe md security are at
stake. The secur ity system needa the political will of the States concer ned.

The Chsrter ha6 given the Sacurity Council peimary, although not exclusive,
responsibil ity for the maintenance of international peace and security. We believy
it is vital that the Council be able to act speedily md effectively in ader to
live up to that responsibility. Nevectheless, it i8 to be regretted that in rany
cases the Council has not been able to carry out it8 specific function6 because of
certain structural weakneases in the decisicm-making prooess. |n many cases the
absence of political will md the abuse of the rule requiring the unanimity of the
permanent member 8 has paralysed the Council and dJdepr ived the inter national

community of it6 main instrument to confront crises that threaten intecrnational

peace and security,
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The essential contribution to 6 system of security should he provided by a
Council active and sensitive to its raeasponsihilitles under Chapters V, VI &nd VI
of the Charter. My delegation therefore believes that in thin regard a very
important role belongs also to the General Asaembly and the Secretary-General. We
share the view of those who helleve that both the General Assembly and the
Secretary-General may act on their own initiative in specific cases.

Similarly, we cannot hut agree with the comments made here 6 few dAays ago by
the delegation of the United Kingdom on behalf of the 12 member6 of the European
Community about the important role played by the Secretsty-General in the process
«the peaceful solution of disputes.

On thin point, we would express our sincere good wishes for success whenever
the Secretary-General offers hi6 good offices. My Government attache8 prime
importance to the peaceful settlement of disputes,

Mr. PPTROVSKY (onion of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The exchange of views that has occurred in the First Committee has
convincingly demonstrated that the idea of a comprehensive system of international
peace and security has met with widespread understanding and support. This is of
fundamental and prim6 importance in evaluating the initiative of the socialist
countries.

The joint initiative of the socialist countries is based entiraly an the
Charter of the UInited Nations and, in fact, finds {ts very beginnings in it. It to
aimed at making a reality of the purposes and principles of the United Nations and
all the potential implicit in the Charter for the maintenance of international
peace and security throughout the world under prerent conditions ~ due account
being taken of the realities of our nuclear-space age, with the new inherent
Adangers of this era for all peoples and States, together with its unprecedented

prospects for development.
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I underscoring the ® auality of nations, the Charter cosbines military
security and democracy in international relationa. wWhat doe8 this concept of
security and democracy deriving fra the Charter mean today? Pirst of all, it
means, under present conditions, the elimination of the threat of nuclear
catastrophe. We do not associate our prestiqe with the possession Of nuclear
weapons. Our ideal is not the policy of force, hut rather the force of policy.
The dignity of a major Power today is proved by its readiness to strive for the
eaual security of all, rather than to strive to obtain advantages 6nd cling to
privileges, including the dubious privilege8 of possessing nuclear weapons or
developing outer-space weapons. Such attempts are things of the paat, the e r6
prior to the nuclear age, 6 way of thinking that date8 back to the Stone Age.

Tn submitting the proposal for the establishment of a system of international
security, the socialist countries have predicated their position on the fact that
the issues upon which the survival of mankind depends must not be resolved by 8
small group of nuclear POwers. The problem 01 ‘-nmprehensive security can be
resolved through the joint efforts of the entice international community.

Tt would appear that there is no need to demonstrate in our Committee the
general benefits and advantages of security .nd democracy in internationsl
relations. This would seem to be axiomatic. Rut, given the difference6 that have
emerged in our Committee, I should like once again to underscore that our propossls
are not aimed against 6ny specific state or group of States. |n an eaual manner
they take due account of the interests of hoth individual members of our
Organization as well as the entise international wmunity as 6 whole.

The socialist countries have put forward their proposal in 4 spirit of new
political thinking which calls for overcoming the remnant8 of enmity and suspicion
in the interest of the survival of mankind. we should like, at this time, to state

openly that we have considered the deliberations in our Committee on the
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proposal for the system of international security as an experiment of co-operation,
whose absence has been atrongly felt in the work of our Organization. It is
precisely for this reason that we will not allow ourselves to be provoked and we
will not be diverted into engaging in pclemi ‘s or confrontation. However, we have
heard echoes of this in some of the atatementu we have heard today.

We are proposing a rivalry, not in mutual accusations, but rather in a
striving for genuine anawere to vital problems that face all countries, The
present atmosphere in which the world finds itself - an atmosphere of confrontation
and enmity - should be replaced by an atmosphere of trust, involving a system of
comprehensive security that would promote civilized and ecual relations amonq
States in all spheres, as is called for by the Charter of the United Nations. That
is what we favour.

The idea that we have put forward is not a set of ready answers; it is rather
an invitation. In fact, that is exactly what it is: an invitation to an open
dialogue, to joint work, in determining the ways and means of achieving a
democratic and secure world. Only in an open, democratic and collective discussion
on the part of all States Members of the United Nations of the problems addressed

can we define the approaches that need to he taken and how we should proceed to

implement them.

Like any new endeavour, the proposal for a comprehensive system of worlil
security does pose auesations. That is natural. TIf there are question8 and
problems, then let us try to find answers to them ogethsr.

It has been said that the initiative of the socialist States here could
allegedly rur counter to the Charter of the uUnited Nations and the system of the
collective efforts of Statee for the maintenance of international peace and
security. 1In this connection, we should like, with all due respect, to nay that

the inviolahility of the Charter and its defence has been one of the fundamental
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policy objective8 of the mocialist countries throughout the whale history Of this
international Organization. ™This {s a policy of principle thsat w intend to
pursue. However, the soviet delegation, by the same token, fully shares the ideas
set Out in the report of the Palme Commission entitled ® Corrrar S8scuritys A
Programme for Disarmament® (A/CN.10/38), which was prepared by such political
leader8 an Miss Brundtland from Norway, Cyrus Vance, the former Secretary Of State

of the United States, and many other leading statesmen.
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How, this report directly shows what is necessary when it states:
‘We are convinced of the need to strengthen the security cola of the United
Nationa. A new conceptual approach must be duveloped in order to promote

common security in the world at large.® (A/ON.10/38, p.161)

Let me remind the Committee that the report of this Commission has already been
considered in one United Nations study and, a8 | remember, these conclusions did
not lead to my serious objection8 from my quar ter.

For our part, we propose a practical approach to achieving this very
responsible chjective, an objective comnected with the very viability of ouf
Organization: the prevention of the use of the Organization for confrontational
purposes and converting it into a genuine centre fa co-operation among States, a8
was the original intention of it8 Charter. For this we have proposed the
establishment of an appropcriate climate ad corresponding quidelines for action.

Actually, I can 8ay that in this approach there is nothing extraordinary. |
should like to recall that, even in me period of the relaxation of international
tensions in the 19708, the United Nations also felt the need for co-operation, th :
need for new, productive appcoaches, ad it enacted many useful decisions,
including the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security, which is
being considered today concurcently with the proposal of the socialist countries.

We consider that to&y also, if we free ourselves fro-m the burden of
confrontation, the United Nations cm canpletely fulfil t:e &ties imposed upon it
by the Charter.

It 13 clear that in the 19708 the author8 of the documeat | mentioned earlier
did not have as their chjective a review or amendment of me Charter. At stake
then, as nw, was, on the basis of a collective and joint analysis - and one can

remenber all the very interesting ideas put forward by representatives of States ip
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our very intensive discussion - &nd on the basis of a collation and comparison of
me experience that has been accumulated in me United Nation8 on me dynamic
development of! international rela tions, to 8eek new frontiers and not to content
oursgelves merely with what had already been achieved.

Oon me basis of me Chuter ad in me light of everything mat ha8 been done
and that is being done by our Organisation, me socialist countries have proposed
that we take yet a new step looking forward into me future and together seek to
develop secure approaches to a new world, free of weapon8 and coercion. This would
not involve me adoption of yet another resolution or me issuance of a compilation
Of pr wious resolutions.

w. are pleased to note that, already in me course of me present diascussion,
significant area8 of agreement have been identi fied a8 to what me basis for a
compr e 1nsive system of security Should be in accordance with me United Nations
Charter. There ha8 been unanimlty to the effect that theee problems of security
should be viewed from me 8ngle of me grwing interdependence of States, which
calls for a multilateral approach, ocriented towards an over-all system of human
values. I think it is very important that in our discussions for me first time
ways and mean8 were identified to resolve me multilateral crisis, which is a
subject Of qreat concern to many Mambers Of me Organization, who see no
alternative to our Organization in me wald at large today.

In underscor ing the fact that today international security could be reliably
guaranteed on me basis of co-operation ad on me basis of me principles of IME
Char ter, many delegation8 participating in me debate correctly pointed out that
the key to a compcehensive system ~ £ security is disarmament, particularly nuclear

disarmament. No one can doubt that attainment of a secure world woul:{ require the
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elimination of me hot-bed8 and sources of tension mat are resp nsible for
hostility ® nargStates, regardless of their politioal or other oc ientation.

In mat regard, everyone has recognised that particular responsibility must be
borne by the permanent members of the Security Council. Henoe, even nou, | think,
we can jurtifisbly assert that our discussion has, cm the whole, developed in a
oconstructive spir it. It has identified the presence of many interesting ideas and
proposals, whose introduction into intonational taelations could promote general
seourity. There are point8 of agceement md wutual understanding that cen secve as
a point of departure for me continuation of a constructive, non-ccntrcntaticnal
dialogue 80 that this ® Xxprinent of co-operation may becoms ¢ model for me Unit:d
Mations in 811 other areas and SO that our Cosmittee, which has vut experience and
ha8 gathared together very highly qualified people, ray finally demonstrate
palpably that the United Nations can promote co-operation rather than ccanfront tion.

We are very grateful to thae delegations that have declared their readiness
to embark o) ® uopen dialogue at Me present session of Me General Assexbly and we
should like to ¢ 88IXe them that me objective of the socialist proposal is me
promotion, development and strengthening of this dialogue in all spheres of
international relations. Wc hope (nat the new revised draft resalution
(A/C.)/41/L.89/Rev.l), introduced by the representative of iungary on behalf of “ne
socialist countries will mest with me aver-all suppor t of me wmembers of our
Committes contributas to that spirit of constructiviem which is ® xpcpbsd fro.: the

Members I our Organization and from the entire international commun:ty.
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Mr., PITARKA (Albania): The developments that have taken place in the
Medi terranean basin during this year are evidence Of the grave situvation and
insecurity which continue to prevail in this area and of their further complication
andaggravation. Last year, too, there was much talk here, at the United Mations,
of the dangers the aggravation of the situation in the Mediterranean poses for the
peoples of the region, a8 well a8 for wald peace and security. It was also
pointed out that the presence of the fleets of the two super-Powers - United States
imper ial ism and Soviet social imperial ism ~ in #at regien , as in other regions,
oconstitutes t he main cause Of this situation, the permanent scurce of new and ever
more dangerous developments., If lastyear that presence was considered 3 potential
danger, now it must be sai d that the-danger materialised in the aggressive acts of
united States imperialism committed against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. The
argrogant violation of the sovereignty of a Mediterranean country, such as Libya,
and the constant bcandishing of arm against it, are proof of the permanent danger
the hegemonistic and expansionist policy of the two super~-Powers in #at region

peses to the Mediterranean countries and peoples.
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We era witnessing an ongoing procasa of militariszation of the Mediterranean by
the super-Powers. The facts testify indiaputahlv thet the waterm of that Sea have
now been turned into aisles for the warships that criss-cross the haaln. Certain
points have heen turned into real navigating centres f 0 r the numerous warships that
the two super-Powers hevs deployed there. Whet draws attention is the high
intensity of the militaty exercimas, which ® xcaod hy far the limits of conventional
drillss they have hen t(cansformed into demonstrations of force and purr!
hlacknail. Tt has been difficult onf late to toll whether the warships and aircraft
are moving for manoceuvres or for aggression, Libya is a case In point, explicitly
supporting much evidence. After successive manoceuvres in the Mediterranean, the
United Staten ¢ £ America turned one of those hiq manosuvres into an agqressive
air-raid against Libya.

The demagogy and pretaxts resorted to hy the super-Powers in an attempt to
Justify the presence of their military fleets in the reqion have long since bheen
denounced, and have hecome ¢ o stale that no ~ne really helieves them. For those
fleets have never hvien used to @ @ém,DQ@D@Dﬁ the security of any people or world peace.

The super-Powers pratend that they keep their flsets Adeployed {n the
Mediterranean to preserve stability in the rrqion and far heyond Lt. The auest ion
rightly arisea of who is Adestablllzing the situstion in the Mediterranean if not
the super-Powars, their policy, the premsence and activities of their fleets, and
the presence of their military baces. It la very clear that it La not the
Mediterranesn peaoples and countries that ace destabilizing the reqion and
disturbing the watara of their sea. That has never been and could nc t posaibly
ever be in their interest. Another pretence of the super-Powers is th. . by means
of their military pregence thry are premerving the ® o-called balance of furces. By

what right Ao the Uni tad States and the Soviet Union ® oak *7= transfer t he centre of
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gravicy of that {mperialist balance to the Mediterranean, thouoando of miles away
from toneir territories ond va: fonol waters, and at the expanse of tho sovereignty,
secur {ty and pace of the Mediterranean peoples and countries? The “balance of
forces” of the Super-Powers invol-'es the ottengthening of their military potantial,
and it is pre~isely that “balance” thot hao brought about an uncontrolled increase
in the numher of United States and Soviet warships in the Mediterranean baoin. On
that pretext thoy will continue on this rood in the future as well.

When talking about their presence in the Mediterranean, tha super-Powers refer
to the notion of defending their ‘spheres of interest’. On thot pretext, far away
from their countriesa, they have become permanent residents in a auite different
qgeographi: al zoner the Mediterranean. Their warohipo go in and out of the
Mediterranean ao though it were one of their lakes. But what place in this picture
is occupied by tho vital intaraoto of the Mediterranean countries, tho ahoteo of
vhich are washed by thst mea and for which the Mediterranean ha6 hen a vital sea
transportation route? In the schemes of the super-Powers those Interests are as
good ma non-existant. What matters So2i00<%0 @ verything else aro their imperialist
interests; the others must subject their own interests to thooe of the
super-Powers. Moreover, according to the super-Pcwers, the Mediterranean must be
turner! into a place d'armes for expansion towards Africs and Burope and, first and
foremost, to place under control the oil resources and the strategic position of
the Middle Fast,

The intensification of the military ® ativities of the super-Pouero in the
Mediterranean bears on the accentuation of regional tension and confrontation. By
stirring up confli ¢ left over from the past or by inciting fraob ones, the
auper-Powers aim to make it possihle to prooerve thoir preoenco, which in turn

helps vitalize their hegemonistic policy.
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The People's Socialist Republic of Albania, as a Mediterranean wuntry, is
following with concern the developments taking place in the Mediterranean basin and
thelir conseauoncos for peace and security in the Mediterranean, in the world at
large, and in out country. The Albanian Government otrongly condemned the
® ggreeoive acts of United States imperialism against Libja, e only for their
brutality and savagery as crimes perpetrated against the people of a sovereign
wuntry , but also for tho fact that thoy further aggravated the nituation in the
area and opened up new grcund for fresh conflicts, thus incrcasing the probability
of greater explosions and setting the Mediterranean countries againnt one anothar.

Am at previous oeooiono the Albanian dolegaticn confirms again that the
military presence and activity of the super-Powers i# the main cause of the tension
existing in tho Mediterranean basin. Thoir policy i8 what is disturbing the
oituntion. At the same time, the granting of bases and port facilities to the
United States and the Soviet floats conotitutoo a groat danger not only for the
countries that grant them hut also for neignhbouring wuntriao, and even more
distant onos.

Numerous proposals havo been and wntinue to be made for conferences and other
activities on the demilitarization of the Maditerranean Sea and on transforming it
into a aea of peace and co-operation. Many proposale initiated by the
Mediterranean countries originate both from concern about the existing situation
and from qgqood will. We hold the view that real propcoalo for turning the
Mediterranean into a sea of peace and for removing tho fleets from the basin cannot
be mode by the super-Powers, those who militarized it. The biggest division in
that basin - bigger than the division of the territorial waters - is the political
division caused by the permanent presence and the activities of the war fleets of

tho super-Powers. We are of the opinion that, before ouch action i8 undertaken,
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effective measuren should be taken by all the Mediterranean countries, primarily by
those countciea which have foreign military bases on their territory, to force the
super-Powers to remove their military navies and bases. Such measures alone can
pave the way, creating the conditions naceaaarv for turning the Mediterranean into
sea of the Hsditerransana. That would set even such serious problems am the
pollution of the Mediterranean on the road to a con ‘tructive solution.

Meanwhile, our view la that the grave situation in the Mediterranean is
closely linked with the tense situation prevailing in ®urope and, particularly, in
the Middle East. Therefore, the security of the Mediterranean and its
transformation into e reqion of genuine peace cannot be achieved apart from the
security of Europe, the Middle Rest and the world in general. There never has been
and never can be partial security without general security, because international
peace and security are cne and indivisible. It is auite true that the
Mediterranean countries desire to live in peace, but irrespective of that desire
the super-Powers, with their military presence amounting won to aggression, are
torpedoing those aspirations.

In conclusion, the Alhanian delegation would like t» reiterate that it shares
the concern of the other Mediterranean peoples and wuntries over the situation in
the Mediterranean basin. As the leader of the Albanian party and people, Comrade
Ramiz Alia, said at the ninth Congresa of the Party of Labour of Albania,

“Opposition to the military presence, bases and fleets of the
super-Powers in the Mediterranean has become even more urgent and
indispenaable. the People’s Socialist Republic of rlbania long ago declared
that their removal constituteea the first decisive condition for turninq the

Mediterranean into a sea of peace, communication and civilization, Neither
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the United States of America nor the Soviet Union shoulda be allowed to kindle
the flames of war in the Mediterranean, threatening the peaceful life,
independence and national sovereignty of countries or the shores of that

basin®,
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The CHAIRMAN: I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committue) 1 | wish to bring to
representatives attention certain technical corrections that should be
incor por ated in documen t A/C. 1/41//L. 89/Rev .1, which appears in blue form.
Operative paragraph 2 ahould read "Also reaffirms™ rather than “Al8© reaffirming-.
In the last line of the same paragraph, after the words "international relaticns”
the following words should be added: ‘peaceful settlement of disputes”.

In operative paragraph 3 the words “including in the paacaful resolutions of
conflicts, peace-keeping functions” should be deleted. Paragraph 3 would then rend
&8 follows:

"Recognizes the invaluable role of the United Nations in the preservation
of international peace and security, harmonization of the policies of the
Member States and the impecrative need to strengthen and reinforce the United
Nations;™.

The CHAIRMAN: Before calling on those representatives who wish to
exercise their right of reply, | once again remind members that in accordance with
the General Assembly decision Me number of interventions in exerclse of the right
of ceply by any delegation at a given meating is lim!*.d to two. The first
intervention in exercise of the right of reply should be limited to 10 minutes and
the second to 5 minutes.

I now call on those representatives who wish to speak in exercise of the right
of reply.

Mr. FARTAS (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): The
representative of the Zionist entity this afternoon dragged the name of my country
into the issue of terrorism. This is not the first time, and it will not be the
last. The representative of the Zionist entity has never stopped trying to embroil

my country in that issue. Representatives of the Zionist entity have been doing
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jut that in this Committee and in wry other Committee. They have dare tbe same
in this session just Like any previous session.

Thece are those howevar who feal that the representative of the Zionist entity
should be the last to spsak of terrorism. while | ® tiscribe to that point of view,
I feel however that the Zionists can 4 nothing but hash md rehash the aame ojd
lies in a desparate @® tteapt to project their guilt onto others in a vain attempt at
® *If-tbfana.

I shall review o few of the Zionist gangs tertrorisc opsrations in the past and
the present, in order to demonstrate the depth of the ingrained terrorist
propensity of that entity. The Hagganah and the lrgun Zvai Ieumi and the stern
gmg have been claimed by the Zionists with unprecedented effrontery to be the
greatest ever liberation movement in history, while they have never been anything
but terrorist gangs, whose leaders were at each others throat in their search for
power. In occupied Palestine, their major ssset was their criminal past and their
readiness to practice tercoriam agai:st innocent civilians.

This {s how David Ben-Gurion, Menachem Bsgin, Y{tshak Shamir and Ariel Sharon
tose to power in the Zionist entity., David Ben-Gurion himsel? confessed in a
letter he sent to his family on 14 may 1942 that he was the head of an armed ganq
of tecrocrists ani that he had been accumulating an arsenal of weapons st his
tather ‘s house in Plonsk hefore he went to Palestine. In part Of that letter he
saids

“After the massacre . . . the young ones of Plonsk formed a clandestine group.

We were able to aogu ire arws clandestinely. | was at the kead of the group

and | hid the arms in our home. My father knew that. However, he did not

interfere, despite the fact that he was aware of the grave si tua tion that
would srise if the weapons were discovered and of its implications for him and

his status in the town. On the contracy, he was proud of his son’s actions.”
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After Ben~-Gurion migrated to Palestine among the zZionist invaders, the first
terrorist act he perpetrated was against his Jewish adversaries. He gave orders to
sink the ship Altalena, which was carrying many Jewish immigrants. He did so
because he suspected that it was also carrying weapons for the competing Irgun Zval
Leumi organ iza tion. This is stated in a book publ ished just a few weeks ago under
the title "1949: The First Israelis” by Tom Segev. I wish to .juote from that book
concerning this terrorist operation, as follows:

(spoke in English)

“A few weeks after the proclamation of the State, the Altalema, a ship
carrying immigrants md arms to the dissident right-wing, anti-British terror

organization Irqun 2Zvai Leumi (1ZL) appeared off the coast, and Ben-Gurion,

who claimed it had been sent ‘to destroy the Israeli army md murder the
state', ordered it to be shelled (after most of the immigrants had been

removed to safety). The ship went up in flames md sank, taking a painful
toll in &ad and wounded.”

(continued in Arabic)

The same author refers to another terrorist act - the assassination of the
international mediator, Count Bernadotte, by the Stan Gang, led by Yl tzhak Shamir,
in 1948. That international mediator lost his life just because he made peace

ptoposals, as Tom Segev aff irm: in the book. He 8 ta tea the following :
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(spoke in English)

*puring the same period, the right-wing anti-British underground, was still
operating in Jerusalem. And in September members of the Lehi, the w-called
Stern Gang, M urdsred the United Nations mediator, Count Polke Bernadotte, for
having drawn ur & proposal for a peace settlement that would have deprived
Israel of mome of the territorial gains it achieved a8 a reault of its War of
Independence”.

{continued in Arabic)

In 1944 the Steen Gang assassinated Lord Moyne, the British resident minister
in Csito. Yitshsk Shamir then liguidated his fellow-terrorists, who had become
conscience-stricken and dwided to denounce thst act. Shamir also murdered his
colleague Eliahu Ghilad, Whom he considered a threat to the clandestine terrorist
operations in which Shamir vas @ ngsged. That was confirmed by Yaakov Eliav in his
book "Wanted®, published in New York in 1984.

The lint of terrorist acts perpetrated by the Zionist entity is too long for
me to cite hut a fw. One example was the downi.g, vith air-to-air missiles, Of a
Libysn commarcial airliner en route from Benghari to Cairo. That was the first
time in history that a military aircraft had fired missiles at a civilian
commercial airliner. All the civilian passengs '8 on board died for no reason other
thsn Israel’s hlind hatred.

While on the subject of security in ths Mediterranean, | wouid mention this
year's case of a military aircraft intercepting a Lihyan civilian aircraft over the
Mediterranean, forcing it to land in occuplied Palestine. The crew were
interrogated and harassed because thcy had flown from the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.
That action was condemned by the members of the Security ¢ cil. That Council
would have condemned it in a rewlu .tom but for a certain country’s veto TO

obstruct thst condemnation,
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In addition, a Lebanese civilian airliner belonging to Middle East Airlines
was forced to land in occupied Palestine. It was detained there tor several hours,
during which its pa sengers were interrogated.

The barbaric bombardment of residential area8 in Tunisia claimed many civilian
casualties. The Security Council debated that brutal aggressive, terroristic
air-raid, and condemned it in an unambiguous resolution -

The CHAIRMAN: | am sorry to interrupt the representative of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, but before | called on delegations wishing to speak in exercise cf
their r ight reply | underlined that the first intervention in exercise of the
right of reply should be limited to 10 minutes and the second intervention to five
minutes, | therefore ask the representative of Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, who has
been speaking for lo minutes, kindly to conclude his statement.

Mr. FARTAS (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): The
surprise aerial bombardment of the Iraai nuclear reactor, which was devoted to
peaceful purposes, could have resulted in nuclear contamination had not the Iraai
authorities taken the steps necessary to prevent such a tragedy.

I shall return to the rest of these terrorist acta in my second statement in
exercise of the right of reply.

Mr. ZIPPORY (Israel) : 'the hour is very late, and I think it would take
much more time than any of us have at our disposal to correct the misstatements and
falsifications of history that we have been listening to recently from the
representative o+ Libya. It will be noticed that | call his country by its name,
and not a fanciful title,

I.ibya is a State which prides itaelf on being the homeland of terroriasta. 1Its
President prides himself on organizing an international army of terrorists to qo

around the worlu car ving out what he calls "acts of liberation®™ agalnst every
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civilixed country in the world. wibya is a wuntry which uses its diplomatic
embssesi »e am bames from which its terror qroups and hit sauads operate, not
necessarily ajainst Tsraelis or against Jaws - although they operate against them
am well - but mainly against dissident Libyans who do not agree with the Government
of Libya.

I should just like to provide one or two examples of the fanciful use of
history by the re) -esentatlive of Libya. The first Prime Minister of Israel was
denounced as a terrorist. I would euggest that the representative of Libya turn to
his Soviet friends and ask them to explain to him what che Jewish defence groups in
Tsariat Russia ir. 1904 and 1905 were doing in organiz.ng self-defence by Jews
againsat pogcoms by fascist Tsarist anti-Semitic group* in Russia at that time. a
thing thst was supported by all the socialist groups which later became the
Communist Party. That is the kind of activity the Libyan thought was a “terrorist
act", and in typical of the kind of *terrorist acts®™ which Israel and parties in
Israel have been carrying out. The same thing i8 true of the Hagana and the action
against the Altalena, which was an act by the Government of Israel to prevent a
geoup which 4t that time was a dissident group from obtaining arms illegally.

That is the kind of falsification we have heatd. | do not think there 18 any
senge in wanting the time of this Committee by gcing into all these ciiarges and
accusat . ns, | think the important thing to rememher here is that we are taivin,
® bou& pe-e and co-operation in the Mediterrane’r n. We are talking here about an
wttempt, about the need, in ke.»ing with the positi-n taken hy my
repregentatives, to open dialogue. That was one of the key worda umed in the
dehate during the past day and a half: dlalogqus. Thers was talk of a dialoyue for

reace, a dialogue in the context of negotiationsa, 4 dialogue fos co-op ation.
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Whan |srael offers dialogue, the speech made by the Libyan representative
exemplifies the answer. That is the kind of dialogue which Libya carries on:

invective, falsification and terror.

M_. AL- ATASS| (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic); |
shall not respond to the words just spoken by the representative of the Zionist
entity i N his statementintight of reply. They donot deserve ananswer. As to
anti-Semtism- which is always his excuse and about which he sheds ecrocodile
tears - | remnd him ¢that we Arabs are Semites, but al so the victins of other
Semites.

Hs tal k of peace and dialogue is notalluring, not inportant. H s country’s
notions of peace and security are well known: everyone knows who bombled the
Palestinian refugee camps, killing women - some of them pregnant = and chil dren at
Sabra and shatila.

That representative nade certai n comments this afternoon about my country. It
appears that he baano under st andi ng of these issues whatsoever. 1 shal |l therefore
mention certain incidents, supplenenting what the representative of Libya said,

whi ch reveal the truth about Israeli and Zionist terrorism.
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The history of Israeli terroriam doea not hear elahoration, | t |s 1srael that

planted both individual and collective terroriam in the Middle Fast. The qreatest
terrorist operation {n history, howsver, is the uprooting and dispersal of millione
of Palestinians. |f there was such a thing am an international consclence, that
represuntative should have never been allowed to atit here amonq ua in this Hall.

Tn this connect lon, T would like to refar to document 3/16%20 of 1 May 1984,
which gives a resumé of Israel's history, before and after it s crnatlon. I balieve
that whoever refers to that document wiil clearly understand thn terrorist {c
background of that country. 1 Mould like to recount that backyround briefly:

It was Israel that introduced air piracy into the regio when it hijacked a
civilian Syrian air craft in 19854 and forced it to land in Isr-el, where it. was
detained while tho )assenqgers were interrogated and humiliated.

My colleague the representative ot Libya has already mentioned the downing of
the Libyan airliner with {8 toll of more than 100 lives, including the Foreign
Minister of Libya, the late Masmmoud Bomeir and all of the French crow.

It was Tsrael that, in 1973, hijacked a civilian Traail airliner nfter it had
taken off from Reirut, forced it to land in Israel and interrnqated its passengers
under the pretext of looking Cor a Palestinian,

Iscael I8 the one that this year engineered the mid-air hijacking .f ¢ Libyan
aircraft with a high-laval politfical delegation on board and tben interrogated the
passengers in a most humiliating fashion.

With reqard to ®  anailminations, | shall mentjon only a 14w of Israel's
terror ist acta, It was Israel thnt in 1973 pushed (ts forces into BRel ut andg
ansassinated three Palestinian leaders in their nleep, among whom was the
well-known Palestinian poet Kamal Namser. |t was Iarael, as my colleaque stated
earlier, that assassinated Count Bernadotte, a Swedish citizen who was in Palestine

on a mission of gond ot.lices. Yitzha% Shamir has admitt .4 that he wan ordered to
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murder Count Rernadotte. According to the Herald Tribune, Shamir was one of a gang

of three who had even tried to assassinate Anthony Eden. My Lihyan friend has
already mentioned the Cairo incident in which the British miniater was
asaassinated. | would like to add that at the time, Churchill attacked Zionism for
the murder of Lord Moyne and described the Zionigta am a gangster organisation
similar to the German Nazis. In 1972, Israel aasassinated the Palestinian author,
Ghassam Kanafani{, i n Reirut,and murdered Al-Zeliter in Roma, in 1972. Israel
assassinated Hahmoud El-Haaahary in Paris, in 1972, by placing a bomb in his home
tel ephone. Israel also assassinated Hassan Abul-Kheir in Cyprus, in 1973, and it
assassinated Bassel El-Qubessy in Paris, in 1973. 1Imraml has also assassinated the
militant Mohammed Bu-zZhia with & car bomb in the Paris Latin Quarter in 1973, and
assassinated the Moroccan worker Bosheiki in Oslo, Norway, because it suspected him
of being a Palestinian militant. Last but not leaat In the field of
ansaasinations, it asnsassinated Yehia El-Meshadd, the Egyptian nuclear scientist,
in Parts. The lint is endless.

T should also mention ths Mossad terrorista who kidnapped the Isrseli
technician Vanunu from a London hotel becazuse he had revealed some of Israel’s
nuclear secrets. 1t world seem that the Thatcher Government has condoned that act,
and that. it knows of another incident at London Airport ‘involving a Nigerian
official.

Let us turn to theft. 1In 1968, Israel stole 200 pounds of uranium and Israeli
agents stole secrets of the United States Department of Defense through its agent
Pollard. Tarael hys also atolon secrete of the American Congress and the American
Miriatry of Defence through its agent Stephen Br an.. Iscael also etola 810

e'ectronlc awitches used in detonating nuclear devices.
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Lastly, | would like to mention massac~es carried out by tha Zionists against
Jews to force them to leave their Arab countries and migrate to lsrael. Here I
would mention the homhs thrown at the synagogue in Baghdad. It was Israel that
threw the bombu in the Istanbul synagogue to create an atmosphere of terror. |t
waa Israel that, in collusion with British agents, cooked up the scenario of the
so-oalled hijacking of the EI-Al aircrart. But that will suffice for the moment.
| reserve the right to return to the subject later, if necessary.

The PRESINENT: | now call upon the representative of the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya to speak for the second time in exercise of the right of reply. |
remind eelegations that the second statement in exercise of the right of resply is
limited to five minutes.

Mr. FARTAS (Libyan Arah Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): We
refer to the Zionist entity as such because it lacks the attributes that would
entitle it to hear the name its representative wishes us to use. That entity has
not so far delineated its borders. In a meeting between Ben Gurion and the then
Minister of’ Justice Rosen, David Ben Gurion said:

(spoke in English)

“‘It ceanot be ignored. In gov>rning Israel, everything is possible. |f wa
deciae here that there is to be no mention of borders, then we will not
mention them. Nothing is a priori.’

"Rosen: 'It is not a priori, hut it is a legal issue.'

“Ben Gurion: ‘The law is whatever people determine it to ba,""™

{cont iaued in Arabic)

Those were his horders. With regard to borders as being characteristic of an

entity, Ben Gurion said:
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"It is an open-01 led matter. In the Bible, as well as in our history, there
are all kinds of definitions of a country’'s horders. So there i8 no real
limit. Mo horder is absolute. If it is a desert, it could just as well *ne
other side. If it in a sea, it could also be across the sea. The world has
always been this way. Only the terms have changed. |If they should find a way
of reaching other stars, well then, perhaps the whole earth will no longer be
sufficient.”

That entity does not recognize the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) and
calls it a terroriat organization. It does not recognise the Palestinian people,
nor does it recognize that people’s right to return to its homeland or its right to
self-determination and the estahlishnient of Jis own State.

The ugliest human massacres in all history have been perpetrate.* by Zionist
gangs., Foremost among those are the massacres o Delr Yassin end Kafr Qasem, s
well as thomse at Rahr El Bakar and Ahu Zaabal and those at Sabra and Shatila, all
of which were planned and incited and supervised by Zionist gangs = not to mention
the destruction >»f the King David and sSemiramis Hotels.

Many politicians and writers, such as the poet Kamal Nasser, the writer
Ghassan Kanafani, Kamal Kdwan, Ab. Youssof, Ezzeldine Cl| Qalaa, E| Hamsh=zry,

Said Hamamy, Lt. Colonal Ahu-Ghszala and Colonel Khaled Al Nasal have also heen

assassinated by that entity.



EMS/13 A/C.1/41/PV.58
61

(Mr, Partar, Libyan krab
Jamahir iya)

They were physically Liauidated, in a covert terrorist operution by the
Mossad, the terrorist arm of the Zionist entity. The Israeli magazine,

Haolam Haxzeh has described Shamir as "as bloodthirsty, ruthless and spiteful as
Meir Kahane, although he does not show it®.

The terrorist history of the paratroopers led hy Sharon in well known in the
Gara Strip, Lebanon and ® luawhere. No one who has served in that force can deny
its te:rorist history or evade responsibility for the terro:ist acts it has
committed.

Is there any need to repeat that the Zionist entity is not peace-loving? Is
there any need to mention the resolution adopted ty the General Assembly on
9 February 1982, in which the As=embly exposed the aggressive nature of the Zionist
entiti? In there any need to speawn of the racist character of the Zionist régime?
Is there any need to recall General Assembly resolution 3379 (XXX) of 19-5,
affirming the racist nature of the Zionist entity? All thie is weil known to
everyone .

The CHRIRMAI't | call on the representative of Israel to make his second
starement in exercise of the right of reply, which should F2 limited to 5 minutes.

Mr, ZIPPORI (Israel): | am certainly not going to try to compete with my
two emine it colleaqgues in their falsification of history. Let us remind ourselves
of the kind of States whose reprasentativea are spet«ing here. Syria is a country
which has just been shown, in an impartial court in London, to have used a pregnant
woman as a living homb to try to blow up a civil airliner with 450 innocent »neople
aboard. Thank God the plot was aborted. The case was proven impartially in a
British court; the Syrian Government was involved up to it8 neck: the Director of

Afr Porce Intelligence and the Ambsssador in lL.ondon and his whole Embassy.
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The Libyan Enbassy in London also has a very nice record. Menbers of the
Libyan “mbassy managed to kill a British pclicewoman while firing on Libyan
anti-Qadda®i demonstratres outside the Enmbassy.

There is talk about massacres here. A fev yeats ago there was unrent in
Syria. President Assad + down that unrest : 40,000 people were slaughterec in
the city of Hams. The world did not hear vuy much about it beoause there is
censorship in Syc ia, one of the countries that heve a very low rating in any [ist
of countries with freedom and civii liberties: almost as low am Libya.

But the main point, [ *hink, is that we have again seen illustrated hers the
intransigence of this kind of Arab country in opposition to any sort of move
towards peace. For these are the countries that opposed President Sadat, that
threatened to kill him - and may have had a hmd in his murder: ve do not know,
but I would not doubt it or dismiss the possibility = that threaten with
assassination any Arab who looks for peace; that back those @ Imnts among the
Palestinians who ace Intransigent md kill othe. Arabs. People should try and
renember: we talk abont PLO tar rorismy; we talk about it a lot, More Arabe than
Jews have been victims of PLO terrorism. The f iest people they kill are psople
within their own ranks, their own people, who went to make comomises, who want to
make peace, who want to 1 ive in peace.

If this conflict has been going on for 40 year8 - and it looks &8 though it
wil? be going an for another 4( yaar. - it is because Of Jtates like BSyria and
Libya and their representatives here in this room.

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the representative of the Syrian Rrab Republic
to make his second statement in exercise of the right of reply, whionh should be

limited to 5 minutes.
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Mr. AL-ATASSI (Syrian Arah Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): May I
assure the 2ionint representative through you, Sir, that the Arab-Zionist conflict
will not last only another 40 years: it may last for 400 years. It will last
until our territories are liberated, until the Palestinian people return to its
home land.

I shall not respond to his claims and his falsifications. T wish only to
reaffirm my country’s position. |If he takes pride in the justice of British courts
he has nn call to engage in name-calling. We consider that the EI-Al aircraft
incident was concocted hy the Mossesd together with the United States Central
Intelligence Agency and .e British intelligence service. I wish here to reaffirm
my country’s position on the issue of terrorism and wha* | am going to say is taken
from the words of the highest authority in my country, namely President
Hafez al-As ‘ad.

We in Syria strongly condemn terrorism very strongly, for many reasons, among
them the fact that we ourselves ace victims of terrorism. We unhesitatingly
upport lihecation. We stand by the liberation movements fighcing against
occupation and colonialism anywhere it the world. At the same time, we are against
terrorism everywhere in the world. The distinction is clear to us: there {8 a
vevy clear line between terrorism and liberz2tion, between terrorism and
resistance, A terrorist i& a criminal, a mercenary ~ like the Zionists and like
the representatives of fsrael in this room.

In 2 speech to cur fuderation of trade unions, President Assad said that
countries that accuse us of terrorism shculd agree to the setting up of an
International. commission under United Nations auspices. We call for the setting up
of such a commission and are prepared to discuss that auestion so tt at the world

may decide ior itss1f who the real terrorists are.
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In that connection, | challenge the Zion i8 t representative to say that he

recogni' es the Palestinian people and its rights, which have been recognized by the
General Assembly .
ORGANIZAT ION OF WORK
The CHAIRMAN: As | stated earlier, tomorrow, Wednesday,
26 November 1986, tbe Committee will take action on draft resolutions on
inter national 3ecur § ty agendas: draft resolutions A/C. 1/41/L. 89/Rev .1 , L. 90/Rev .1 |

t.91 and L.92/Rev.l.

The meeting rose at 8.15 p.m.




