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The meeting was called to order at 3.20 ..

Ao

EGENDA TTAMS 37, 50 ANT 127 (continued)

SONCLUSTCON CF & WCORLD TRIATY ON THS NCN-USE OF FORCS IN IKTsSRENATIONAL ReELATIONS

(L/32/0k, 95, g7, 1C8, 112, 114, 119, 122, 123, 121 and 44dd.1)

IMPLoMENTATION CF THy DUCLAEATICN ON TH. STRoNGTHINING OF MTURNATICNAL SHCURITY
(A4/32/63, &5, 70, 71, T4, 75, 77, 73, 8¢, €3, 117, 123, Lo, 153, 154, 157, 164 and

e} -

Ldd.1l, 165 and Add.1-2; 4/C.1/32/2, O 4/C.1/32/1.45)

DuwPENING AND CONSCLIDATICON OF INTLREVATTIONAL DuaTuNTs ANL PRoVANTION CF THi DANGIR

F NUCLAR WAR (A/32/2h2; 4/C,1/%2/L.1, L.2)

Mr. BALISTA ipania inte rpretation from French): Beautiful words
S . Pald A /

have been found for the titles of agenda items 537, 50 and 127, which we are now
discussing. But, s the representatives of maény countries have glready emphasized,
these beautiful words cannot at all be the subject of satisfactiocn.

Bearing in mind the tooubling and dangerous gituation existing in the world

=

and the policy of hegemony of the two imperialist super-Fowers, it can clearl;

be seen that the propeszls made every vear by the Soviet social -imperialists
D AN N 18

o

to inscribe on the agenda of the United Nations subjects such as "the non-use

"

Dges

73
v

ind consolidaticn of détente’”

2

"Jeepening

»Jo

3

"pravention of nuclear war' 2and "international security" are bhut hoaxes zpd sttempts
to uge the vorls of internalional crgarizat! ors foxr woiitica]l and vrora snda rorno

e oces.

The Zimerican imperialists and the Soviet social-imperialists are making much
£ P 2

31

over so-called détente. For years the word "ddtente" has been widely used in

o

the pages of their newspapers, in political statements and sr-oqpi1s7 declarations.
e bag 3 E ek

The Soviet socialist imperialists say that they are the great champioms of détente

T

ted Nations.

= make roints by meking e lot of noise here at the
Tt is sufficient merely to compare the two super-Fowers' words with their

actions to nobe behind all their talk about peace and détente that they are

disgulsing their aggressiv: designs and their war eparations, ltal sliogans

‘Cf
'd

on disarmament are concealing the arms race and thet words on ‘nlerna~ional securiby

?'-’

)
ot
[15)

and the non-use of forece are intended to camouflage attempts to proveke cont

and disorder.
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The two impe st super-Fowers deeplv Cesive to gilver the

ii

rnte 1s now esiablished and that the only remaininp provlem
is to preserve the results obtained and to despen the process of détente.

They proclaim their "d€tente"™ as a magic means to crcate miracles, a means

which can ensure peace, disarmament, the non-use of force, the peaceful
s b4 2

settlement of conflicts, wmutually adventageous co-operation swmerg States and
respect for dntersaticral principles, norxme and treaties. They claim that it

is sufficient to deepen the process of détente a little further for conditions
to e met to liquidate the dangers of war and aggression, to put an end to
pressure, Plackmail and interference in internzl affairs, to establish

trenntl DIby end hermory in the vorla end to solve 71 the oroblems of conesru
to mankind. The Soviet social-imperialists seek to make us believe that
dét@nte can liguidate colonialiswm, racial discrimination eand apartheid, and
solve the problems of youth and of wowen, of food and population in the entire
world and that, thacks to d€tente, exploitation and social injustices will
disappear of themselves.

Those are the demagopic =2lcpins and words, But we cannct forget reali
and facls that prove that gdtents is bult 2 slogen invented to misguide peoples.
What kind of d€tente can it be when we sec that the interre tional situation is
full of contradictions and major confrontaticns which are extended throughout
the entire world and which affect every aspect of human society today? Can one
say that détente already prevails in the world when we note that the two
imperialist super-Powers - the United States and the Soviet Unlon - and other
imperialist Powers are striving by every means to exploin poiivical agpd

3

economlc gituations for their own benefit and to take advantage of the backward

o

of a large runber of countries, particularly in Africa, Lsis and Latin America,

in order to preserve their privileges and to penetrate further in order to

W

pillage their natural wealth and hinder their “ree and independent develorpment.

There cannct be tert@ in the world at a time when the imperialist super-Powe

®
[©)]
LU

and other reactionary forces are feverishly preparing for wars and acts of

soression, when the arms race is continuing and war budgets are increasing.  The

W

"ddtente" has a fal s when we note that every day sericus events occur

n
&
5
&
&

where one State is pitting inst ancther and where hardly nas oe Fire

beer. put outl belfore another Is kirdled.
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fnd all this is because of the policy of "divide and rule" being
rractised by the tWo impericlist super-Fowers.

The alleged d€tente carrnot in any way te interpreted as an important
feature of the present worlc situation. This situvation, on the contrary,
has its fundamental feature in the ever-growing siruggle of peoples for
national and sccial liberation, ard in their increasingly firm ovyositicn to the
aggressive and hegenonic policy practised by the imperialist super-lowers,
to their plots and machinat:ons and to the Orafﬁy manoeuvres of the false
Iriends of the peorles.

“mperialism, sccilal-imperialism and reaclicnaries under any label may
speak of dé€tente or new conditions which are allegedly Teing created throughout
the world, They can propagéate deceptive slogans, but they can never conceal
reality nor embellish the aggressive nature of the imperialist super~Iowers
or the dangerous character of imperialist military blocs and alliances,

Peoples can always perceive that so-called détente is but an aspect of
the relatl ns between the inmperialist super-Powers at a time of bargaining
tetieen them bTo the detriment of freedom and independence and of the sovereign
rights of peace-loving and treedom-loving peoples and States.

Feoples have fought and aye fishting to deferd their righta
both against the external enemy, represented in the first place by the two
super-Fowers - the United Suates and the Soviet Unilon - and against the internal
enemy, which is linked to inperialism and social Imperialism.

There can be no A€tente between the vartler apnd “heir enemies. "he siccesses
so far won by the peoples are due only to thelir struggle and not at all to
détente, as the imperialists and the social imperialists claim, nor to the fact
that various States are linked in heterogenecus groups expressed in algebraic

or arithmetical numbers, according to arbitrary criteria.

Many other facts bear witness to the truth that there is no d€tente in the
world and that far from it shere is an aggravation of contradictions. TImperialism
cnd social-imperialism have become increasingly btogged down in a profound crisis,
which inevitably ieacds to the aggravation of the inter-imperialist contradictions,
to growing rivalry between she two super-Fowers to dominate the world,
to more desperate competition between the imperialist Fowers and the capitalist

mronopolies so as to ensure Jor themselves markets and sources of raw materials.
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{Mr. Baleta, Albania)

In many regions the danger of fascism is beccoming more and more
threatening., The situstions that exist are not such as to inspire
agtisfaction, even less euphoria, or as ito allow us to think that we can

take shelter from the dangers by relying on imperislism or social-imperialism.
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The so-called anti-imperialist front extclled by the soclo-imperialists
of the Boviet Union and the reiteroved avwpeals o support American lmperialism
for the alleped purpose of cpposing Soviet social-imperialism are intended to

invelve peonles in vhe dangerous pame played by the super-Powers. Put nations

J

1

have learnt from their owa experience that the two imperiallst super-Powers
are thelr greatest enemies, both ecually dangerous.

Since the end of the Second Jlcrld Var, Auerican imperialism hes

engaged in criwminel sctivity on a wide scale against the peoples of the

A LR

entive world; it has clawed its wvay into every continent. Tts entire poclicy
has been and continues to be based on aggression, vioclence, blackmeil,
subversion and interferenze in the internal affairs of other couniries,

including their allies and their partners. fmerican imperialism has suffered
stinging defeats throughoat the period of so-called déternte, but that has not
changed nor can 1t change its aggressive nature. fter each defest, 1t mekes
even greater efforts to piall itself ltogether and prepare for nev ventures
against the peoples cf the world.

Soviet sccial-imperialism, waich malkes wide use of demegogy on the
subject of détente In order to disgulse its eggressive charascter, ig a no less
ferocious eneny hungering for expansion than Americaen imperialism. It too
practises a pollcy of colonlalism and neo-colonfalism tased on the power of
its capital and its weapons. The Soviet sccic-fuperislists have Just given

-

articles of the constitution

legal sanction, through the interpretation of many

which was recently approved, to i1ts forelgn policy as an lmwerizlist super-

-

ower whose official doctrine is the notoricus theory of "limited scvereignty'.
That constitution serves as a legel baslis for the idea of complete militarization
cf the whole of contemporary Soviet soclety and the pelicy of hegenony of the
Soviet Unlon.

The two super-Powers, the United States and the Soviet Unicn, often
reproach each other for wishing to slow deovn or halt the process of détente.
That 1s nothing but a trick to deceive other countries over thelr poliicy to

derive the greatest profis possible from the illusions created today to mak
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thelr Interests by relying

that they cuan defend

one another But natlons that have had to wvage

caimpaigns to free thensgelveg Tron the oppression of th

yoke refuse Lo accept that fatal loglc. They will not accept th

to free themselves zllegedly from the danger

can they place thelr hopes in the support of

counter the aims ¢of the new colonizers.

s

list not free to do

The

imperia super-Povers are

wans world. hatred of the sovereign veoples

that love peace and freedom for the imperialist super-Powers

they are beccmning ever more opvosed to the policy of the
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ve should also ment the many groving adiction
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a3 ve blocs and alliances esteblished and controlled by the

Centrifugal forces are in motion within those bloes because of €

of dnternal contradictions and difficulties, because each of the

Fowers is constantly seeking sticli its nose into the other's

influence and thus embarrass its adversaryv, 1t isg absurd to

indication of déteunte in these phencitena. They are in fact sim

existing tensions and thelir aggravating causes.
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N > . . 1 . H .
imperialist super-Fovers use thelr concept 'déte

nuclear war'

(R REY P 14 i34 " s o
disaymement , ‘non-use of force , prevention of a

z means to intimidate reople. They demand arrogantly that peool

accept their ide vithout cuestion, otherwise tThey say that the

o

Oz
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will be exposed to the risk war gnd will be plunged into disa

They assume threatening attitudes and say thnat in an ers of

weapons no alternative exists other then to agree to the détente

fecording to c of the imperialist super-Powers,

of nuclear weapons

are necessary Lo promote the process of détent According to th

therefore, nations should have only pralse for the contlmuation
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that détente came irto being and therefore nuclear weapons
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same loglc,

of the creation
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and stockpiling of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of the imperiallst super-
Powers Dbecause those weapons do not present any danger but, on the contrary,
promote détente.

The Soviet scclo-imperialists claim that impressive results have been
obtained from détente, that détente nmeans +the end of the "cold war' and of
the policy of "brinkmanship”, that détente has converted confrontation into
dialcgue, has thus created a fresh atmosphere between the United States and
the Scviet Unlon and has opened the way to varicus international treaties
and agreements. 3Bul is it possible Lo tale those sterile erguments sericusly?
Mere tallt of the eliminetion of the cold war cannot meke us forget that the
imperialist super-Powers and reactionary forces nave not for a single instant
ceased launching armed aggression against peoples and interfering in the
irterngl affalrs of soverelign States.

Thue the policy of "brinkmanshin" continues in even more ovbdurate fashion
than before. Never before have the imperialist super-Fowers amassed so many
deadly weapons of mass destruction in thelr arsenals as they have today. The
fmerican imperialists and the Soviet socio-imperislists themselves recognize
that those weapons are intended for use everntually in a nuclear war against
each cther., IZgually, they repeat incegsantly that there igc & great need in
the world for military balasnce between the two lwperialist super-Powers.

The Helsinki Conferevce is offten mentioned and the situation in Burope
is cited as a model for détente., The two super-Povers, further, have promised
to do everything possible to extend that Lind of ddtente to the Mediterranean
basin and to other regions. DBut the history of Europe and the situation existing
today in that continent shows that pesce and security carnot be estavlished
by creating a balance between the two imperislist super-Fowers or through thelr
bergainings. The Helsinki Conference and its decisions have brovght nothing
of value ‘to Burope. No positive change has taken place so far. No real step
has been taken to prevent a war in Hurcope. The American imperialists and the

mperialists wanted the Helsinkd Conferernce to use it merely as a

N

Scvier goclo-:
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barpgaining plece, in order to regroup and legalize their share of the spheres
of influence. * certain "status guo” established by the two super-Povers does
not mean Lhat they have in any way renounced their poliecy or their asggressive
activities.

Neither the Helsinki Conference nor its decisions have deterrved the
two super-Powers from mainteining theli aimics and willlary bascs wn the
territories of seversl Buropean countries, from increasing thelr weupurns
arsenals, organizing military manceuvres, stepplng up the number of cruises
taken by their war fleets around Burope, and continuing their efforts to
strengthen the aggressive blocs of NATO and the Yarsaw Treaty.

Zurope cannot become an island of peace and tranguillity in the midsit
of a turbulent ocean. Europe cannot be shielded from a war in & world full
of hotbeds of conflict and of tension. The decisions of the Helsinkl Conference
are a dead letter and serve only as a pretext for the imperilalist super-Fowers
to engage in mutual recrimination or to promote meetings such as that in
Belgrade which i1s of no interest to auyore.

The words and slogans of détente are a mere deceit, as the leader of the
Albanian people, Mr, Enver Hoxha,enphasized when he said:

"The world has never been subjected to diversionary achion and
diplomatic propaganda campaigns of the scope of those which the
imperialists and socic-imperialists are now waging and wvhich tend

o present in a favourable light the policy of hegemony and expansion
of the super-Powers in justification of their aggression and to

camouflage theiyr preparations for wvar.
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"Tn the Tast as vwell as in the ‘/est imperialist and social-
imperialist wilitary leaders claim that humenity is in a period

of relaxation of international tensions, that the cold war and

the dangercus confrontation Likely to bring about a confrontation

between those super-~Pcwers have yielded to détente, to peaceful

coexistence, to interrational harmony, general security, and so on,
that the dangmers are gone, that the clouds of war and catastrophes

have been dispelled. By these slogans, which are only intended to

deceive, the two super-Fowers, the bourgeolsie and international

reactionism intend to mystify peoples, weaken their resistance and
impose on them impericlist control and domination.”

The twvo imperialist super-Povers also make a great deal of noise about
the horrors of nuclear war and invite others to understand without delsy
that such a war must bte avoided. But never do they dare to reply to a
simple question, namely: wvho wants a nuclear war and who 1s preparing 1t?
le know well that they want to avold having to reply. It is they themselves
who are preparing to uvnleash a nuclear war, who threaten the entire world
with thelr atomic wveapons, who zealously keep these weapons and perfect
them for further blackmail and to intimidate the peoples.

On the other hand, in speaking of the horrors of a nuclear war, the
super-Powers seek Lo create the impression that it is only nuclear wars
which are dangerous, and thus divert the attention from conventional wars
which have been unleashed or which they are preparing. But we know very
well that the imperialists have exterminated millions of people and
massacred entire peoples by unleashing conventional wars and that they
continue to kill and destroy by using conventional weapons.

The two imperialist s per-Powers geell to prove that it is cuificient to take
a formal decision and nuclear war will bte prevented. After that peoples will
be able to e calm, even 1 preparations for a nuclear conventional war of

the two super-Powers contiaue, and even 1f there are local wars and aggressions.
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Under the pretext of a fictiticus prevention of a nuclear war, the
imperialist super-fowers seek to compel peovples to renounce thelr struggle
For freedon and independence and efforts to defend their nationzl rights.

SR

The hest preoof of this is given by the arrogant zttitude of the soclal-
imperialists, which reflects the intentions of the twe suver-Powers.
The social-imocerialists issue warnings to peoples and countries deprived
of nuclear weanons o be viglilant and not to create complicaeted situations
viich might compel the imperialist Powers to use satomlic weapons. How
cynical to say that peoples and blates which have no nuclear weapons
will bear the responsibllity for nuclear war should 1t break out.

It 1s not necessary to prove that pesce-loving and freedom-loving peoples
and countries are asgainst nuclear war and against sny local aggressive war
or generalized war waged with conventional or modern weapons. The
fundamental prcoblem is how wo fight against aggressive wars. There is
much speculation on the gpoint of how to induce pecpie to have a mistaken
1dea. boue spread the illusion that the existence of nuclear wveapons
and of weapons of mpass destruction on both sides compels those who possess
those weapons to think carefully bvefore using them and that, accordingly,

it i slmost impossible that they will decide to start

Nar,

jtol
i

Cthers affirm thet world war 1s by fate inevitable and the most
one can Jdo 1s to delay its outhreak, Others still defend the theory that
the leaders of the imperialist super-FPovers have become and will tecome
increasingly nore reascnable and that we have to let them reach an agreement
and work quietly to aveld war.

A1L these dangerous ldeas sre expressed and spread to disguise the
genuine causes of wars of aggression and to camouflage the preparations for
war. Those who invented them scorn the asplirations of peoples and seek to

* 4

weaken their will and their confidence in their own strength to combat the

Janger of war,
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Jh s notorions that wars of aggrecssion are not purely snd simply the
=fect oF wewpons as such. 411 warc of aggression, which are unjust wars,
ire ~he direct result of the policy off the dmperialist Powers, and weupons are
sn.y She mesus of waging war. At present, the spgressive policy and alms of

negamony ol the two im
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sevies Union, constitute the wain source and the grestest dunger of war.
mperialilsm and socilal-imperialism mean war and aggression. Thelr sggressive

telizles of rivalry they engage in to establish thelr hegemony and domination
in th: world leads them to war, which may start in Europe but also in Asla and
“he M.ddle East or in Africa.

"re dangers of war are veal and the peopleg cannot remzln inactive
when confronting these dangers, nor can they be reduced to passivity or
-C resigration or become simply spectators of war preparations. Nor can they

rewaln inactive and run the risk ©

=3

becoming the victim of the deceptive
sophiegtry of the authors of war who intend to spread the psychosis that people
zan oo nobhiug azainst war,

feuples can struggle successfully against war without thereby renouncing
thelr right to liberation and national defence, They wust redouble their
vigilance 1n the light of the war preparations of the imperialist super-FPowers
and Tirmly oppose them so a8 not tc give a free hand to the warmongers Lo
execute their plans.

Feoples are able to bar the wvay to war by their resolute struggle to

derend thelr freedom, indedendence and national soverelgnty and their

Jetermination to undo the aggressors . they dare to start a war.,

Teoples cannot rencunce the struggle agsinst imperialist war and seek their
well-being under the tutelage of imperlalist Powers, nor can they believe that
war will be avcoided by placing their hopes in the role of the United States
and the SBoviet Union, or by hoping that the military blocs controlled by the

wo imperialist super-Powers will be consolidated and counter-balance one

another.
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The events which heve taken place this year show how false and dangerous
sre the fabrications of the Soviev socio-imperialists, who trumpet it abroad
that the use cf force for aggressive ends 1n international relaticns can bhe
eliminated by the conclusion of treaties and conventions. These events prove
that the iluperialists, the sccic-imperialists and the reactionaries are making
much ado about détente, the non-use of “rrce and the prevention of nuclear war
to lull the vigilance of the peoples, in order to be able to strike later,
hard and without warning. That is why ve have denounced and will continue
to dencunce these demagogic slogans.

Miss FAROUK (Tunisia) {interpretation from Frencli): My delegation
thought it useful to speuk today in the debate on items 37, 50 and 127,
nowv under consideration in our Commitiee, in order to show, first of all,
my country's interest in bhese Cuestions, to express its eppreciation of
the praisevorthy efforts undertaken by the USSR for many yvears in this
field, to indicate the atiention it is giving the latest Soviet ini’i~tive
concerning international détente and, Tinally, to offer a number of general
observations prompted by the situation as it appears now and by
certain opinions expressed in the course of the present debate.

In the view of & swall non-nuclear country, inte:mational peace and
security, the elimination cf the nuclear thireat and the prevention cf the
danger of nuclear war cannot depend only on an iwprovement in the international
climate between certain Powers situated in certein regions. Internaticnal
peace and security recuire o real yedefinition of international relations
in conformity with the purposes and principles of the Charter. hey call

for an end, desired bty the svervlh

Jority, to confronietion

within spheres of influence in the Hiddle Dast and in scouthern Africa, as

well as the establisiment of equitable econcwmic relations.
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It dis in this convext that we believe iftems 37, 50 and 127 should
te considered, for theilr interdependence is too obvious to need any
further comment.

On item 37, "Conclusion of a world treaty on the non-use of force in
international relations", my delegation, at the thirty-first session,
welcomed this idea and voted in favour of the proposal that the General
Assembly should be asked to invite Member States to set forth thelr views
and observations on the subject, since we believe that we would thus
cren the way to a more thorough study of the draft treaty.

The idea behind tre renunciation of the use of force in international
relaticas is not new, it is to be found in Article 2, paragraph 4 of the
United Nations Charter and underlies all the efforts to create a system
of international relations founded on the primacy of law.

Arong the most important documents which have reaffirmed thre
provisions of the Charter, one cannot fail to mention the following:
the Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly
Rolationg and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter
of the United Nations, dated 2k October 1970¢; the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security, dated 16 Decemter 1970; the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples, dated 14 December 1960; the Definition of Aggression, dated
1 December 1974.

In the course of the three decades that have elapsed since the
establishment of the United Natioas, however, the world has witnessed the
persistence of conflicts among States, conflicts originating in political,
military, economic and social disparities apd inegqualities. The fact is
that the most powerful states can always get their way with the less
powerful States, explicitly or implicitly, directly or indirectly, and
without even having open reccurse to force.

The adoption of agreed rules of conduct and of procedures for the
gsettlement of international dispubtes does nobt geem to us to be useless. We
do not think that 1t would detract from the clarity of the Charter or

undermine its authority.
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Under item 37 my delegation is, in fact, giving its closes attention
to a document in conformity with the purposes and principles of the Charter
whose provisions would usefully suvplement the instruments and documents
that already exist and which would tend to strengthen the system set up by
the Charter and repeatedly confirmed since then. TFor its part, the
Sixth Committee, is now considering a drafi resolution on the subject
of item 37 within its cown field of competence. My delegaticn expresses the hope
that it will be possible for that Committee to come to a decision in due
course.

Item 50, "Implementation of the Dsclaration on the Strengthening of
International Security" is of capital importance for all the regions of
the world. The Declaration adopted by the General Assembly in 1970 by a
near-unanimous vote, is based on the Unlted Nations Charter which enunciates
the principles of equality, sovereignty, territorigl integrity, the peaceful
settlement of disputes and oon-recourse to the *threat or use of force.

My country has always respected those principles and is resolutely
committed with other countries to the policy of strengithening the role of the
United Nations. I should like to repeat that Tunisia, as a signatory of
the Non~Proliferation Treaty, is increasingly concerned at the vertical
and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons and at the gualitative and
guantitative escalation of the arms race, the exorbitant cost of which is
a sericusobstacle to development.

Alongside measures aimed at preventing the outbreak of new wars, we
believe 1t is essential to continue determined efforts Lo eliminale existing
conflicts and hotbeds of tension, the continued existence of which,
particularly in the Middle East and in southern Africa, constitute a
permansnt oront to international peace and security. It is also urgently
necessary for the same reasons to esiaplish equitable economic relstions.

The inclusion in our agenda, on the initiative of the Soviet Union, of
item 127 entitled "Deepening and consolidatic of international détente and
prevention of the danger of nuclear war" has, we beiieve, the important
merit of extending détente beyond what has thus far been its more or less
narrow and exclusively bilateral framework and of dealing with it on a

mutbilotera’ basis din the broader context of the United Nations.
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e belleve 1t is only at that level that it is possible - if that is
really what is rrc0 = 0 pramote the adoption of measures to take
simultaneous effect in the three areas of disarmement, decolonization and
development, making possible the establishment of the sound end lasting
co-operation, which ought to b= establiished between nuclear
and non-nuclear Povwers, hetween nations great and small, between the
"haves" and the "have nous", between States with different social systems.

Furthermore, it is ‘n the United Nations that the term "international
détente" can be defined ‘n such a way as no longer to lend itself to
different interpretations and uses in different quarters.

My delegatlon reserves the right to mske more specific statements in
the discussion of the draft resclution introduced by the delegation of the
USSR on the prevention of the danger of nuclear war snd, in particular;
on the compromise text arrived at by Mr. Hoveyds of Irsn after consultations
with various delegations on the draft resolution relating to the Declaration
on the deepening end consiolidation of international détente, of which
my delegstion became awa:e yesterdsy when it was distributed in the
Committee.
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Mr. FADHLI (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): We
believe that the deepening and consolidation of international détente and
prevention of the danger of nuclear war is a noble objective which will be
of benefit to all mankind. If this objective is achieved, it might lead to serious
eforts to ensure the progress and welfare of peoples. Déterte will remain a dream
until it is based on practical measures and urgent steps in the field of international
relations. International détente will never be complete so long as it remains
confined to a particular region of the world. Détente must be extended to all
regions of the world. It must not be merely a political détente but also a
military détente. How can international détente be achieved so iong as in
certain regions of the world events continue to take place which endanger
international peace and security? We are thinking in particular of the
Middle East, South Africa and Cyprus.

We be}ong to a geographical region consisting of countries known as
developing\countries. These countries are endeavouring to promote and develop
their economies by all lawful means. How can we achieve economic and social
progress for the benefit of our peoples when we see that their future and the
development of their natural resources are controlled by the imperialist
States?

At its sixth and seventh special sessions, the General Assembly of the
United Nations drafted @ political declaration and a programme of action thet
have rct been implemented either by the industrial Powers or by the monopolies
under theilr jurisdiction. We therefore believe that international détente
willl be achieved only by establishing the new international economic
order which will gcvern economic relations amorg States on the basis of

equality and justice, principles emphasized by the United Nations Charter.

Mr. SY (Senegal) (interpretation from French): The question of the
application of the implementation of the Declzration on the Strengthening of
International Security, adopted by the General Assembly at its twenty-fifth
session, is of capital importance today, for despite recent progress 1in the
relaxation of international tension, many hotbeds of tension continue to exist
throughout the world. The nuclear peril has not been eradicated and the threat

or use of force have not diminished.
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Nevertheless the greal merit of the Declaration on the Strengthening of
International Security is that it paves the way for an improvement of relations
among States and for the el.imination of the threats to international peace
and security. Indeed, does it not reaffirm the unconditional validity of
the purposes and principles of tle United Nations as the basis of international
relations? Does 1t not call for their strict application? Above all, does
it not establish the supremacy of obligations flowing frcm the Charter over
obligations contracted under any other international agreement?

One can draw the follcwing conclusion from an =nelysis of the Declaration.
The threats to internationsl security stem principally from the weakening of
respect for the Charter, from the violation of its purposes ard principles
and from the ineffectiveness of the Security Council as the organ having
rrimary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and
security. Thus, the diagncsis 1s very clear; so is the remedy. The only
way out is a return to the principles of the Charter and the strengthening
of the United Nations.

Unhappily, it must be agreed that the present international ccmmunity is
far from having been restored to health, not because the remedy prescribed is
ineffective, but because the obstacles to its application are very powerful.
What, then, are these obstacles to the implementation of the principles of the
Charter, obstacles that contribute actively to the weakening of our Organization?
A brief look at history will show that the main causes of the poor functioning of
the United Nations as a system of collective security are great Power rivalry
and the desire of the great Powers to have theilr national interests prevail
over the interests of the international ccmmunity. By using and abusing their
right of veto, the great Powers have helped to paralyse the United Nations
and to divert it from its aims. Whereas the "harter bans war as an instrument
of international policy, some Members of cur Organization have repeatedly used
force against the territorial integrity and political independence of a
Member State in order to prieserve their natlonal interests. Similarly, they
have regularly intervened ia the domestic matters of other States and have
very often completely disrezarded the right of peoples to self-determination.
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As for the permanent members of the Council, they have been unable to
exercise the responsibilities incumbent on them except in a very erratic way.
Most of the time their disagreements have prevented them from even considering
common action in the face of crisis situations or acts of aggression committed
in various parts of the world. The Security Council has thus been deprived of
its real role and reduced to a mere forum where aggressors are almost always
certain to find willing protectors who will enable them to act with impunity
no matter how serious their actions. Thus, it has been unable to prevent
the many conflicts which have not failed to arise since the signing of the
Charter, still less to halt them.

This disease has finally spread to the United Nations as a whole. The
prestige and authority of the Organization was bound to be affected by this.

4 number of attempts have been wede to deal with major international issues
outside the United Nations. TIs it then surprising that the strengthening of
international security has made little progress, and that international
security is still seriously threatened? The arms race, the nuclear threat,
economic exploitation, racism, colonialism, the struggles for spheres of
influence, and aggression are flourishing more than ever before. Similarly,
the likihood of nuclear war has considerably increased, on the one hand,
through technological progress on the part of the super-Powers as regards the
accuracy of their missile delivery systems and, on the other, through the
possibility afforded to certain régimes, like South Africa, to manufacture
nuclear weapons.

Hunger, poverty and illiteracy are rife in large parts of the world.

Yet the wealthy countries still refuse to ergzsge in a serious discussion on
the establishment of a new international economic order. In so doing, they
take a short-term view of the future and help to strengthen insecurity
throughout tie world.

Some efforts have been made by these Powers in recent years to improve the
international situation. I refer to the draft warld treaty on the non-use of
force in international relations, submitted by the Soviet Union. My delegation
has taken a favourable view of this initiative, the existence of the United

Nations Charter having been unable to prevent the outbreak of many conflicts
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since 1945. Any attempt to strengthen the Charter and to ensure the non-use
of force in international rslations should, in my delegation's view, be
encouraged and supported. dJowever, as was stressed by the Foreign Minister
of Senegal in the statement he made on 13 October 1977 in the General Assembly
of the United Nations:
"Indeed, it is important to note the fact that resort to force in
international relations is linked to the fundamental inequalities
which characterize the modern world; it reflects a situation in which
the wealkest nations are subject to domination and interference on the
part of other States.
"Accordingly, any instrument designed to promote the non-resort to
force in international relations cannot be dissociated from the task of
establishing justice and order in relations among States”.

(a/32/PV.33, p. 12)
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One of' the objectives of such a treaty, in the view of the delegation of
Senegal, is to help usher in a new international order characterized by the
equality of States, economic justice and the sbandonment once and for all of
the use of force in all its forms by all countries.

The contemporary world is characterized by the relaxation of tension
between the two major military blocs, NATO and the Varsaw Pact, the
intervention and the disguised use of force by the great Powers against the
countries of the third world, and lastly by the appearance of numerous
regional conflicts.

Recently the countries of NATO and the Wersaw Pact embarked upon a
process of relaxation of tension in Europe, vhich is a matter for
gratification, Nevertheless, we must note also that this process of
détente rests on the balance of terror and that it has not sufficed in all
cases to rule out the use of force. The military balance plus the
enormous dangers which have restrained action on the part of the great
Powers in Europe is not to be found in other parts of the world. There,
the great Powers have been free, without much danger to their own security,
to make war through intermediaries, to try out new weapons and reciprocally
to attempt to extend their spheres of influence in areas where they felt
there was a power vacuum.

Those Powers have thus embarked upon an intense rivalry ©o gain politicel
and military influence in certain regions of the yworld, vhich for them either
are of great strategic interest or represent a market for weapons or a source
of cheap energy and raw materials. In order to gain the necessary political
affiliations, they introduce sophisticated weapons or support the aggressive
policies of certain States of a region, thus unleashing an arms race among the
States of that region.

This destabilization of regional balance is fraught with danger, not
only for the States of the region but also for the international community,
for the conflicts which are bound to break out there will lead to direct
confrontation between the great Powers. Furthermore, the involvement of
certain States in regional conflicts does not always have a happy influence
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on the settlement of those conflicts. In general it introduces a
further element of complication and makes a peaceful settlement more
difficult.

Another adverse aspect of direct involvement in regional conflicts
is the fact that it dist:racts certain countries of the region from
seeking a peaceful solut:ion within the regional context. It opens the
door to other types of scttlement, such as recourse to armed force.

Nothing better illustrates these adverse aspects of relations between
the great Powers and the small countries than the present situation in
Africa. Since 1961 that continent has been the scene of uninterrupted
colonial wars., Despite she collapse of the Portuguese colonial empire,
the racist régimes of Pratoria and Salisbury persist in meaintaining their
colonial yoke over the paoples of Namibia and Zimbabwe. Those régimes
have long benefited from the active support or the complicity of certain
great Powers, Today, th: Pretoria régime, which is armed to the teeth,
supports the acts of aggression of Ian Smith against neighbouring African
States and arropgates to itself the role of regional gendarme. It has
developed a vast machinery of repression in order to maintain its policies
of apartheid and exploitation of the African masses. South Africa has
thus become an immense time-bomb and the Pretoria régime represents a
danger to international peace and security.

In other parts of Africa numerous conflicts have flared up in the
aftermath of intervention by the great Powers, whieh have used mercenaries
as a major instrument. In recent years many African States have thus been
invaded by bands of men armed and financed from abroad who have sought to
overthrow the existing régimes. Those mercenaries endanger the security
of all States and represent a new technique for interference in the affairs
of African countries and in this attempt to continue to control their destinies.

The increasing insecurity in the world, which I have just described,
requires vigourous acticn in order to promote respect for the Charter of
the United Nations and to extend détente to all regions of the world.
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In the opinion of ny delegation, in addition to the reaffirmation of a
certain nuuber of major principles, ve rust consider concrete measures
to be undertaken. The permanent members of the Security Council have

a special responsibility in this respect. Those Dtates should devote
hemselves to preventing an outbreak of conflicts in the regions of
Africa, Asla and Latin America, by avoiding any encouragement of the
arns race or of arned arsression. Furthermore, they must also support
nediation activity of resional organizations and contimuelly rromo-e the

auest for peaceful solvtions within o regionzl contexnt.

Other measures, such as the granting of mesrirgful garrritees to
non-nuclear weapon Ltates and respertlng nuclezz-Iree zonez aAnd zones
of peace, would promote the extension of détente. Those measures,
obviously, are iar frcm being exnaustive. UNMany other measures could
be considered with a view to decreasing the nuclear danger, si-vin:
down tile arns race and elin’ neting the disguised nse 2 Toree ir
internatlional relations and the serious economic inequsl’ .i~s betuveen
the developinz and the developed countries.

To =ore” vo—, py delegation hopes thet the Committee will decide
concretely this year un ways ara neans to promote the application of

the Jeclaration on the Sioigthening of Interrational Security.
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Mr. TROYANOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): During the next few days the WMirst Comuittee will be
concluding its consideration of the agenda item introduced by the Soviet
Union on the deepening and consolidation of international détente and
prevention of the danger <f nuclear war. The work of the thirty-second
session of the CGeneral Assembly as a whole is also entering upon its final
stage. In the main Committees of the Assenbly and also here in the Assembly's
plenary meetinrss there has beer comprehensive discussion of a large number

of iuportant and urgent irternational issues. @CQuite a few useful

resolutions have heen adorted aimed at resolving those issues.

In the view of my deleration, there is every reason to say that
Lhe ides of the deeps2in~ and comsolidation of inte-mrtionc? détente has run lilke
s "eit-motiv throuphout the work of this session of the SGereral Ascsembly -
steriing with the reneral debate, where leading statesnen of the States
Members of the United Nations reaffiried their commitient to the deepening
and consolidation of international co-operation and security, subsequently
in the discussion of the various agenda items and concluding vi5hir. the last
days of the session vhen, in a nunber of Cormittees, principles have been
under discussion siFfectir: the foreign 10" iz2ies of States.

A Tavourable influence of the changes for the better which lLiave talten
place in recent years in international relations has been noted in the
discussion 1’ Th runpeet So the veriouvs aspecte oFf the prohiem of disarmanent,
the question of eliminating the vestires of colonialism and the task of
establishing equitable and mwutually beneficial economic relations.

1t has also been noted that the opponents of détente are very active
in the world and are attenpting to thwart efforts to curtail the arns race
and to distract tle attention of the world Irow a cardinal settlement of
the nost burning international problems.

The tineliness and inportance of considering the question of the
%frgeni:@ and consolidation of international déforie and prevention of the
danger of nuclear war at this session of the General Asseubly «m.rged
particularly ~ eerly In %iie Jdizcussion Sa Jisermement asthons., It vouid be
pertinent here to recall the remarks nade by the General-Secretary of the

Central Committee of the Zommunist Party of the Union of Loviet Doecialist
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Republics and lresident of the Tresidium of the Supreiie Soviet of the
UGER, Leonid I. Brezhnev, which he made on & November this year, to
the effect that:
"International relations are nov, as it were, at the crossroads
and can lead on ei%ther tu groulng trust ard co-uperation or to
croving mutual fear, wlstrust and the stockpiling of weapons,
roads which, in the final analysis, will lead eitiier to lasting
peace or, at best, to balancing on the brink of war. Détente
offers an opportunity of choosing the road to peace. To let
this opportunity slip by vwould be a crine. The most inportant
and the nost urgent tasl nov is to put an end to the arms race,
which is scourgirg the vworld,"
It is therefore natural that there should have been deep interest and
hope aroused by the favourable effects of détente and its favanralle

influence un disarmanent.
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In the recent period, ard while %nis seesion of the General Assembly
has ©eer. st vork, the Sovlet Union has urdertaken another important
initiative aimed at resolving such urgent problems of disarmament as
tre prohibiticn cf all nuelear-weapcn tests and the simultareous
halting bty all S%ates of the manufacture of nuclear wearons.

Wide satisfaction has alsc been expressed by delegations at the progress
recently noted in achievirg a convergence in the positions of the parties
in the negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States on the
limitation of strategic nuclear weapons. The fact that during this session
of the General Assembly a resolution was unanimously adopted welcoming the
proposals of the Soviet Urion and the United States and appealing for the
successful completion of the Soviet-American negotiations testifies to the
wide recognition of the importance of progress in this area, both from the
standpoint of improving tte general climate of Soviet-American relations and
in terms of stimulating new and more far-reaching internaticnral actions to
restrain the arms race.

It is characteristic of the statements made by many delegations that
appeals have been made thet *he aclhlevements of the rolicy of
détente in relations between two States or among a number of States shpuld be
extended to other regions end continents and indeed to the whole world.

Thus the representative of Nepal declornc:
"It is generally recognized that the i-“ernsztioral climste has
changed Tor, the better in recent years as a result of the r=laxation

of tensions. Ve elcoied the Final Aet of the Conferernce on Security

and Co-operetion, held at Helsinki, as a positive contribution to an

atmosphere of co=oreration. However, we lsve continvally nryged thai {te
process of détente must not he limited to certain zreas or regionus but
shouid be extenced to all rarts of the world. Such an extersion yovld,
we ferl, lead to the feluzing of areas of tension in the worid today."

(A/c.1/32/BV.N9, p. 6)
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As has been noted by delegations, in ovder to develop the process of
détente it is important to lsunct new initiatives in the most diverse
fields of international relations with the object of consolidating the succesges
already achieved and making the process of détente universal and irreversible,
The main trends of action to advance the cause of détente may be seen
in the Soviet Union's draft declaration on the deepening and consolidation
of international détente and they have been further set forth in detail
in the speech by the Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr., Gromyko,
during the <enerel debefe and also in the statement by the Soviet delegation
in the First Committee at the opening stage of its work. As the course of
the discussion in the First Committee and the ronsulte” -mg held with the
object of reaching an agreed text on the draft declaration have shown, these
trends are TUl1Y in keeping with the interests - all the States of the world
and determine the sphere in which States should combine their efforts and
where they can most successfully sct, jointly or along parallel lines, in
order to strengthen peace and prevent the threat of nuclear war.
The proposal of the Soviet Union that the Tnited Nations should use its
entire authority to back the policy of détente has met with the widest
support and sympathy from delegations. As a result of the comprehensive
consideration of this question, both in meetings of the First Committee and
in the course of consultations of various kinds among delegations of countries
belonging to all gengraphica® regions and various socilal systems, agreement
W as ..-ached on a generally acceptable text of a declaration on the deepening
a nd consolidation of international dé€tente. Taking into account the full
diversity and peculiarity of the views of the Members of the, United Nations,
considerable efforts were required to reach this aobhjertive. Herec
the Soviet delegation deems it, necessary to note the major contribution of
t+ he representative of Iranp, Mr. Hoveyda, who displayed theveby his charseteriziic
high diplomatic qualities. Considering that a very large number of delegations
were invnlvn?® in the preparation of the draft declaration circulated by
Mr. Hoveyda and that it doces reflect the main provisions of the Scoviet draft
declaration contained in document A/C.1/32/L.1, the Soviet delegation will not
insist on a vote on the draft it introduced and,, together with other de ersgiiors,

will support the draft introduced by Mr. Hoveyda.
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The Scoviet delegution cunsiders that the adoption by the thirty-second
session of the Wnited Nations Qeneral Assembly of = Te2lsrwelion on the
Deepening and Consolidation of International Détente will represent a
m ajor contribution to the carrying out of the mein task of the United Nations,
vhich is to ensure international peace and security . This document will
take a worthy place among those international documents that recognize and
consolidate a kind of code of rules for honest and fair mubual relations
among countries and create legal and moral political obstacles to those
who like military adventures. Ve recognize, of course, that the mere
adoption of this declaration by the General Assembly will not suffice
10 resolve the task of deepening and strengthening international détente
and that further sincere and persistent efforts will be required on the part
of all1 States to Iwplement ift. The Soviet delegation will bend everv effort
to achieve ' 7% purpose. At the same time, we should iilke to make it
terfectly clear that the process of détente dees nct mear giving up the
right of States to self-deflence,whilci is established in the United Nations
Charter, cr giving up the ight of national liberation movements to fight
for self-determination by all the means available to them. These inalienable
rights are enshrined in the United Nations Charter and in the decisions of
the @nited Nations stemming from it. In accordance with the United Nations Charter
the Soviet Union will continue to give unfailing support to countries and
peoples fighting against aggression and foreign cccupation and fighting to
eliminate the vestiges of colonialism, racism and apartheid. The position of
the Soviet Union In these ratters is a position of rrincirle and it will
remain so in the future.

As was declared Juring the scnsral dstetc by the Foreign Minister of the
Soviet Union, for the Sovist Unlon - aud we sare convinced, not only for us -
the struggle for the deepening and consolidation of détente is at the same time
a struggle for the complete elimination of the danger of nuclear conflict. To
broaden the scope of détente means at the same time to move farther away
the threat that nenklIsd will be crushed under the destructive steamroller of

nuclear war.
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These are in essence two most important aspects of ensuring a stable and
genuinely lasting peace on earth.

In order to involve the United Nations in more active participation
in the pursuit of that objective, the Soviet delegation introduced for
consideration by the General Assembly the draft resolution on the
prevention of the danger of nuclear war. That draft resolution outlines a
series of measures aimed at preventing situations which may lead to a dangerous
deterioration of relatioms among States and, In the final analysis, to
nuclear conflict. The draft resolution also provides for important steps
to curtail the nuclear arms race, steps which if carried out woilg
unquestionably lead to substantial progress towards nuclear disarmament.

We note with satisfaction that the delegations of many States have
spoken in support of immediate efforts aimed at carrying out the task of
preventing nuclear war. As was stressed by the representative of Iran:

"We hope ... the discussion of this item, in which a link has
been established between the consolidation of détente on the one hand
and the prevention of the danger of nuclear war on the other, will
stimulate efforts by all States on disarmament matters, especially

nuclear disarmament, in various bodies." (A/C.1/32/PV.49, p. 16)

In the course of the discussion and the consultations many views have
been expressed as to how one or another measure could be carried out in
rractice. At the same time many delegations have noted, at recent
meetings of this Committee and elsewhere, that at this session they have been
unable to give comprehensive consideration to the key problem of preventing
nuclear war in all "¢ a7 ovs aspehs. The wish has becn expressed that
there would be more detailed consideration of the question of preventing
the danger of nuclear war. The Soviet delegation is prepared to meet
those wishes and in the present circumstances will not insist on a
vote on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/32/L.2.

The easing of the threat of war ~ in particular, of nuclear war -
followed by its complete elimination is the age-0ld dream of all peoples

and it is the subject of untiring efforts of all people of goodwill,
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We believe that the question of preventing the danger of nuclear war will
inevitably be the focus of all negotiations on disarmement and will be

given an appropriate plece in the work of the United Nations special session
of the General Assembly on disarmament and also in the period of
preparations for that special session, inter alia, in the course of work

in the Freparatory Committee for the special session.

Mr. ISMAIL (Ur.ited Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic):
International peace and security have constantly and over & long period of
time been considered an urgent question by the countries of the third world
and, in particular, by the small countries. That was so even before the
international organizations we know today came into being. Their aim
was to ensure stability and to organize the other aspects of peoples' lives,
and to satisfy their aspirations for progress and well-being. If we now
believe that the peoples of the world and the countries concerned failed
by the standards then prevailing, it is because of the conditions and
mentality of the times. For the world of yesteryear lived subject to the
law of the jungle accordling to which might was right. In those circumstances
it was inconceivable that any principle or ideal or morality could prevail.

If we take a rapid glance at world conditions since the end of the
Second World War we will note fundamental changes in the different aspects
of life. 'Those changes are a result of the liberation of most countries whieh
were once subject to colonial domination. Colonial peoples have paid the
price for their freedom, which colonialism did net present to #¥em on a
silver platter.

And yet the world i1s not yet fully liberated because there still are
regions which suffer from colonial domination and foreign cccupation. More
than three decades have gone by since the United Nations came into being as
an international organization for the maintenance of international peace and
security and to prevent war. The founding Members committed themselves to
preserve future generations from the scourge of war and emphasized the
safeguarding of human rights, the dignity of man and the maintenance of

international peace and security.
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After & third of a century we note that the world has not achieved
res e and security. The obligations entered into by States under the
Chartef are far from fulfilléd. An unjust situation exists in South Afrieca
where the white minority controls the destiny of the black majority.
Furthermore, there is the racist Zionist entity to which imperialism has
given concrete form ia occupied Talestine where an entire people have been
expelled and replaced by another. Arab lands lLave been occupied by that
expansionist and aggressive entity and the Arab people of Palestine have
been dispersed and forced to live in hovels a few hundred yards from their
homeland, Palestine, with crumbs as their only food. The a2bnormal
conditions in the Middle fast and in southern Afriei constitute most
dangerous hotveds of tension in the world and might explode at any momant,
thus Jjeopardizing international peace and security.

The strengthening of ilnternational peace and security cannot be effected
as long as there are flagrant violations of the resolutions of
ilnternational organizations and challenges #o our Organlzation by a few

racist régimes.
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This conduct, “hich is unigue, can only be ‘rierpruled o3 2
chellenge B the entire intoernatiorel cormority.

Resolution 2734 (XXV) with regard to the Declaration on the Strengthening
of International Security, which was adopted by the General A:sembly at its
twenty-fifth session, was a step in the right direction. Unfortunately,
that resolution has not beer implemented in practice in order to bring avout
a wvorld living in security znd stability. Resolutions are not important
because they have heen adopted; they are important only when they are implemented
so as to put an end to the problems afflicting the world. We consider
that the interests of certain great Powers :io. ¢ not constitute an
cbstacle to security based on Justice and to peace throughout the world.

Trhe great Povers should strive 1o wake genuire efforts and a positive
contribution to the elimination of the tension from vhich ve have Leen suifering
for sc long. We are convinced that such a step would undoubtedly contribute

to the strenctlening of Internationsl peace snd security.

The strengthening of security depends on disarmament and ecconomic
development, for general and complete disarmament would pave the way for
the solution of the economic problems besetting the world today. General
and complete disarmament would open up new horizons and make it possible to
overcome all the obstacles aad the problems threatening mankind, which would
contribute to the sitrengthening of peace and security.

We expect much from the special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament aext year because it 1s our hope that effective measures will
be taken towards disarmament. The results achieved Hy that session will
indicate the seriousness which the international community, and the great
Powers in particular, nttach to strengthening world reace and sexawity so as to
attain the progress and well-being of all the peoples of the world. Disarmament
indicates the will of countries to =efvain from the use of foree in international
relations and in the setilement of disputes. This in turn will certainly
contribute to strengthening the policy of international ddtente.

Tn speaking of the non-use of Torce in internatioral relsbions,

.

ased on this

ol

I should like to meke it cleor thal ths pollcy of my Goverrment s
principle of the non-use of Torce in any conflict which now exists »r mey
arise with other countries. We apply the policy of dialogue and understanding

to resolve all differences of opinion, on the basis of Jjustice, law and
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good-neighbourliness, The Minister for Foreign Affairs of my couantry made
this policy explicit in his statement before the General Assembly during the
weneral debate,

We attach great importance to the conclusion of a world treaty on the
non-use of force in international relations. We wish once again to emphasize
the principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of States, siace
these internal affairs are ~xxlvspively v 51 the Jwisdiction nrd sovered suby of

each country.

Mr., HOV.YDA (Iran) (interpretation from French): I should like
to remind wmy colleagues of what I sald yesterday with regard to the draft
declaration distributed in document A/C.1/32/CEP.1. Tt will be recalled
that I said that for technical reasons this document should have a sponsor.
I should like now to confirm that my delegation is sponsoring this draft
declaration for the techaical reasons which I explained yesterday. This draft
declaration thus becomes a draft resolution, and I should like to request the

Secretariat to distribute it in thet “orm.
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~otia): Many issues and coaflints weizh heavily
on the state of internatioral velati-ns tToday and prose a challense 2 the
United Nations, But, in tke opinion of my delegation, the most formidable
challenge that is facing tke United Nations - indeed the whole of wmankind -~ t-davr
is the prevention of a new world war, which will inevitably resull in nuclear
annihilation. Certain e-rnilicis and wars can be confined to a given region,
but nuclear war knows no stuch geographical boundaries. The rapid development
of science and technology not onlvy hasg lncreased the risk of the analliilation
but alsoc has made the atta’nment -7 ~ur ultimate soal of seneral and complete
digsarmament not only more formidable but equally urgeant. In this precarious
nuclear ape, therefore, there is no alternative but to concentrate cur efforts
n reducing tensions between States by creating favourable conditions for solving
international problems by peaceful means, building mutual confidence and
strengthening international peace and security, thereby reducing the risk of
auclear oonflasratl n

Although the principle of the non-use of force or threat of force is
enshrined in Article 2, paragraph 4, of the United Nations Charter and
elavorated in nurerocus other important resolutions and declarations, armed conflicts

unfortunately still continue to take place in different parts of the world

with a heavy toll in lives and property, ihershy threatening internatifnsl
reace and security. The world 1o now witnessing 2 most distressing instance
where force is veing used by a 3tate against another for the achiesvement of a
narrow national objective. Ve believe, therefore, that a treaty on the
non-use of force in international relations would curb such use of force as
an instrument of State policy and increase mutual confidence amoap States.

The three closaly interrelated items, namely, "Conclusion of a world treaty
on the non-use of force in international relations', item 37. "Tmplewentation
of the Leclaration on the Strengthening of International Security", item 50, and
"Deepening and consolidatioa of international détente and prevention of the
danger of nuclear war', item 127, deal with the foremost preoccupations of

the international community today. In this connexion we sghould like to offer

E,

lecation for harting teken the initiative in

our congratulations to the ZSoviet
introducing velt another item @f considerable imporbance, that is dibem 127, for

consideration by the United Nations.
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(Mr. Ibrahim, Ethiopia)

It is indeed proper and timely for the international community to discuss
thoroughly the substance of this item to which my delegation attaches great
importance.

Ethiopia is already on record in another forum as having expressed its
appreciation of the content and substance of what would constitute
genuine détente. As vwe see it, the non-aligned movement has been the single
and foremost driving force which has encouraged the evolution and
implementation of détente in our time. For that reason, détente will have
to be viewed within the over-all framevwork of the cardinal principles of
non-alignment, which include, among other matters, respect for the Charter
of the United Nations and total rejection of imperialism and colonialism
in all their manifestations. To say that détente is non-alignment's greatest
achievement is therefore but to state the obvious.

Some exclusivists apparently consider détente solely in terms of an
equation in big Power relationships. To them, détente seems to mean only
mutual accommodation of big Power global, interests and mutual recognition
of their respective spheres of influence. A corollary of such an
interpretation is that détente is an instrument for the preservation of the
status quo as opposed to necessary fundamental socio-economic and political
transformations within a given country. Ethiopia does not subscribe to such
a stagnant, and indeed retrograde, conception of détente.

We view détente essentially as a dynamic force which seeks to replace big
Power confrontations by rational dialogue, directed at removing the root
causes of actual or potential frictions. At the same time, with respect to the
rest of the world, détente will have to be a positive force, promoting and
encouraging the oppressed peoples in their struggle to free themselves from
imperialism and colonialism and in their rescolute resistance against
aggression and expansicnism. Nor should détente restrict the right of the
people of any sovereign nation to change oppressive and obsolescent socio-economic
structures within their own country, embark on a constructive road to bring
about fundamental changes in their own national institutions and, to that end,
seek the individual support of progressive nations in Africa, Asia, Europe

or the Americas.
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Nor, given the sovereign attributes of any modern nation State, can
détente in any way restrict elther its non-alignment or the strategy it
may adopt in its struggle against imperialism, colonialism and blatant
racism. Indeed, the nations of the world can support and encourage détente
only to the extent that afi least it does not circumscribe their legitimate
and inalienable rights. _f some are to invoke détente to undermine the
Charter principle of the right of any nation to self-defence to preserve its
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity, and if an unnecessary
furore is to be raised when a victim of aggression seeks and obtains
assistance for solely defensive purposes from friendly and peace-loving
countries near and far, then surely détente ceases to be a positive and dynamic
factor in the international relations of our times. Similarly those who
accept and encourage détente will surely not opt to be held at bay where their
own paramount national ob jectives and interests are actually at stake.

There is no doubt that the limitation and eventual elimipation of the
danger of nuclear war will consolidate the process of détente. For that yreason,
my delegation has carefully studied the proposals contained in A/C.1/%2/L.1
and 1.2 and in Conference Room FPaper 1. Some aspects of those proposals have
already been considered in sufficient detail in this wvery Committee during our
debate on disarmament., Others, particularly the proposal in A/c.1/32/L.2,
which merits an in-depth eznalysis, could not be, fully considered at this session
of the General Assembly because of lack of time.

On the other hand, tte subject will surely occupy the coming meeting of
the Preparatory Committee and the special session of the CGeneral Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

That is why my delegetion would like to take this opportunity to express
its gratitude to the representative of the Soviet Union for heeding the appeal
made to him this morning ty the delegations of Liberia and Sri Lanka, among

others, not to press his draft resolution to the vote.
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The ardent desire of the Ethiopian people is to live in peace and
harmony with all nations of the world on the basis of the principle of
peaceful coexistence and, to that end, my delegation is prepared to
support any measure that will enhance international peace and security in

every corner of the globe.

Mr. KITI (Kenya): Speaking at this stage of our debate, I should
like to express my delegation's deep satisfaction at the manner in which the
vork of our Committee has progressed. Ve have so far completed the
important items on disarmament as well as the question relating to
international co-operation in the field of peaceful uses of outer space.

My delegation has noted the keen and genuine desire of the international
community to co-operate in these fields by adopting over 20 resolutions

on these items, more than half of them either by consensus or unanimously.
That is a commendable record, but as the representative of Nepal reminded

us only yesterday, the adoption of resolutions alone is not sufficient.

What are needed are the concerted efforts and political will of Member States
to implement those resolutions, otherwise they will remain dead letters.

The concern of the international community about the gquestion of
international security is well known. Indeed, it has been a main
preoccupation of the Organization since its foundation. My delegation
therefore finds it appropriate that the Committee at this stage should engage
in seeking measures that will facilitate the implementation of the Declaration
on the Strengthening of International Security.

It has always been the view of my delegation that in order to find any
solution to any problem a thorough examination of the causes of that problem
is essential. In that context thereforc it is important for us to examine
what continue to be the impediments to the realization of the objectives

contained in the Declaration under consideration.
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(Mr. Kiti, Kenya)

Many of the delegations that spoke before me have stressed the
unhealthy security environment generated by the excess of armaments and
the armament race obtaining in the world today. Kenya is gravely concerned
that while the international community continues to discuss this issue
year in and year out the realization of the objectivesof disarmament
is far from sight. Indeed, what is happening is the reverse: there is
an ever-increasing escalation of the armaments race, both vertical and
horizontal. We must, if we want to achieve the implementation of the
Declaration, begin seriously to implement the many resolutions and
declarations on disarmament. That is important if we are to prevent the danger
of war, for wars are executed with armaments.

The relaxation of international tension is another area which my
delegation considers to be an essential element in the implementation of the
Declaration. We have noted with some relief the recent positive steps taken
in Europe and the other developed nations in that regard. We are, however,
greatly alarmed to note that, whereas tension seems to be subsiding in the
developed areas, it is rising, nay encouraged to rise, in the developing

countries.



2 /ght A/C.1/32/PV.56
51

{(Mr. Kiti, Kenya)

{enya cannot but be concerned ai the everts taking plece in southern
Africa, where the racist régimes, with the assistance of some Member States,
continue to trample on the black masses with ilmpunity. ‘Ye have stated on
numerous occasions that until the racist régimes change their completely outdated
and diabolical policies, southern /frica will contirue to be an area fraught
with the dangers of a threat to internationsl peace and security. 'e call,
therefore, on the internationsl community to take bold steps to eradicate that
danger befure it is tco late. Half measures, as we have just seen after the
recent elections in South Africa, will only encourage the racist régime to
continue to perpetrate their criminal actions against humanity.

My delegation is ecually concerned at the development of nevy areas
of tension in our continent, some of vhich are too close to us for us not to
be concerned. Ue alsc continue to note that, in spite of conéerted efforts,
the areas that have always been a source of international tension, namely,
the Middle Bast, Cyprus and some arveas in the Pacific, continue to be so.

There are many othey areas of tension which are well-known to the
international community, and these also need our attention.

fs I stated earlier, it is always important to examine the causes of
problems in order to find thelr sclutions, In examining the questicn of
relaxebion of ilnternatioral tension, one factor seems to present itself as
a major if not the major scurce of the problem. In most areas where there
is current tension, we find that there is definite interference in the internal
affairs of these States in one way oy vhe other. It is the viey of ny delegation
that the full implementation of resoluticn 51/91 adopted last year on
non~-interference in the internal affairs of States would be a positive move
towards the implementation of the Declarstion at present under discussion.

Many suggestions on how to compat non-interference in the internal affairs of
States have been proposed in the report of the Secretary-General in

document £/32/164, lie would recommend a thorough study of these in order that
the international community would have a vardstick by which to judge vhere an

act is deemed an interference in the intermal affairs cf other States,
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It is now well accepted that there is some relationship between
security on the one hand aml peace and economic and social development on
the other. It is the view of my delegation that there will be no peace and
security in the world if the present unjust world order in the economic
field is continued. Kenya, like many other developing countries, has called
for a speedy implementation of the recommendations for & new international
economic order. Ve are of —he view that our demands are legitimate and
we call upon the developed «zountries not to go on frustrating the aspirations
of the developing countries, for to do so would inevitably invite and
inject instability in the world that is bound to impede the implementation
of the Declaration on the Sirengthening of International Security.

It has to be remembered that no co-operation can last if it is based
on the principle of inequality. A very important areé that would enhance
the strengthening of international peace and security is the scrupulous
adherence by all Member States of the principle of non-use of force in
international relations. 43 a small non-aligned country, Kenya has always
adhered to the principle of settling disputes peacefully. Ve are gratified
to note that this principle has at long last found acceptance by those who
have for some time held the world at ransom by threatening to destroy each
cther and, in so doing, the whole of woriiind.

Kenya, therefore, supports the idea of drafting a world treaty on the
non-use of force as a positive initiative towards the strengthening of
international security. We are aware that opinions differ on the usefulness
of such a step. Ve are also aware that this principle is enshrined in the
Charter. Ve are further aware that even at the time of drafting the Charter
this principle enccuntered 1ifficulties in San Francisco. Ve note, however, that
while all of us are required to adhere to the Charter, there are many examples
that remind us that there is scwething we need to do more, since
force has been known to be used in internal affairs for the enhancement of

the foreign policies of some Member States.
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Vle therefore are convinced that drafting such a treaty would act as a
further commitment of the Member States on that important principle. My
delegation will therefore wvote positively for the proposal aimed at establishing a
committee to study in depth the Soviet draft treaty proposal and make appropriate
recommendations to the General Assembly at an appropriate time, bul definitely
not later than at the thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly.

Finally, my delegation fully agrees with those delegaticns which have
emphasized the importance of evolving effective measures for enforcing the
decisions of the Organization, especially those concerning the all-important
question of security and peace.

My delegation 1s gravely concerned, indeed disappointed, at the continued
disagreement between the super-Powers in this area. My delegation's views
on the use of veto are well known and will therefore not be repeated here.

\Jle should like, however, to reiterate our great concern at the use of the
veto to frustrate measures that are aimed at maintaining or improving
international peace and security.

The improvement and implementation of the Peclaration on the Strengthening
of International Security without the involvement of the office of the
Secretary-General would not succeed. My delegation is in favour of judiciously
using the good offices of the Secretary-General. In order to make his efforts
effective, however, it is important that the prestige of his high office be
enhanced. Kenya pledges to co-operate fully with the Secretary-General and we
call on all Member States to do nothing that would diminish or impair his
authority.

e hold that no measure in favour of peace is small. ‘e believe that in
our cuest for what is perfect we should not lose sight of what is good. Ve
should therefore proceed step by step in trying to lmprove the mechanisms and
methodologies by which we can strengthen international peace and security so that
generations to come not only shall not live in fear of the possibility of another
war, but shall live in true peace and security to enhance the noble qualities

of man.
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Mr. STRAUB (Chile) (interpretation from Spanish): The item on the
strengthening of international security is no doubt one of the most important
being considered at this session of the General /issembly. Under Artvicles 11
and 12 of the Charter, the General ‘ssembly has direct competence with respect
to internatcional peace and security, without prejudice tec the competence
specifically reserved for the Security Council. This competence is exercised
by means of this Cowmittee, the Political and Security Committee of the

General Assembly.
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International peace and security must constitute a permanent item of
the General Assembly and the most important one in the work of this Committee.
It is one of the major topics to be considered by the United Nations together
with economic and social development, progress in international law,
decolonization and the observance and promotion of the noble principles
enshrined in the Charter.

The item on the strengthening of international security has not been
exhausted by the solemn declaration made on it by the General Assembly in
resolution 2734 (XXV). Its consideration is linked to the origin and the very
raison d'étre of the United Nations. However, we believe that the annual
debate on the item has lost its original meaning and we should consider how to
approach it differently.

Ttems regarding détente or the relaxation of international tensions
(item 127) and agreement on the non-use of force (item 37) are part of the
major item of international peace and security which should not be considered
separately. Accordingly I shall refer jointly to all of them in this statement.

The delegation of Chile, together with several other delegations referred
to the subitem of détente when all these items were first considered in this
Committee.

That debate made clear that détente cannot be considered as an additional
principle of international law or as an element to be added to the principles
of the Charter.

What is known as détente is not a principle of law but a policy of balance
of power and of coexlstence among Powers with different and even opposed systems.
Détente is not peace nor a substitute for it. Peace is harmony with order, the
life of peoples based on natural laws. It presupposes respect for a set of
values and principles which were solemnly stated by consensus by the General
Assembly during its twenty-fifth anniversary session (General Assembly
resolution 2625 (XXV) on "Principles of International Law concerning Friendly

Relations and Co-operation among States").
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Peace presupposes Jjustice, and is based on the existence of a just universal
order. Only on the basis of such a peace which goes vastly beyond the mere
absence of war, can a system of international security be established. That is
why the Charter of the Organizatton dealt with both items jointly and considered
them to be inseparable. The strengthening of international security depends on
peace, not on "détente", evern though détente when properly =rderstood could
assist in arriving at the enc. we seek and the princirles we wish to pursue.

In the debates we have t.eard, we have listened to some clear limitations
of détente which we shall briefly try to outline. Détente is not universal
but bilateral and at best corfined to the grealt Powers and their respective
areas of power. It is limited in scope. It extends in part to the military
area, to the prevention of wer = particularly nuclear war - between the super-
Powers and the great Powers. It does not encompass all countries, as is
evidenced by the approximately 50 local wars which have occurred since the
last World War. Nor does it include the ideological battle which inevitably
leads to political confrontations. 1In that field we must emphasize the
existence of internal subversion and terrorism, often fomented fror outside,
and we cannot forget the acts of military, political and economic intervention
perpetrated against peoples who lack the power to repel them. Clearly that 1is
not the only way to prevent war and nuclear conflict. It was rightly stated in
our debate that the vast majcrity of States in the world live in peace
without any need for détente and they could do so both before and after
détente.

The political instruments of "détente" and in particular the Declaration
of Principles signed in respect of it on 29 May 1972 by the then Heads of
Government, Brezhnev and Nixon, make clear the limitations of that policy to
which I referred earlier.

However, it 11l Luloves us to question its positive character and usefulness
since it does mean a lessening of tensions and of international conflicts, that,
is, In so far as 1t constitutes a step towards a just international order, which
is the way “o genmuine peace. Therefore, Chile supports it when extended to
all countries large and small, based on respect for their legal equality and

self-determination, and when it prevents covert forms of political intervention.
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The prohibition of the use of force in relations among peoples 1s one of
the major principles of international law and an irreplaceable basis of the
United Nations system. The non-recourse to force and the prohibition of its
use are covered in the United Nations Charter, in the Teclaration on Principles
of International Law contained in Ceneral Asserbly rasolution 2525 (JIV),
complemented by the Definition of Aggression, contained in General Assembly
resolution 3314 (XXIX), and in the Declaration on the Strengthening of
Tnternational Security, formulated in General Assembly resolution 2734 (XXV)
and in many other international instruments which are in force.

The proposition to give contractual form again to the principle of the
non-use of force could be interpreted as underwmining the complete validity and
enforcement of the United Nations Charter and other binding international
instruments. On the other hand, and in the light of situations which may in
fact or potentially cause conflict, it is always important and proper to refer
to the non-use of force, to the settlement of disputes by peaceful means as
stipulated in Article 33 of the Charter, to full observance of treaties, to
non~aggression and, in general, to the international principles and obligations
which express and protect peace and securitby.

Among the principles and purroses of the Charter there are those under which
States shall refrain from the threat or use of force against the territorial
integrity or political independence of any State, settle thelr dispute by peaceful
means, not interfere in matters within the domestic jurisdiction of any State,
co-operate with one another, respect the principle of sovereign equality of
Ztates, and fulfil in good faith the obligations assumed by them in accordance
with the Charter.

These principles were made solemnly explicit by the Declaration ailorted
by consensus on them during the twenty-Tifth anniversary session of the United
Nations following uwany years of preparation. It is not necessary, therefore, to
go into their substance, but 1t is important to reiterate that they are fully
valid and applicable at times of conflict such as those in which the world is

living.
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Full respect for each and every one of those principles is the first and
most essential requirement for international peace and security and, of course,
my country has incorporated them into its permanent policy of peace.

I shall now refer to the real position as rsgards international security.
Having stated those princizles, it is fitting to observe briefly their
application in the reality of the contemporary world, sltiough that does not
in any way imply an attempt to characterize it or to exhaust the item within
the necessary limitations of our debate.

It is true that there has been no world war ¢r nuclear war since 1045
when the Second World War =nded and when the first atomic bomb was exploded.
That is a success of great iluportance for the United Nations, one which
must be placed on record. However, as has been sald, we have not avoided
local wars, some of which nave been lengthy and have caused immense damage.
Nor have we succeeded in avoiding the perpetration of acts of intervention
by rowerful States in respect of less rowerful ones. That intervention has
at times been obvious and open, expressed by military occupation, but in
others - and most frequently - there have been political and economic
wressures which rav+ inhibited genuine self-determination of the peoples

affected and have seriously undermined the legal equality of States.
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On the other hand, reality and life, always with a wealth of
diversit: have created new forms of conflicts which threaten internaticnal
S

peace and security in as serious a foim as open war and undermine the
princinles on whicihi they are based. OBuch is the case of internal subversion
often enccuraged from abtroad and vhich not infrequently takes the form of
urban wars and even flagrant terrorism.

I do not btelieve it necessary to recall the painful military interventions
which shook Furope on no less than two sclemn occasions. In our times, and
on the African continent, we have witnessed the practice of all vossible forms
of intervention in the internal affairs of these brother peoples. This
intervention was practised not only by the super-Powers but also by minor
Powers, as has Teen adequately denounced in this chamber.

Together with these acts of intervention which require appropriate
action by the United Nations, I must mention in the case of wmy own country
the forms of undue interference in our internal affairs which have been
carried out by a great Power Tor the clear purpose of inciting
subversion. Several high-power radio stations daily broadcast Spanish-
language programmes t©- my country clearly and explicitly aimed at internal
subversion, a situaticn which my delegation repeatedly has denounced in
this same forum.

To local wars, more or less open interventions, internal subversion,
wve must add the phenomenon of terrorism, which has been dealt with separately
by the Sixth Commitiee of the General /Assemtly. The @rganization of American
States has rightly linked thie thercmenon to international peace and security,
on the one hand, and, on the other, 4o the full exercise of human richts.

Nor is it possible to ignore situations of latent conflict in various
parts of the world which may create problems for international peace and
security.

sn analysis of the reality of the world in the light of international
peace and security -~ an item which encompasses all - cannot overlook the
position regarding the new international economic order, colonialism, and

universal respect for human rights.
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N

Co-operation among f=velcped and cevelcring States. which has Leer

defined as a nev international economic order, is far from having been
crystallized in wec tw. foreiring colonial situations have not been
able to be overcome completely by the constant and effective labour of the
United Nations.

These realities alsc constitute inseparable elements of the
strengthening of international security, together wiih others which have
been dealt with at length in this Ccmmittee. The link between general
and complete disarmament and international security is so obvious ag not
to require further comment.

The major factor in political relations among States has been
expressed in the United Natiocns in the item and sub--items e are cealing

with, 1r the item on human rights which has just been concluded in the

“hird Committee, and on terrcrism, vifth its deriveiives, which hag

peen dealt with in the Sixth Ccmmittee.

The subject of luman rights is linlled to internatioral pesce arc security.
in the Charter c¢rd fu 211 the declaret’one we have rertioned previocucly.
It may be said that the item is an essential element of this Organization.
The concept of human rigkts, on the other hand, is also an essential
element of Western civilization. In 1ts political derivation, going
beyond the specific realnm of international Jurisdiction which is itse.f built upon
all fundamen®ol human rights - that concent has been veed ag a2 wveoton of
ideological penetration and, et tires, as an attempt to immose & ~iven system
on other countries.

The reality of a misunderstood détente has, from another point of
view, allowed the existerce and the extension of the iceolcsicel -politiesl
weapon of one of the super-Powers and its derivation: internal
subversion, to which I have referred, under the pretext of ¢

ideologicel revolution; snd in certain cases, that has been extended in

the form of internal guerrilla activity and terrorism.
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In these specific terms must be presented the political conf

our times, underlying détente and in the forms of life of The ma]

rontation ¢f

or

ideological~political systems which ave overating under its cover.

In the itew on human rights 1t has nolt been possible to arrive at

a system of universal application wnleh would strengthen it and e

ngure

its full enjoyment by everyone everyvhere, Once again, in the Third

Committee, this fundamental matier wvas postponed.

Politicization of the item is primarily responsible for this

! Bl

negative

result, Human rights have been and are still being used as a weapon of

international and domestic policy, as an instrument tc pressure S

with little pover and even to intervene in their internal affairs,

tates

and,

on the other hand, as & means of placating militant minoritiss in certain

countries.

This politicization has engendered severzl vices which have arcused

the justified alarm of a wajority of States: din the firstv place,

absence of pre-established rules which guarantee what might be ca

the

lled due

process, secondly, extending the proper svea of international jurisdiction -~

which is respect for and cbservarce of fundamental human rights -

to arezs

sroperly and exclusively within the internal jurisdiction of States; thirdly,

fagin

singling out a Stote, and hypothetically a few Btates, all of the
narginal to the power play of the great Powers, when at the same
meore serious situvations of conflict are ignored vhen these might
the interests of so-called détente.

My country which, from the outset, recognized international
in regerd to fundamental human rights and which co-operated, and
v

vices T Lave wentioned: politicization, singling cubt, absence of

susrantees, repeated violations of the rules of due process, and

intervention in its internal affairs.

n being
tine,

affect

Jurisdiction

continues

Lo co-operate, with the United Nations - today has been the victim of all the

minimun

extensive
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I deo not now wish to dwvell at length on this arbitrariness, but simply

confine nyself in this statement to e

nphasizing the negative effect which

"‘>

such a preceient may have for the success of the cause of human rights in
the United Nations, and indicating the imwlications this mught have in the
btread £ield of international nesce snd security.

International peace and secuvily are nct détente, nor yet ancther
covenant on the prohibiticn of the use of force, In this item the enlire
United Nations systew is ‘nvolved, the organization of the interrational
community in our contemporary era in this great internatiornal community.

Peace and security sre related, above all, to the principles of international
law and presuppose the bw. lding of an order oased on justice among nations.
beeking international peasce and securlty neans that we must obtain them for
all equally, cuite apart from the realities of power; and the creation of
reality which is more pesitive than the wmere absence of total or nuclear war.
There must be arbitration to prevent local conflicts, subversion and terrorisn
directed from abread. lhere must be not only military relaxaticon awong the
super-Povers, but zlsc military and political relaxation for all.

In the watter of principles, means must be Tound for strict compliance
with what wvas proclaimed by the General Assewmbly at its tventv-fifth anniversary
segsion, which includes and assumes the universal application of fundamental
human rights.

4 just peace also assumes that Tthere will Te an edequate internaticnal
econcmic crder, as well as the eradication of the remnants of colonialism

ER

and oppression waich subsist in the vorld.

Only by the spplication of these principles, Ttased on natural law, which
inspired this Organizatior, will it be possible to ensure that men will live

+ . s

in & just peace and enjoy lasting security.
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The CHAIRMAN: I ehall now call on those sweakers who wish

to exercise thelr ri ht of reply.

Mr., LLONARD (United States of Anerica): My delegation has asked
Lo Ye 2dlovid T gpesl 1a o e Do reply o the shalenentes mnsde by the
representatives of Cuba and Uganda in this Conmitiee yesterday
arternoon. L snall address mysell Tirst to the statements nade

by Mr. Alarcon.

e can rowrhrvl that 1n any open and honest debate there are
lifferences of wirs nnii=e, rrridz Toriy hetuveca JilTerinag

ideclogles and political systens. But Mr. Alarcon did not encage
us in a debate of that nature. Instead he chose, Tor reasons of
his own, to make a highly intenperate personal attaclt on the character
and intesrity of Mr. Youns, charging him with intentionally lying and
paliing demasoric statenents. hat kind of personal attack is nighly
repurnant to us and an affront to this Conmittee. I believe that it
is not recessary to ¢o into detall because the nembers of this Conmittee
w0 have participated in this session of the General Asseribly are well
avare of the efTorts that my Government and others have been naling
to try to Tind peaceful solutlions leading to najority rule 1n southern
Africa., Mr., Young's deep personal cormiltient to that goal is not a
natter requiring clarification or proof.

e are particularly struclk by the fact that Mr. Alarcon in s
rather lenrthy statenent failed entirely to address the substance of

Mr. Young's observations resarding the Cuban role in Airica.

It would certainly help our nroccedings wzre the Cubou roapresert

to drform us, in this or apy other Ccrmitte:, akout The number of Cuban
military odvieccos in, for example, Etﬁiopia, the nature of thelr
activities and what are perceived to be the contribution of those troops
to Interrnational peace and security.

lMr. Alarcon spoke of the brutal agsressions of the Salisbury
rérime acainst the people of lozambique. He was quite justified in
dravins attention to those reprehensible acts. DBut he wvas not correct

in his dwmplications as to why Mr. Young did rno yesterday speal. of those
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(Mr. Leonard, United States)

acts. This is a discussion of détente. If it had been a discussion
of the situation in southzrn Africa, then Mr. Young, or any other
spokesman for my Government, would have used the occasion to condemn
those brutal acts of the 3mith régime. I hereby do so, and T do so on
behalf of my Govermment and at the express request of Mr. Young.

As regards the remarks of the representative of Uganda, they
indicated, I regret to say, the same sort of disregard for truth and
for clarity.

Ve are being asked to adopt in this Committee a declaration on the
deepening of international détente, a declaration which obliges all of
us "to encourage and promote respect for human rights ard fundamental
freedoms". Ve profoundly hope that all States Members of the United
Nations will take that language seriously, not as an empty paper exercise,
and that they will carry out that commitment in their treatment of all

those living within their borders.

Mr. ALARCON (Cuoa) (interpretation from Spanish): In the
statement that I made yesterday - which was brief, and I made it even
briefer than I had originally intended -~ I said that Y regretted that
Mr. Young had felt it necsssary to include in his statement to the
Committee yesterday, as in other statements he has made recently,
attacks against Cuba based on Talse allegations which alter the reality
of the facts in Africa.

I am sure that the United States Government has sufficient information
from its own sources to know when it is altering the truth, and it is up to
the United States administration to say why it chooses that course of action.

The representative of the United States today claimed that Cuba and
other countries - African countries in this case -~ should inform him or this
Committee or someone else of decisions taken with regard to bilateral
co-operation, vhen anyore who is even vaguely Tamiliar with international
law knous that those matters are not subject to the decision of any
representative of the United States but are the prerogatives of the

sovereign States which have subscribed to such agreements.



BHS /mds /nds AfC.1/32/PV.56
68-70

(Mr. Alarcon, Cuba)

On a previous occasion ve had to reply in a similar manner to the
representative of the United States in the Security Council when he
insisted that such explanations be given in connexion with the
co-operation agreenents between Cuba and Angola. On that occasion
we recalled that the Government of the United States is precisely the
one which has, throughout history, been Toremost in exporting troops
and military bases throughout the world, in some cases to countries
vhose Governments have bilateral apreements with the United States for the
establishment of such military bases, Lut in other cases even without
requesting anyone's permission, and without the consent and against the
will of the peoples and Govermments afiected.

Such imposition against the will of peoples subjected to colonialism,
as in the case of Guam or in the case of the people of Cuba, vhich opposes
the continued military presence of the United States on Cuban territory
where it has a military base - as everyone knows - in the Guantanamo zone,
ig condemned by international Loy,

As repards the sovereign competence of States to conclude any kind of
arrangenent of bilateral co-operation, the United States has preeminence
in that field, which has enabled it to send advisers, troops, military

bases and even nuclear weapons to many parts of the world, for example,

to western Burope and other places.

thet the reprecentative of the United Stotes - ~ither the Permanent
Representative OF the alternate Representative -~ should explain is by virtue
of what principle of law, policy or morality he can affirm before the world
that his Government does not accord the African States, the countries of the
third world, the same sovereign prerogatives that it nevertheless accords to
what we might call the vhite Governments. The only explanation would lead

us to another item and to ancther Committee: to the consideration of racism

and discrimination in international relations.
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I repeat, the United States representative has every right to clalwm that

there is one lav for white States and ancther for black or mixed States.

That is his right, but it is not in sccordance with International law,

nor is it in accordance with the views of the mzajority of mankind.

The CHATRMAN: The Committee has now ceoncluded its genersl debvate
cn agenda items 37, 50 and 127. At ocur next meebting we shall proceed to
consider the draft resclutions before the Committee and take decisions
on them.

Hiith regard to agenda item 57, entitled "Conclusion of a world treaty
on the non-use of force in international relationeg”, I should like tc point

: :

out that during the discussion of this 1tem in the general debate which has
Just ended, a number of valuable observations and suggestions were put forward
in connexion with the proposal for the coneclusicn of an International treaty

to further consolidate and strengthen the existing regulations concerning the
prohibition of the use &F cthreat of force. I believe that members of the
Committee are also aware o the fact that certain legal aspects of this
proposal will be carefully studied by the Sixth Committee, in accordance with
the decisicn ¢f the General fsserbly. L have been informed that the Sixth
Committee, at the conclusion of its discussions on this item, is expected to
adopt an appropriate decilsion for submission to the General Assembly, bearing
in mind the osservaticns made by delegations in the Pirst Committee., Therefore
T assume that the Committee does not wish to discuss 1t further znd is now

in & position tc conclude its consideration of the iltem. If there is no
objection, I shall talke it that the Committee agrees to conclude the consideration
of agenda item 37.

Tt was so decided.

¢

The CHATRMAN: I should like ©o announce that the Congo, Guinesa,

Zeypt and Morocco have become spounsors of the draft resolution contained

. .o/ /%
in document 4/C.1/32/L.L5.

“he meecting rose at 5.45 p.m.






