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The meeting was called to order at 10.45 s.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 57 AND 58

DEVELOPMFNT AND STRENGTHENING OF GOOD-NEIGHROURLINESS BETVEEN STATES: REPORT OF
THE SECRETARY-CENERAL (A/C.1/36/11, 13, A/C.1/36/L.59- A/36/358, 376 and Aad.l,
L57 . 552 and 672)

REVIFY OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ONW THE STRENGTHENING OF

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY (A/C.1/36/L.58; A/C.1/36/3, 6, 8. 9, 11. 12: A/36/65, 68,

80, 83, 86, 97, 103, 106, 111, 112, 113, 118. 119 133, 151. 170, 206, 223, 228, 238

257, 332, 347, 348, 3h9, 356, 359, 365, 38€ and AdA.1l and 2. 3B8. 391, 396. L0S5, L56,

457 L65, 473, LB1. 528, 552, S8€, 616, 620, 650, A72):

(n) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE STRENGTHENING OF INTERNATIONAL
SFECURITY :

(b) NON-INTERFERINCE IN THF INTERMAL AFFAIRS OF STATES:

(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE PRFPARATION OF SOCIETIES FOR LIFE IN
PEACE: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY -GENERAL

The CHAIRMAN: Ve are proceeding today to consideration of the two

remaining items on our agenda. One of them, entitled "Develorment and strensthening
of good-neighbourliness between States ', has been included on our agenda on the
basis of resolution 34/99, initiated by Romania and adopted by consensus two years
aro. For the discussion of the subject at this session, the Committee has before it
a report by the Secretary-General which has teen circulated as document

A/36/376 and Add.l.

The other item, entitled "“Review of the implementation of the Declaration on
the Strengthening of International Security", which has been on the agenda of the
General Assembly for the last 11 years, consists of three related subitems:
implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security:
non- interference in the internal affairs of Ctates; and implementation of the
Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace.

As far as the first subitem is concerned. the Ceneral Asseumbly in its
resolution 35/158 reaffirmed the universal and unconditional validity of the

purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations.
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(The Chairman)

As far as the second subitem is concerned., the Committee will recall that
last year it established an open-ended Ad Hoc Vorking Group to work out the text of
a declaration of the General Assembly on the inadnissibility of intervention and
interference in the internal affairs of States. Under resolution 35/159 the
Assembly requested the Ad Hoc Working Group to continue its discussions and
necotiations with a view to finalizing the elaboration of such a declaration and
adopting it at the present session, The non-aligned countries worked out a draft
declaration which will be introduced this morning by the representative of Guyana.
The texts of the resolution and of the draft declaration have already been
circulated to all members of the Committee.

With regard to the third subitem, the Committee will recall that three years
ago the General Assembly adopted on Poland's initiative the Declaration on the
Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace. At the present session the Cormittee
has before it the first report of the Secretary-General on the implementation of that
Declaration by States and also by the United Nations Fducational, Scientific and
Cultural Organization. The report has been circulated as document A/36/386 and
Add.1l and 2.

Participants in the general debate can address themselves to any of the
individual iteis on the arendn or to all of ther at the same time.
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Mr. DIACONU (Romania) (interpretation from French): First, I should
like to express the gratification of the Romanian delezation at the fact that the
First Committee is starting what we hope will be a very fruitful substantive
debate on the item "Develorment and Strengtheninz of Good-neighbourliness between
States".

The rich harvest of ideas and suggestions found in the replies of States and
international organizations, contained in document A/36/376 of 25 September 1981
and Add.l thereto, and the broad field for investigation and action which it
offers Member States and our Organization make us confident that the debate on this
topic at the present session of the General Assembly will mark progress in the
efforts to ensure wide recognition and general acceptance of the concept of good-
neighbourliness between States.

As we know, at its 1970 session the General Assembly adopted, on the
initiative of Romania and 19 other countries, a draft resolution on "Development
and Strengtheninz of Good-neighbourliness between States'', and decided to have
this question included in the agenda of the present session. In taking this
initiative, Romania based itself on the consideration that the promotion of good-
neighbourliness between all nations is a decisive factor in creating a climate of
understanding and mutual respect, and in strengthening and safeguarding peace and
security throughout the world. As emphasized in its reply, the Romanian
Government is convinced that the constant enhancement of good-neighbourly
relations between States and the solution in that same spirit of all the problems
involved in living together and in the co-existence of States is the most effective
way to prevent international conflicts and deal peacefully with disputes, which
are potential sources of tension and war.

Therefore, we believe that the time has come to make efforts to develop and
clarify the content of good-neighbourliness as one of the fundamental purposes
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, along with friendly relations and
co-operation among States, to explore effective ways of promoting more harmonious
relations between neighbours, and to ensure their concern always to find
solutions by peaceful means based on understanding and respect for the legitimate

interests of the other party.
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(17r. Diaconu, Romania)

There can be no doubt that many of the current conflicts and disputes in the
world are rooted in tension and differences between neighbouring States and in
political and military confrontation between then.

The promotion of the policy of good-neighbourliness is an imperative need
especially under the present circumstances vhere the international situation is
progressively deteriorating because many existing problems have remained unsolved
and because new sources of crises and armed conflict have emerged in various parts
of the world. There can be no doubt that this is due to policies of force and
domination, the all too frequent recourse to intervention and interference in the
affairs of others, the tendency to re-divide the world into spheres of influence,
and to the continuation of the spirally arms race. All of these factors contribute
to generating dissension and mistrust between neighbours, and to the poisoning ﬁf
their relations.

Moreover, colonial domination has left a heritage of particularly complex
problems in many countries, including territorial problems which can be exploited
to prevent co-operation between them and to provoke a state of tension or even
conflict with particularly serious consequences for the peoples concerned and for

world peace.
We are profoundly convinced that the strengthening and expansion of

friendship and co-operation between neighbours is the only way to foster the
peaceful solution of any problem, on the basis of respect for the legitimate
interests of all States and all peoples and on the basis of the fundamental
principles which should govern the conduct of States in today's world. It is
only in this way that we can avoid the appearance of new areas of discord and a
worsening of those already existing, and can usher in a climate in which peace,
co-operation and security are considered, and safeguarded, as the common heritage

of mankind.
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(Mr. Diaconu, Romania)

To cultivate good-neighbourly relations is at the same time an
indispensable condition to developing fruitful co-operation in all fields
of activity so as to serve the interest and benefit of all. This has
become a vital necessity in a world which has become more and more
interdependent and where a number of extremely varied and important problems
for the life, well-being and civilization of peoples - whether political,
economic, cultural, technical, scientific or of any other nature - cannot
be solved because there is a lack of close co-operation and active
participation on a completely equal footing between all States and all
peoples. This, quite obviously, lends a fresh dimension to the concept
of good-neighbourliness, since it is only through good-neighbourly
relations that there can develop fruitful co-operation in which all
peoples of the world can freely make their own ample and distinctive
contribution and from which they can derive benefits in their turn.

That is why the Romanian delegation believes that consideration
of the numerous aspects of good-neighbourliness, as well as ways and means
to develop and further strengthen good-neighbourliness in relations
between States, would indeed be a signal contribution to improving the
international climate, to promoting relations of understanding and
co--operation, and to maintaining world peace and security.

Good-neighbourliness is a global problem, of prime concern to
all States and all geographical areas, even though relations between
States assume specific forms, and situations differ from one area to

another.
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for its part. Romania has mnade the development of relations of friendship,
mutual understanding and broad co--operation with all neighbouring States one
of' the fundamental guidelines of its foreipgn policy. As has been frequently
enphasized by President Micolae Ceausescu. Romanie  in the framework of its
policy of broad cdevelopment of relations of co-operation with all countries,
attaches central importance to the strengthening of its relations with neighbouring
countries and is firmly resolved to do 8ll it can to expand its relations of
rood-neizhbourliness and co--operation witn those countries.

The systenatic meetings and exchanges of views of the President of Roumania
with heads of BState zni Government of neighbouring countries and with those of
most of the countries of the world. have played 2 determinant role in
deepening  those relations, 1in identifyin; new ways and means of developing
mutually advantageous co--operation, and in strengthening friendship,
understanding, and mutual esteen and respect armong neighbouring States and peoples.

Bonania s good-neighbourly relations with neighbouring countries -- both
those in the area in which we live and those in somewhat nore remote areas -~ are
most directly embodied in a great number of treaties of friendship, co-operation
and mutual assistance, treaties of friendship and co--operation, joint declarations.
and communiqués signed at the very highest level. liany other treaties and
agreements govern our co--operation with other countries in the broadest of
Tields and ensure the continual expansion and diversification of relations and
an ongoing exchange of material and spiritual values, for the benefit of all our
peoples. Intergovernmentsl committees. joint commissions and other bodies for
economic, scientific, technological and cultural co-operation, joint projects
for the develovunent of resources in the frontier or nearby areas, and other forms
of co operation and joint defence against climatic phenomena and natural
catastrophes are aimed at enguring the solution by mutual efforts of problems
of common interest on the basis of good understanding and mutual benefit.

Romania's relations with neighbouring countries, as with all other countries
in the world. are based on the strictest respect for the fundamental principles of
national sovereignty and independence . equal rights, the non--use or threat of
use of force, non-interference in internal affairs, the peaceful settlement of
all problems and disputes among States, and the sacred right of peoples to decide

for themselves on their destinies Wwith no external interference or pressure.
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It is in that spirit that Romania has unceasingly cultivated relations of
good-neighbourliness with all the States in its geographical region.

As is known, the General Assembly, in 1965, adopted unanimously, on the
proposal of Romania, its resolution ~17 (XX) regarding the adoption of measures
on the regional level with a view to iwproving good-neighbourly relations among
European States.

[y country has always attached great importance to the building of genuine
security and the broadening of co-ocperation in [urcpe. As was recently emphasized
by President Wicolae (Ceausescu, the European countries. recardless of their social
systems or the area in which they are locafied, have many common interests and should
act in complete unity in order to assure economic and social progress. the well being
of their peoples as well as their independence, sovereignty,peace and security. As
an active participant in the Helsinki Conference, Romania attaches special importance
to the consistent and complete implementation of all the provisions of the Final Act.
Therefore we believe that tne Madrid meeting should culminate in concrete
results and the adoption of specific and constructive measures vhich could give new
impetus to the implementation of the :'y» _ 2nt o7 Fol fpld oo v al-. O
meeting should reaffirm the obligation of all participating States to respect,both in
their relations anong themselves and in those with other States, the principles
set out in that document. Iv should adopt effective measures likely to build
confidence and to achieve disarmament in Eurove., to foster expansion of economic,
scientific, technical and cultural co--operation among participating States as
well as the continuation of the process of forging security, development and
co-operation.

As is known. Romania has offered to host the next general Eurocpean
meeting and, as a participant in the Madrid meeting. it is acting resolutely for the
complete success of that meeting, and particularly for tne holding of a conference
on disarmament and confidence-building measures in BEurope as an integral part of
the process of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, to which we
attach paramount importence. Romania is strongly in favour of a united Europe,
in conditions of respect for the social system and independence of each country.

Similarly. Romania has worked tirelessly for the establishment of a climate
of hilateral and multilateral co-operation in the Balkans and for the transformation
of that region into a zone of peace and good-neighbourliness. Vle have also come out

in favour of the creation of denuclearized zones in other regions of Eurcpe.
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At the end of the 1950s, my country proposed the creation of a ruclear-weapon
free zone of peace and co-operation in the Balkans., and favoured the consideration
of this idea by the Balkan countries at the highest political level. These ideas
are still relevant. nNomania continues to promote multilateral co-operation with
the Balkan countries in various fields of mutual interest, such as those of the
econony . science and technolozy., culture. education and tourism. this is in
perfect harmony with the letter and the spirit of the Finel Act. In this connexion
Romania has proposed the convening in 1982 in Bucharest of a meeting of experts
devoted to multilateral co-operation in the Balkans in the fields of energy and
raw waterials.

In keepinz with its policy of promnoting peace, security and co-operation
throughout the world, Romania has, for years, supported proposals by other States
aimed at fosterins mood-neighbourly relations amonz the countries of various
re~ions of the world, at developing regional and - sub-regional co--operation,
and at resolving problems of local interest by agreement among all the States
and parties concerned.

The dynamic development and the diversification of relations among neighbouring
States, particularly given the present technological and scientific revolution,
give rise to increasingly wvaried and complex problems. At the same time, there can
be no doubt that good neighbourliness is a world-wide issue, one of toramount
importance for all States and all geographic regions. that many problens are of
concern to an ever preater number of States. and that they cannot be resolved without
broad international co~operation.

As can be seen from the consideration of practices of relations among States and
of bilateral and multilateral international instruments, the basis for good-~
neighbourliness is strict respect for the principles of sovereignty, independence,
equal rights, non-interference in internal affairs. non-recourse to the use or
threat of use of force, peaceful political settlement of all international disputes.
territorial integrity and the inviolability of frontiers, respect for the right
of peoples to self-determination, and the faithful fulfilment of obligations
undertaken under international law.

History has shown that respect for those principles is the sine gua_non for
the establishment and development of normal relations of pgood understanding and

co-operation among States., and particularly between neighbouring States. ' henever
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Lliose principles have been disregarded, and there has been recourse to the use of
force or the threat of use of force or to various forms of constraint in order
to solve probleums between neighbours, whenever the lesitimate rishts and interests
of every peonle have not been respected, the very foundations of good--neighbourliness
have been placed in jeopardy-.

Consequently, absolute respect for those principles and the promotion of
their effective application in relations amcng States constitute the basic requirement
for the establishment and develomuent of rood neigzhbourly relations among States
irrespective of their social and political systems. their size. their geographic
location or the level of their development.

Therefore. as we see it, good--neighbourliness absclutely rules cut relations
based on domination. acts of force or aggression. the occupation of foreizn
territories by force. the criminal policy of apartheid. or the anachronistic

nractices of colonialisu or neo-colonialism.
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At the same time, the growth an? diversitv of relations amons neirhbouring
States, in particular under present conditions of developing co-operation in
various fields followvin~ apnlication of the scientific and technclo~ical =2dvances
acrieved for tre benefit of develorment . reguire avart from strict resnect
for the fundamental principles of international law and as a practical embodiment
of those principles, the observance of norms of conduct that are proper to
pood -neighbourly relations. In point of fect, State practice
over the vears in sclving problers that eris. from their
volitical. ~eorrarhical. econormic or cultural proximity
has made it possible for a series of specific norms to become crystallizel
which can be generalized as avplyinr to good neighbourliness. The consistent
promotion of such norms, the constant effort to enrich the content of such
~ood neighbourliness, are part and parcel of the efforts to found relations

among all States on  strict respect for the principles and norms of international
law. It the same time, thev mare a si~nificart contribution to the

maintenance of peace and security in the world.

Amonsr the specific norms of good neizhbourliness. the Romanian Government
considers, for example, as being of particular importance the requirement for
neighbouring States to resolve all problems arising from their relations
exclusively by peaceful means, on the basis of equality and respect; the
obligation not to encourage or to foment or to support action by various groups
by the use of armed force which have risen un against the legal Governments
of neighbour’ng States and the obligation nol to encourase or support Lv armed
force thre actions of ~rouvs cpposed tc the lawful Governments of neiprhbourings States.
It must be made a general obligation incumbent upon all States. in full
respect of the nrincinles of the Charter and international law, to refrain from
any action that may adversely affect the development of pood-neighbourly relations
or to act in a way so as to avoid any dispute end to resolve veacefully those disputes
that may arise and to eliminate any obstacles that prevent the establishment
and development of such relations. This also means promoting broad co-cperation
in all areas by making full use of the favourable conditions that have been
created by geographical proximity in order jointly to resolve, on the basis of
mutual adventarce, the various vroblems engendered by that pgeosraphical relationship,

including that of co-operating and granting each other mutual aid and assistance
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in difficult situations, such as natural catastrophes and other contiticns that
may affect neighbouring countries and peoples. At the same time, it is essential
to eliminate any barriers that impede the free decvelcrrent of co-~operation
between States.

A series of norms and exarmles of this type are mentioned in the replies
given by other States. The examination of State practice should of course make
it possible to identify other norms that would be ~enerallyv anmlicable
Turthermore, the improvement of nolitical relations and of economic and social
develorrent as a result of progress made in science and technology will
undoubtedly require new norns of conduct tetween neirthbours to be
worked out.

There is_ therefore, a twofold duty: <first +that of actins in a rositive wvay
to promote practical and effective good-neighbtourly relations in all
fields and at the same time to refrain from any action or to avoid any situation
that might in any way impede or be a let or hindrance to the establishment and
development of such relations.

As a result of this consideration of the matter, it would, in the first place,
appear to be necessary, in the opinion of the Romanian Government, for the
United Nations to reaffirm the fact that lMember States are devoted to the idea
of good neighbourliness as one of the fundamental purposes of the Charter and
at the same time to express the determination of States to act in 2 snirit of
~o0oC. nei;libtourliress in their relations.

More specifically, the CGeneral Assembly should give expression to the
crucial importance of respect for the fundamental principles of international law
in promoting a policy of good neighbourliness and at the same time to reaffirm the
need for relations among neighbours to be fully in keeving with the purposes and
principles of the United Nations and to ensure that they do not in ~ny way
lead toviolation of the sovereignty and independence of other States.

Secondly, consideration of the problem of good neighbourliness should
result in the crystallization of specific norms governing good neighbourliness
which are generally applicable and which would help to solve any difficulties that
might arise among countries and peoples which live in neighbouring countries
or areas, nornms that will help to rule out any actions or practices likely to
prevent co-~operation, as well as any actions contrary to the essential

aims and principles of good neighbourliness.,
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It is also essential to snell cut clearly the obligation of States to
respect pood-neighbourly relations between other States, not to encourapge
or to commit any acts which will produce dissenticn among neighbours and not
to interfere in their neitod of re-ulatius their own good neighbourly
relations.

The Romanian delegation believes essentially that good neighbourliness is
an intersral part of the broader tonic of maintaining and strengthening
internaticnal security. Ve therefore believe that it is particularly important
that, while spelling out the norms and princinles underlying good-neighbourliness,
the General Assembly should focus its attention, as suggested in resolution 34/99
of 1979, on wavs and means of strengthening good neighbourliness between
States and in so doing further strensthen their securitv.

As has been vproved by experience, it is not cnourh sirnly to prcelaim
principles and norms. Ve have to establish and utilize apvropriate ways and
means which will ensure their effective nractical sprlication in relations
between States.

A number of methods likely to strengthen good neighbourliness
that might well be recormended to States for nossible application
are to be found in the replies that have been sent in by Member States. The
Romanian delegation believes that this category could include, inter alia, the
conclusion of treaties of friendship and other instrurents having political and
Juridical value which clearly lay down the oblimation not to resort to force or
to the threat of force in mutual relations. to refrain from any act of
interference in the internal affairs of other States and to resolve all disputes
by political methods, negotiations and other peaceful means. as well as other
principles and norms to which they asree as the basis of their mutual relations.

Likewise, States might consider the creation of mixed bodies for
co onceration consultation and negotiation whose task it would be reriodically
to tele up snwecific issues arising fror mutual relations. Such bodies together with
the relevant agreements, can constitute the institutional and juridical frameworlk
required to ensure the normal functioning of good-neighbourly relations in order
to stimulate co-operation and to prevent disputes and ensure that they do not

decenerate into conflicts.
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Dlsevhere, particular importance attaches to the ensuring of relations of
good neighbourliness and the creating in verious parts of the world of zones of
peace and co-operation. DBy their very nature the purrose of those
zones is to ensure among States of the regions ccncerrned relations ur close
co-operation, understanding and rmutual respect, as well as the solution of
any problem that may arise between them by neaceful means alone and in the
final analysis, good neighbourly relations. They should naturally be further
supplemented by guarantees on the part of those States which are outside that
area that they will not interfere in the domestic alfairs of the countries
concerned nor in their mutual interrelations and that they will refrain from
any action that would be likely to damage the good-neishbourly relations
between the States in the area. In this connexion, I em sure that
delegations are familiar with the Romanian nroposals concerning the creation
of such a zone in our particular region, as well as the support fiven by

Romania to similar promosals that would cover other parts of the world.
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Other means for strenpthening good-neiphbourly relations, particularly
in the areas vhere opposing political and military alliances find themselves
face to face, are to be found in measures for strengthening confidence and
for military disengagement. The adoption and the implementation of such
measures vould undoubtedly have a benefiecial influence on reducinm military
confrontation and would also promote the consideration and adoption of
disarmament measures. Similarly, we mirht well contemplate the creation of
demilitarized zones at the boundaries between States and States arreeing to
refrain from military manoeuvres near the frontiers of other States,
notification of other manoeuvres or large-scale troop movements within the
respective States, and also a moderate attitude with regard to military
expenditures and the freezins of same until agreements are reached on
reducing military budpgets.

Adoption of such measures would help to improve the political climate
both resionally and internationally and to resume and further the process
of détente and would encourare new efforts aimed at strengthening security
and preservings peace.

Of particular interest, we believe, is the broad ranpe of the methods
advocated in the replies sent in by international orpanizotions, each in
their own sphere of activity, regarding the development of good-neirhbourly
relations.

The Romanian delegation shares the conviction that if States and the
United lations really were to focus their attention on ways to increase the
effectiveness of the concept of pgocd-neighbourliness, and on the propesals
and ideas that stew from such an examinetion, it could result in useful
initiatives leadinr to concretz measures and programmes of co-operation
which will help to further rapprochement and mutual understanding amone

nations.
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I should like to express our sincere thanks to the States and the
internationsl organizations that have drafted and sent in replies
as well as our pracification at the fact that most of those replies
contain ideas, suggestions and specific preposals that are extremely
important if we are to begin the process of exanining good neighbourliness.

In view of the fact that every country has accumulated a long
and rich experience of relations with its neighbours and that each
can share that experience with others and learn from the practice of
other States in turn. the replies received show that it is quite
possible to uncertake a process of clarifying various aspects and norms
of jood-neigchbourliness its positive and common elerents  which
undoubtedly cnn pave a Tavourable influence on relations among States
an¢ on the maintenance of international peace and security.

Proririty iun our world, vill rersain an objective situation which
cannot be changed because of geographical circumstances but which can
be improved from the political. juridical and moral point of view.

The United ‘mtions, which has inecluded good--neighbourliness in the
Charter as one of its fundamental cobjectives, should play a decisive
role to that end.

On the basis of consultations I have undertaken with a large number
of delegations, and with the consent of the delegations of the fellowing
countries -+ Bangladesh, Burundi Coloukia, Cuinea, Indonesia. Lesotho,
Madazascar kali. Fouritemia, "~ orocce, Migeria, Panama, Peru, the
Philirnines, Portugal | Rwanda. Senegal  Sierra Leone, Gingapore, Spain,
Upper Volta ., Uruguay and Yugoslavia -- I have the honour to present to
the Committee the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/36/L.59
entitled Tevelonrent and strengthening of rood -neighbourliness between

States .
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The purpose of this draft resolution is to initiate & nrocess of
clarifyings eand further develonin: the various asnects of zood neighbourliness.
to consider and to luplenent ways and rneans whicl will help to increase
effectiveness in relations amon; States. To this end. the draft resolution
reaffirns the need to spread the nractice the prineiples and the norms
of ;0od neighbourliness and s-clls out the possibility of incorporating,
the result of such a consideration and clerifications of these in an
soprovrinte document in due course.

Lilevise , en invitation is extended to ftates and international
orsanizations to sencd in tieir replies on the subject of good-neishbourliness
and 10 undate those which they have already sent in so that the process
vhich we are contemplating’ can benefit from the participation, the
exnericnce and the contribution which can be made by »all States.
specialized agencies and other bodies of the United Fations. Further.
the Tecrctory-General is requested on the basis of ell these replies
as vell as the comaents end ideas expressed by (elegations, to submit
a report conatining a systematic presentation of the views and sugmestions
received.

llay we express our conviction thet this draft resolution will be
adonted by consensus and that the debate which will take place this
yeor as well as the efforts which we intend to promote in the Tuture.
will wake a sirnal  contribution to elearifying the connotation of the
tery good-neighbourliiias, as well as the ways and means of strengthening
its effectiveness and improving relations among neizhbours and internationsl
reletions in general. thus furthering the czuse of peace and security

for all States.

The CiAIRKA:: I now call upon :mbassador Scotland, who is
the Chairman of the A¢ Iloc Vorking Group of the First Coumittee. to
introduce the non alirned draft resolution and non aligned draft
declaration on the inadmissability of intervention and interference
in the internal affairs of States. The docuuent to vwhich he will refer

is A/C.1/36/UG/CRP.1/Rev.l of 1¢ iovember 1981.
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lir. SCOTLAND (Guyana). Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Yorking Group:
I heve aslied to speak so that I rnoy formally introduce in this Committee
the draft declarstion and its acco ~ravin~ draft resolution contained
in docwuent A/C.1/3C/V'C/CRP.1/Rev/l. That draft declaration and its
draft resolution are bein; intrciuced i this Commiittee on behalf of
all Gtates inembers of the llon Aligned Ilovement .,

It will be recalled thet this docuient in its unrevised foru was
interference in the internal affairs of States last year as Gocwrent
A/C.1/35/VG/CRP.1. This ncw docwnent which I am now introducing
represents an attemnt within the Hon Alirmed ! ovenent to present 2
text which, vhile expressing the concerns of pon-alizgned wembers on
the guestion of interference in their internel affairs_  also attempts
to take account of some of the concerns which wrere expressed br States
not nerbers of the .lovement Curing the inter sessional period - that
is, between last session. when A/C.1/35/VIG/CII.1 was issued, end this
session, when A/C.1/3G/VG/CRP.1/Rev.l vas issued and made available to
this Committee, last Friday 20 Vovember.

It may be useful to remind the Cormittee that the item on-Interference
in the Interal Affairs of States'was first vproposed to the General

Assewbly during its thirty first session.
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At 1ts thirty.-fourth session, the text of a draft declaration was
proposed as document A/C.1/34/L.556, and docunent A/C.1/36/VG/CRP.1/Rev.l,
vhieh I am nowv introducing. is the result of the refinements which that
document has seen in the intervening period, in response to suggestions
both within and outside the llovement.

The issue of interference in the internal affairs of States,
thireatened or actunl, has become one of jincreasins concern to all States -
larege or small , politically powerful or politically weank, rilitarily superion
or militarily weak, economically strong or economically weak - and with each
passing year events unfolding on the international scene are gradnally moving
the question of interference in the internal affairs of States to centre stage.
A review of the statements made in the general debate in the General Assembly
reveals that the vast majority voiced concern for the increasing evidence
of interference or threats of interference in the internal affairs of States
which now infect the international community.

In presenting this draft declaration, the members of the lon-Aligned liovement
see it, in the words of a very distinesuished merhber of our liovement, “as & very
useful instrument, a very helpful standerd by which States can conduct their
international relations and assist in the maintenance of international peace
and securitcy,

The States members of the Hon-Aligned lMovewment are presenting this draft
declaration in pood faith., They cee 1t as a shield to be used by all States.
rather than as a sword, The members of the lovement seek and require the
co-operation of all States outside the Movement to ensure the adontion of this

raft declaration at this session., They see the draft declaration as being very
necessary, the circunstances as favourable and the time as propitious for
its adoption.

I should like to quote from a public document, which was published recently
and which very accurately reflects the feelings of the non--aligned
on the cuestion of co-operation on this matter of the draft declaration:

"Te are convinced that there i1s no real alternative to this peaceful

and eocuitable cco-operation, which must be founded on the basis of

ecuality . respect for the independence and sovereinty of fitates and

non—interference in the internal affairs ol States.
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That aquotation was taken not from a non-aligned document but from
the communiqué published recently at the end of the meeting between
President Brezhnev of the USSH and Chancellor Schmidt of the Federal
Republic of Germany. The members of the liovement feel that this quotation
does accurately reflect their view on the question of co-operation on this
matter of the draft declaration.

At the appropriate time, I shall consult with the Secretariat

to pive the document its formal status in the Conmittee.

lir, SILOVIC (Yugoslavia): The state of the world today gives

cause for grave concern. Peace and security are seriously threatened due to
the evermore frequent use of force, armed interventions, interference in
the internal affairs of ftates. the lack of solutions to mejor international
problems and crises. the continuation of foreign occupation, the absence of
disarmament nesmotiations. the escalation of bhloe rivalries and of the
strursle for spheres of influence between grest Powers, the continued existence
of colonial dominetion and racism and the exacerbation of international economic
problems leadin to the increasingly difficult, even critical, position of the
ceveloping countries, The recent general debate held at the beginning of this
session of the General Assembly of the United Nations, which clearly showed
that tensions in the world are growing, unequivocally led to such an assessment.

Therefore, it is not necessary Tor me to elaborate on all this
in detail, Ouch a situation in the world today confirms, perhips more than
ever before, the importance of the Declaration on the Strengthening of
International Security. Undoubtedly, it is an international docunent of lasting
value. The Declaration constitutes a necessary supplement to the Charter of the
United Nations and, at the same time. a code of conduct in international affairs.
Regrettably, we must say that many States fail to heep to the letter and the
spirit of this document and that many of its important provisions are still not
implemented.

The non-aligned countries have always paid great attention to the issue of

the implementation of the Declaration on the Strencthening of International Security.
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The principles and the policy of non-alignment are based on the stiruggle

for peace in the world., for the political independence, sovereignty and
territorial intersrity of all countries, for the equality and equal security

of all members of the International cormunity and for the right of all

countries to decide on their own destiny, Oince the non-aligned countries
actively participated in the elaboration of the Declaration.

to a great extent they inspired it with their policy and their views in

defining its noble task .- the maintenance of world peace and the strengthening
of international security. I'rom September 1961, in Belgrade. up to the

present day, the non--aligned countries have consistently struggled for neace

and security in the world and for the establishment of a new and more equitable
system of political and econoric relations. As they did at their summit neetings
in belgrade, Cairo, Lusaka, Alpiers, Colombo and Havana, the non-aligned countries,
at their most recent llinisterial Conference held in TFebruary 19031 in IMew Delhi,
again expressed their grave concern over the threats to peace and the increase of
tensions, and called upon all countries of the world, particularly the great
Povers, to engage in the preservation of peace and in the strengthening of
international security.

Mthough the accomplishnents achieved since the adoption of the Declaration
cannot be disregardecd, particularly in the field of decclonization, the emancipation
of States and peoples and their liberation from foreirn domination and influence,
crises end problems throughout the world are still jeopardizing peace and security,
today perhaps more than ever,

The idddle last crisis is deepening and the people of Palestine continue
to be deprived of the rights enjoyed by alicost all other peoples of the world,

The shauweful South African régime continues with its policy of racism and
apartheid usurping the freedom of the people of Mamibia and perpetrating acts
of agrression apainst its neighbours, particularly Angola,

Foreisn military forces are still in Afghanistan and in Karpuchea,

The issue of Cyprus remains unresolved and the island divided,

Security in lorth-East Asia is endangered by the continuation of the imposed
division of Korea and by the stubborn refusal of the régime in the South to accept

substantive negotiations,
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Instead of enpaging in disarmeiment, the world - particularly the great Powers -
is arming. ‘The arms race has been scuandering enormous resources
which are indispensable for the stabilization of the world economy and for the

speeding uw» of the develonnent of the developing countries,
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hat is the pieture of the world as it is today., but we cannot accept that
that reality should remain unchanged. For that reason, we underline the
significance and the lasting value of the Declaration on the Strensthening of
International Security. Ve request the withdrawal of Israel from the cccupied
territories and the exercise by the Palestinian people of its right to
gelf determination inecluding the rirht to its own State. We trant South Africa
to abandon the shameful system of apartheid and racism and to liberate Namibia,
so that the veople of that country may finally attain its freedom and
independence. Ve call for the withdrawal of foreign troops from Afghanistan
and [Cammuchea, so that the peoples of those two countries, too, may., without outside
interference, decide on their internal affairs. We demand that the problem of
Cyprus be settled on the basis of General Assembly and Security Council
resolutions, through inter--communal negotiations. Ve support a veaceful
unification of the people of Korea, and consider that the initiatives of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea constitute a constructive basis to that
end. We insist on urgent disarmament negotiations and on the adoption of
appropriate decisions in this direction at the forthcomine special session of
the CGeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament. Ve demand the urgent launching
of slobal negotiations aimed at solving the enormous economic problems with
which all countries., and particularly the developing ones, are faced.

The United Nations has a very important place and role in seeking
solutions to these problems. The possibilities provided for on the basis of
the Charter are far from beins exhausted. Ve are referring here, first, to
two major organs of the United Tations ~ the General Assembly and the Security
Council.

While the General Assembly is and should be the major negotiating body
of the activities of the United Tations, the Security Council should in our
opinion be far more active and efficient in defence of peace and in the search
for solutions. particularly for all the crucial international crises. Regrettably,
there ic neither initiative nor concrete action within the Security Council ..
particularly not from the Permanent Members, which have speeial responsibilities -
wvhich would make that body more efficient in the exercise of its primary

role, whieh is the vreservation of peace and security in the world.
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Vle devnlore the fact that the Security Council did not respond to the demand
of the General Assembly, ccntained in resolution 35/158, to consider its
methods and wechanism of werk ané action, with the aim of increasing its
authority and enforcement capacity. e hope that this demand will not be
left without response arain, and that the Security Council will taliz
into account other constructive recommendations and suzzestions as well
especially those submitted in the Snecial Committee on the Charter of the
United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization.

The Yugoslav delegation would like to stress asain the significance
that the imnlementation of the concept of zones of peace and co-operation in
various parts of the vorld has for the strenstheninz of international security.
It roes without sayins that this is a delicate and complex political issue,
first, because it involves direct and sonetimes diverse interests of States
in particular regions, as well as their common interests. This does not
nean , however, that we are not to discuss the matter. ©On the contrary, we
should do our utmost to enable the implementation of this concept in the
nearest future. Ip doing so. we must proceed from the basic principles on
which international relstions should be founded® pon-use of force,
non-intervention and non-interference, equality and equal security for all,
neaceful settlement of disputes. sood-neighbourliness and peaceful co-existence.

Ve note with regret that the implementation of the concent of the Indian
Ocean as a zone of peace is blocked. Yugoslavia fully supports the justified
denands of the littoral and hinterland States to stop the arms race, military
build-up, the growving military presence of great Powers and increased bloc-
rivalries which have been intensified in this region. The situation is particularly
tense owing to the wide international implicetions of the existing adjacent
crises in South-LBast and in South-Vest Asia. TFor that very reason we consider
the convenin:; of the Conference on the Indian Ocean even more significant.
Ve hope that the preparations within the Ad Hoe Committee on the Indian
Ocean vill gain momentum and that the Conference on the Tndian Ocean will
be held at Colombo, Sri Lanka., in 19083.

Yugoslevia. as a non-aligned and liediterranean country. pays particular

attention to the questions of peace and security in the liediterranean.
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Throushout the vears,meny nroblems have accumulated in this relatively small
region. TDesides the existing and unresolved crises. new confliect situations
keen breaking out, all of which bear exceptional weight vhen seen within
tae context of the presence and the ever-iiwcre intensified great-rower and
bloe=rivalry in the area.

Yugoslavia has always worked for the affirmation of the idea of the
transformation of the l!iediterranean into a zone of vpeace and co-operation,
and hes called for Jjoint efforts to be exerted to this end. We are aware
that this 1is a complex and lonc term objective and that its implementation
can be achieved only throuph the Just and lasting solution of, or arransenents
on various existiny problems. Wone the less, we are also avare that there
is no 2lternative but the search for peace and security, particularly
in rclations among neighbouring  Stotes. In saying so . we wish neither
to prejudice solutions and afreements. nor. even less., to let the problems
whieh concern security and co-operation in the Mediterranean, and which
are of wvital importance to us. get out of contrcl. 1In our cpinion. a
constructive dislogsue should be conducted on this important question, and
we are certain that it will not he unsuccessful.

Security in the liediterranean cennot be considered a sewarate vrovlenm,
but musi be considered within the wider context of the situation in Europe and
even in the world. The ilediterranean links three continents. ilany cultures,
politiecal concepts and interests are present in it. The situation in the
llediterranean is certainly of primary impnortance to the littoral States. It is also
strongly affected by the relations between great Powers. Therefore, questions
of peace, security and co--operation in the iediterranean should be dealt with
with great care and responsibility. Our efforts should be aimed at creating
2 sea of peace., a sea which will link rather than divide us.

liore than a Year has passed since the beginning of the lladrid meeting of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Turope. Unfortunately., its
deliberations have been burdened with increased deterioration of the internatioal
situstion, particularly in the relations between major Powers. Trom this
nlace we would like to appeal to all participants in the Madrid meeting not to

view the world from the standpoint of their individual interests. Ue also
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appeal to them to exert their utmost efforts and the maximum of political
will to achieve an agrecement on the crucial problems on its agenda, in order
to provide the continuity of this process, which is exceptionally sipnificant
for peace not only in Nurope but also in the world at large.

Yugoslavia has particivated in tlie preparation of a resolution on the
implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International
Security with a group of non-aligned countries. 'This resolution will soon
be introduced and we are rezdy to start consultations on it immediately with
all interested delegations.

I should like now to turn briefly to two additional particularly import-nt
questions which are now under consideration.

First, this year we have before us a draft declaration on the
inadmissibility of intervention ar¢ interference in the internal affairs of
States, which has just been introduced and elaborated on by the representative
of Guyana, our good friend Mr. Barton Scotland. As he has already pointed
out, this draft carries the supvort of all non--aligned countries which in this
way wanted to express once again their great concern about the ever more frequent
resort to the threat or use of force in international relations.

By submitting this draft,the non-aligned countries want clearly and
unequivocally to point out their determination not to accept intervention
and interference in any form and under any pretext whatscever.

He consider this declaration an indispensable political document which
fills the gap in the existirg international political and legal structure.

With its adoption the interrationel community will zain an important instrument
which will in a clear and explicit way outlaw =211 forms of intervention and
interference in the affairs of other States. The draft declaration ccntains
precise definitions of all unlawful acts which fall under the category of
intervention and interference, and it should serve as a standard for the
political assessment of such behaviour from vhatever guarter it may come.

Today, when we are faced with numerous interventions and continued foreign
military presence in various parts of the world, the General Assembly should
adopt this draft declaratior., and thus, once again, confirm the inadmissability
and the unlawfulness of interventions and interference in the internal affairs
of States. Although we are aware that only a short time is left for negotiations,
we expect that agreement will be reached, and that this exceptionally important

political document will be adopted.
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Finally I shiould like to point out that my country fully supports the
consideration of the question of C.vuloent ond stron-thenings of
good-neighbourliness betiwreen States by the CGenerz) Assembly and considers that it
wrill contribute to the promotion of good=-neishbourly relations and co-operacion,
<5 well as to the solution of vroblens amcng States in seneral and between
neizhbouring ones in particular. Relations between neizhbours are most directly
connectad with efforts exerted towards the promotion of international co--operation
ia general and with the democratization of international relztions.

‘Jle consider that the _enernlizaticn of the long practice and certain norms
of good-neighbourliness is lilkely to strengthen friendly relations and co-oreration
amonz States. Together with the nrinciples of the Charter of the United dations,
the vrovisions of the Declarastion on Princinles on International Lav concerning
Friendly Relations and Co-operation eamong ctates, especially the principles of
peaceful settlement of disputes and non-interferencc and non-intervention in the
internal affairs of States are of great importance for the development of
cood-neighbourliness. In this context Yuzoszlavia renders particular imvortance
to notional minorities, wlidel are sreatly sirnificant Tor the develorient of
rood- neighbourly relations. They constitute hridges of friendshin. better
mutual understanding and co-operation amons all countries and peoples in the
vorld and between neighbours in particular.

Ve believe that the consideration of t"is question at the thirty-sixth
session of the General Assembly chould rcsult in the adoytion of a Jdecision in
which the significance of good-neighbourly relations tetween Stotes wculd Lao
reaffir:ed and whieh vould rrovide for the continuation of work in this area.
Tis should be another contritution to tii: ruintenance of internstional veace
and security.

E?;_EEEEEE.(POIand): The disarmament debate which the First Committee
held prior to its consideration of agenda item 50 Las offere¢ mrnle evidence
that the focal premise of the security system as its cobtains in the vorld et
present is a balance or couilibrium of forces. The debate has also confirmed
that such a system can be orlabhle only insofar as it can adequately assure

unimpaired and equal security to all concerned.
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The Polish delegation is not alone in believing that the ultimate
effiancy of muell n sivster — the sense of real security which it can generate -
fenerds to a far greater extent on mutual confidence between States and peoples
than on a drive to reech ever higher levels of arva+ent. Indeed, as we linow only
too well, the international cormunity seems now to attach eritical irnortance
mutual confidence and security based on balance at the lowest possible level of
force rather than on sophisticated armoury.

The doctrine of military superiority and the accelerating arms race which
it entails are totally incompatible with zceurity perceptions, especially
in Burope. The cutting edge of the plans for the production or deployment of
new weapons systems aims first of all at mutual cenfidenee, both in the military
and non-military spheres. /A reduced confidence leaves international security
more precarious and uncertain than ever.

To turn to specifics as we in Poland see them, the standing plans of the
dorth Atlantic reaty Organization to expand its nuclear arsenal in Western
Furove represent a direct threat Lo security in Durope, hence to our own national
security and that of our allies. It is for this reason that Poland welcomes the
forthcoming USSR--United States ncrotiations in Geneva on nuclear weapons in
gurope and lool:s forward to their constructive and early outcome.

Je share the view that international security, Just like peace, is indivisible.
is a State located in Central Durope we are, however, interested first and
Toremost in the security situation which prevails in DLurope, if only because that
part of the globe has the highest concentration of nuclear and conventional
weapons, sufficient to ignite a global conflict.

It was precisely such consideration which motivated Poland when, a quarter
of a century ago, it put forward the Rapacki Plan for an atom~-free zone in the
centre of Europe. For reasons which are known only too well, Europe still badly
needs effeective disarmament measures to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear conflict
that could engulf the whole world.

It is in order to prevent such a theoretical possibility that, together with
our allies, we are engaped in the Vienna talks on the reduction of armed forces

and aruaments in Central Furone.
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Let me restate most erphatically that Poland, just like other States
members of the Warsaw Pact, is strongly in favour of mutual reductions of armed
forces and armaments, in accordance with the proposals we have submitted in Vienna.

Ve believe that the so-called newr generation of confidence-building measures
novw being discussed in Vienna in no case must be regarded as a goal in themselves,
but rather as a vehicle towards the promotion of a climate of détente and a
contribution to the accomplishment of the ultimate objective -~ the limitation
of the means of waging war and effective disarmament.

Commenting on our efforts to strengthen security, I should like to turn for
a moment to the proposal to convene a conference on military aspects of
security in Furope, a proposal wvhich currently is being discussed at the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Turope follow-un meeting held in
Ifadrid. Poland is one of five countries that have submitted specific proposals
on this subject. Seconded by other members of the Varsaw Pact, that proposal
calls for the convening in Varsaw of a conference on military détente and
disarmament in order to provide, inter alia, through a system of confidence-
building and security-building measures, for conditions conduvice to the
reduction of armed forces and armaments in IZurope and the beginning of a
tanrible process of European disarmament. Ve are pleased to note that similar
notives have also prompted the presentation of proposals in that respect by

Romania, Yuposlavia and Sweden.
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In formulating our provosal we are particularly anxious that the
future Conference talke into account the following principles:

First, the arrangements to be agreed upon should be without prejudice
to the security of any State; this principle should be applicable within
the context of efforts to determine the geopravhical scope of a future
confidence and security-building measures zone. A 'Testern response to
reciprocate for the Soviet offer of lfarch 1981, vhich extends the zone
on the Iuropean part of the USSR, is et to be formulated.

Secondly, the convening of the conference and its consideration of
specific proposals and measures must in no way ve directed against the
interests of third countries, nor be to the detriment of other
negotiations on the limitation of armaments and disarmament on the
subregional, regional or global level.

Taking into account the basic requirements of an effective security
system, the Polish proposal is not confined to the consideration of
confidence and security-building measures alone. It does not evade such
erucial issues as the limitation of armaments or lowering the ceilings
of military confrontation in Burope.

The convening of a conference on confidence and security-building
measures and on disarmament in Europe would mean that all States concerned
would be able to contribute to the solution of security problems acceptable
to all these States. It would, we home, generate more propitious
conditions for the establishment in Europe of a zone secure from the danger
of war and, in the long run, a zone of limited armaments. ! delegation
strongly believes that such a development could not but have a positive
effect on other regions as well.

Cur interest in Luropean issue should in no case te interpreted
as indifference to larger world problens. Together with other socialist
States, we have put forward a number of proposals aimed at effective rezional
and global disarmament. It is not now my intention to dwell at length on
this subject. as it was exhaustively dealt with by the First Committee in

the course of its disarmament debate.
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The importance of early and meaningful progress towerds halting the
arms race does not mean that the international community should confine
itself to working for military détente alone. In our aspirations for a
more effective security system we should bear in mind that there is an
important corollary to military aspects of security. Indeed, to facilitate
the achievement of the latter, it is necessary, inter alia, to undertule
more determined efforts in search for ways of reducing the Scope of
conflicts. to institutionalize the various forms of governmental and
non-governmental consultations and to increase their substance,
to develop appropriate forms of co-operation based wherever possible on
long-range agreements and to vigorously seek ways of improving the
mechanism for such co-operation, and to strive to achieve vital national
objectives through negotiation without attempting to impose any one State's
will and solutions on others.

The resolve of my GCovernment to work for the settlement of the
socio~economic conflicts and other internal mproblems in Poland through
negotiations reflects also a deliberate  policy of the Polish Covermment -
supported by the overvheluing majority of the Polish people -~ vhich is
pursued with due regard for the broader security implications for Lurope
and beyond our continent. Our determination to maintain and consolidate
Poland's alliance with the Soviet Union, our participation in the Warsaw
Paet, and our rocd rclotions ond equitable co-cpreration vith 211 States, are
much more than just important cornerstones of our foreign policy. They
are, indeed, crucial factors of Duropean and world security.

I should like to turn now to a question which is of special interest
to Poland as the initiator of the Declaration on the Preparation of
Societies for Life in Peace adopted by the General Assembly three years

ago.



IS/nr A/C.1/36/PV. L5

L3

(lr. Uyzner, Poland)

Among the efforts aimed at the strensthening of internationel security,

A proper nerspective must be reserved for the question of the implementation
of that document. As is well known, it is a problem to which Poland has
attached special importance. In accordance with the request contained in
Ceneral Assembly resolution 33/37, my Government has duly presented
exhaustive information on the implementation of the Declaration by Poland.
As is borne out by the report of the Secretary-Coneral (A/36/356),
consistent and longz-range actions have been taken up by socialist countries.
A closer examination of the report reveals that the ideals and principles

of the Declaration also enjoy support in many countries of Latin Alerica.
The efforts of these and other members of the international community were
echoed by the active stand of many non-governmental organizations, religious
communities and leaders, including the committed voice of Ilis Holiness

Pope John Paul IT.

I should like to take thkis opportunity to express our appreciation
to those Covernments which, pursuant to the General Assembly's recommendation,
have sent to the Secretary-General their replies on the implementation of
the Declaration, which are ccntained in documents A/36/336 2nd Add.l cnd fdd.2.
Their content has been carefully studied by us and we hope that they will be
helpful in the search for new acceptable ways and means of increasing
international co-operation in this important field. My delegation has also
taken note with satisfaction of the positive and active attitude with regard
to the Declaration deonstrated by many organs and apencies of the United Mations
swsten , esreeially U ECO.

M interesting and constructive response to the Declaraticn has nlso core
from such organizations as the Inter-Parliamentary Union, the World Peace
Council, the Vorld Federation of United ilations Associations and many other
governmental and non-governmental international organizations and associations.
Incouraged by the generally favourable response from a number of States,
Poland presented at the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope
follow-up meeting in ladrid a proposal envisaging various forms of

international co-operation fcr the implementation of the Declaration. They
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include the establishment of lonpg--range prograrmes of bilateral efforts

ruch as, for instance, weasures encouraging the review of history textbooks

in order to eliminate language or interpretation deemed prejudicial or at variance
vith history.

The spirit of co-~operation and the unity of purpose demonstrated in
the process of implenentation of the Declaration testify to the readiness
of many States to foster a system of education based upon the spirit of
tolerance and compassion. In the words of a 19th century Polish poet,
Cyprian Forwid, our "“goal is not to enjoy peace, but to malke peace”.

That means ahove all, that we have (o build a solid structure of lasting
neace. The spirit of that maxim - to our gratification - appears to be

shared by many.
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In the view of my delegation, the stronger the harmful factors affecting the
process of détente the greater the urpgency of shaping international relstions on
the basis of the principles set forth in the Declaration. As we see the most
pressing tasks, it is necessary to deploy Tar more dedicated efforts if we are to
put into effect the principal concepts and ideals of the Declaration. These efforts
should provide. in marticular. for: an increase in active co-oneration amons all
States, including consultation and exchange of experience; good Taith in dialogue
and negotiations based on a desire to seek accommodation rather than confrontation:
increased and more deternined resional efforts on all continents: increased
co--operation on the bilateral level. and proiwotion of Zood--neighbourliness, wutual
respect, equal rights and nutual understanding and. finally. encourasement of
specific activities of governrmental and non--governmental orzanizations as well as
of institutions and persons involved in education, culture and the mass media.

I should like to stress once again that my Government considers the United
Wations system to be the most natural environment for the promotion of ideas
aimed at the preparation of societies for life in peace. This objective, in our
view, would certainly be better served if necessary improvements were made in the
methods whereby the international community is msde familiar with the text and the
spirit of the Declaration. At stake is that all Governments and peoples should be
convinced that education and preparation for peace are the sole alternative to
education for war  whether "cold” or "hot'.

The Government of Poland stands ready to continue its efforts towards that end
and urges other Governments to take similar vesitions. Accordingly, my delegation,
together with other interested delegations., has prepared a draft resolution which.
we hope, will respond to the concerns of the international community. That draft
resolution is contained in document A/C.1/36/L.58.

I now, therefore, have the privilege of introducing that document on behalf of
the delegations of Afghanistan, Algeria, Colombia, Czechoslovakia, the German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Indonesia, iladagascar, Peru, the Philippines, the United
Republic of Camercon, Yugoslevia and Poland ' those States are among the original
sponsors of the Declaration of 15 December 1978.

The draft resolution is largely self-explanatory. In its operative part it
solermnly invites all States to intensify their efforts towards the implementation

of the Declaration, and reiterates the appeal for concerted action on the part
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of Governments, the United ilations and other rovermuental and non -governmental
orranizaetions with a view to establishing, waintecining and strengthening a just and
durable peace for present and future pgenerations. In its final paragraph. the
to the General Asseibly on the vrosress made inthe immlementation of the
Declaration.

It is the howpe of the sponsors of the draft resolution, on whose behalf it is
1y honour tc wddress the First Comnittee, that its text will commend itself to

the Coumittee for adoption by consensus.

I'r. Yaliur RAHI'AN (Banzladesh): The arenda items now beine debated are more
relevant to all of ys than ever before. Since the Declaration on the Strengthenin.:
of International Security was adonted by the General Assembly bv virtual consensus
10 years ago, certain positive developuents have taken place which need to be
commended by the international comnunity. Last year my delegation had the privilege
of introducing s draft resolntion relating to that Declarstion to the General
Assembly. However. so far it has not been nossible to ensure full compliance by all
States with all the provisions of the Declaration. The worsening international
situation 2s recent evidence has shown, has proved conclusively that the lack of
consensus and political will has been the main stumbling block in the way of the
full implementation of the provisions of the Declaration.

The adoption of the Declaration was considered a landmark in the history of
the United NMations. That important document provides ruidelines and a broad
programe for the strengthening of the United ilations as an instrument for the easing
of international tensions and the creation of conditions for the attainment of just
and lasting peace. The General Assembly. at each of its last nine regular sessions,
adopted resolutions solemnly reaffirming all the principles and purposes of the
Declaration. The Assembly called upon all States to adhere fully to the principles
and purposes of the Charter of the United Hations and the provisions of the
Declaration, as well as to those of the Declaration on Principles of International
Law concerning rriendly Relations and Co-operation among States in accordance with
the Charter of the United Wations, as the basis of relations among all States,

irresnective of their size, level of development, or political, economic and
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social systems. In those resclutions, the General Assembly noted with deep
concern that many of the principles and provisions of the Declaration have been
ignored or violated, particularly with rerard to the principles of national
independence, sovereignty, territorial interrity non-intervention,K non--interference,
recourse to the threat or use of force resulting in breaches of the peace. and
threats to international peac= and security. Attention was drawn also to the
non-compliance by States with their coblization to gettle disputes by Ppeaceful
means in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, to a disrerard
for the role of the United Wations and to a lessenins of confidence in the
effectiveness of the Security Council in ensuring international peace and
security.

The Assembly also stressed its grave concern at the continuins existence
of crises and focal peints of tension in various regions and the continuing
existence of colonialism; nec--colonialism, racism and apartheid, which remain

the basic obstacles to the strengthening of international peace and security.
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The Ceneral Assembly and the Security Council have in the recent past been
seized in several instances of a great number of disputes and conflicts brought
about by a failure +to comply with obligations assumed under the Charter.

Such conflicts have proved profoundly detrimental not only to the parties
involved, but also to the international community as a whole. The time has
come, therefore, for all ilembers of the United Fations to redouble their
efforts and to seek uregent, equitable solutions of the conflicts, in conformity
with the purposes and principles of the United Wations Charter, and bring

about a lasting peace in the world., Determined efforts should made further

to increase the effectiveness of the United Nations in the maintenance and
consolidation of international peace and security, in particular by enhancing
its peace-making and peace-keeping capabilities, including improvement of the
machinery for the pacific settlement of disputes.

The Final Document adopted at the special session f the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament contained certain fundamental vrinciples for disarmament
negotiations, strict adherence to which would ensure that disarmament measures
would be compatible with improving and increasing security through
disarmament. The success of disarmament efforts presupposes a balanced and
strict observance of these mutual obligations. Further adequate measures
of verification satisfactory to all parties in implementation of the
Declaration on International Security are necessary.

There is a close interreletionship between disarmament, development and
strengthening of international security. Concerted international co-operation
in the economic field, on the basis of an agreed strategy to reduce and eliminate
the gap between the developed and developing countries, is a vital precondition
for the strengthening of international peace and security. It is essential that
the developed and surplus-fund countries demonstrate the necessary political will
to understerd bettcr the plight of the developing countries and join their
efforts to avoid an economic cataclysm having unforeseen consequences on
international peace and security,

In recognition of the urgency of the need for the restructuring of economic
relations and the establishment of the llew International Lconomic Order, the
historical Cancun surmit between the leaders of the developed and developing countries
countries, at which my Government had the privilege of participating, took

place. Ve are hopeful that. as a conseguence of the Cancun Summit. meaningful
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dialopgue will commence between the developed and the developing countries with a
view to achieving a more equitable international economic orcer,

hile my deleration is deeply concerned over the deteriorating international
security situation. we at the same time have striven to lend meaning
and nurport to the comecept of rood-neishbourliness hetwsen States. The concept
of rood neighbourliness is as old as the history of civilization itself. Even
when the old precepts of international law and the ancient tablets governing
the basic relations between snd among States were heing formulated, the
overridin~ factor shaping those orinciples wag the convietion of the need for
good neirhibourliness among Stetes. This concent therefore will continue to
remain an important acceptable force in governing relations betireen independent
and soverei-n States of the world. The suprere necessity of accentance of and
resnect for the concent of pgocd neighbourliness is felt today more thin ever
before, since historical exnerience in the evolution of international relations
has showmn beyond cdoubt that the security of every nation and the maintenance
of international i:zace and security largely depend on the measures taken by
neighbouring States with regerd to their mutual relations.

The importance of the principle of good neighhourliness for maintaining
international peace and security and promoting friendly relations between
States has been emphasized in very clear terms in the United HWations Charter,
which stipulates that one of the principal aims of the Tnited Nations is to
ensure that the pecples of the world can live in peace in a spirit of rood
neighbourliness. The importance of that Charter princinle was further reaf{irmed
in the unanimously adopted Declaration on the Principles of International Law
concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among Ctates, in accordance with
the Charter of the United Natioms.

The existence of neighbouring States having different and varied political,
social, economic and cultural systems makes it incumbent upon all Stotes to
make conscious efforts at establishing gonod-neishbourly relations based on a
spirit of understanding and accommodation, equity and justice and of not
interfering -~ covertly or overtly in the internal affairs of other States. Any
violation of this spirit in the past has led to tension and conflict, which

has more oiten than not dezenerated into open military conflict.
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The cardinal principle of the foreign policy of Bangladesh is based on its
constitutional obligations that stipulate that our relations are based on
friendship towards all and malice towards none. Guided by this conviction.
the Government of Bangladesh has zluays sought to foster with its neighbours
solutions to all problems, potential or outstanding, in a spirit of co--operation
and understanding based on the principle of equity and justice. As an extension
of that policy outside the parameter of Bangladesh, the Government of Bangladesh
has vholeheartedly suprorted the spirit of détente and smeneral relaxation of
international tension. Vhile pursuing good-neighbourly relations with its
neighbours, Bangladesh has at the same time encouraged the gradual evolution
of the process of democratization of international relations facilitating the
particination of all States. big or small., powerful or weak, militarily
sicnificant or not, in all international conferences on a basis of equality.

As a member of the Hon-Aligned Movement, Bangladesh since its very inception
has made concerted efforts in such forums as the United Nations, the Islamic
Conference, the Commonwealth and the llon-Aligned 'ovement in favour of the cause
of peace and international security and the development and intensification

of co-operaticn, economic and political, between all States in the world.

Since its independence, Bangladesh has taken sincere and nersistent
initiatives in promoting all-round relations with its neighbours. As part
of that persistent objective of the Government of Bangladesh, the late
President 7iaur Rahman conferred with the Heads of State of all the neighbouring
States on matters of common interest. President Ziaur Rahman, through his
bilateral talks at the hirhest level with the leaders of a2ll neighbouring countries
set in motion a spirit whose salubrious impact is obvious to all. The
initiative of the late President on the South Asian Forum for Co-operation and
Development among seven South Asian countries is historical. The first two
meetings at the hichest official level have been concluded, and several high-
level committees have been set up to examine further the areas of co-~operation
in various Tields, such as agriculture, hydroelectric power, trade, commerce,
cultural exchanges and co-operation at various other levels. As a result of
the active policy of peace and friendship pursued by Bangladesh in every field,
Bangladesh has contributed to the cause of peace and détente, progress

prosperity, co-operation and naticnal independence all over the world.
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Rangladesh voted for Ceneral Assembly resoluviion 34/90 convinced
of the importance of sood neighbourliness, which can bring about &
climate of confidence and security smons States. As Ceneral Asseihly
resolution 3L/99 underlines +the basis for pood neishbourliness lies
in resnmect for the princinles of netional independence and sovereirniy .
ecuality under lav of all States non-interference ir the internal affairs
o’ States and non-use of force or the threat of use of force in resolving
problems. This resolution sopecifically noints ovt the supremne
necessity of resolving rroblems through pacific means without

affecting territorial integrity, the inviolability of frontiers and

respect for the right of peonles to decide their ovn destiny and to
fulfil their Charter oblizations without any zttemnt to establish a
sphere of influence or domination. It is a natter of record that

epch time this fundanental princinle of international law has been
violated or attemnts kave beesn made to act withouv regard to these
princinles, the foundation of the principle of good neigzhbourliness

has been commpronised giving rise to avoideble tension with the potential
for confliet and a breach of internetionel pesce and security.

In conclusion my delepation believes that the principle of
rood-neighbourliness should be further cousidered with a view to
seeking agreement on svecific modalities to enhance it and ensure
universal and strict adherence to this principle as the basis

for promoting neace. co- operation and mutual resnect among all nations

lir. GAUCI (Malta): !lr. Chairman, the President of your
country Ifr. Sergei kraigher, has just concluded a successful visit
to Halta. It set the latest seal on the excentionally friendly relations
between our two countries, based on the princirles of true non-alignment.
It is against this background that T warnly compliment you on your
election to preside over the work of our Committee and that 1 extend sincere

congratulations to the other officers of the Committee.
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I have tried to condense in one statement all of the nejor
oreoccunations of ny delepmation. and I therefore crave your indulcence
!, Chairnmen. and that of the nembers il I talie up more of the
Committee’s valuable time then I myself would have prelerred to do.

The seorch for security in the peast-war period has relied very
lieavily on the doctrine of nuclear deterrence. ile have had cuite
enouih time to evaluate the outcome of this policy. In terms of cost.
it Los been ruinous 1in terms of security acquired., it has proved
barren: in ternws of accunulated lethal weaponry the resulis ere
disastrous and in terms of future persmectives a continuation of
that policy is lilely to be catastrophic.

Thirty five years ago, on the threshold of the nuclear age.
the very first resoclution adopted in the Cenerzl Assembly called for
the complete rrohibition of nuclear weapons. Today those weapons no
lonzer form a distaat backdrop of terror. a vague and remote threat
of total destruction should relations between nuclear-weapon States
lurch erretically ocut of control. On the contrary +those weanons
50,000 of them at the latest count - seem to be all around
us  each pulsating with a proiise of terminal destruction within 30
winutes of launch.

The underlying politics. the accompanying rhetoric of Dast-Test
confrontation have thwarted all efforts to keep the 1id on the nuclear
renie. Ten years ajo. vhen there was still some room for optimism,
ve night have regarded SALT I as the initial ster in a natural
procression. At that time a partial test-ban Treaty and a Jon-Proliferation
Trealy were in force. In Vienna, attempts were being made to reducc
conventional forces in Lurove. These earlier hopes. however, have been

badly d¢isappointed. if not finally crushed, during the »nast decade.
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The objective of general and complete disarmament had then already
been relerated to arms control and even that has proved tec be a very
forlorn subject. It would appear - to paraphrase Linstein's worst
prophecy -- that the splitting of the atom has chansed everything except
mankind's way of thinking thus, we gseem to drift helnlessly towards
unparalleled catastrophe. Lach vear ve pledre to alter course each
year we fail and the situation deteriorates further.

ihe first smnecial session devoted to discrmement underlined that
the arms race itself has becone a threat to the security of nations.
Fine sentinments and very true observations In practice. however, the
objective of security =»n indispencable eleweni of veace, continues to
be via outmoded and increasinrly dangerous methods.

The super-Powvers have added thousands of warheads to their arsenals
gsince SALT I and they have carried out more tests since the sipnature
of the partial test-ban Treaty than previously. Statistical disparity
in weanonry is simplistically vieved as indicative of either strength
on one side or wealkness on the other, and security is equated with
the maintenence of a nrecarious balauce of deterrence, or doctrines
renging from the chimera of limited warfare to strategic superiority.

Apparently. the realization has not yet sunk in that a combination
of fear and uncertainty can naver be the foundation of logic and
consequently that endless acquisition of nuclear veapons offers
no suarantee of protection whatsoever. On the contrary, it undermines
the security of the protagonists just as much as it threatens the very
existence of all nations and peoples.

Acquisition of nuclear weapons is seen by the defenders of the
deterrence doctrine as indefinitely vostponing war. They point out
that deterrence has kept the peace for 36 years. It is of course a
moot point vhether the absence of world conflegration is really the
product of deterrence, it could equally be due to a recognition by all
of the futility, based on bitter erperience., of any one nation trying

to dominate the world.
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Dut even this realization has not eliminoted widesprecd conilict
in different areas and on dozens of occasions since the last world var.
liotbeds of tension persist; what is worse, they are rgenerously fed by
armns supplies Trow the rajor Powers. vhile nolitical intiatives are
stifled.

One deficiency in our past approaches imwediately becowes evident.
The theory of deterrence focuses on tension, vhich in tuvrn hinders
tihe resolution of political differences between tlie surer- Povers.
Deterrence per _se does little to promote the cuest for neace. It
pronoses no resolution of differences and asswnes that cecision molers
faced with highly complex situations will alrays behave in o rational
mannex .

Yet . as was obvious from a recent press conference it is clear
that leaders with direct access to or close to the nuclear button
were confused or uninforred as to what exactly is contained in sensitive
contingency plans. This casts doubt on the validity of at least one
essumption of the deterrence thereof.

In addition, there have also been several reported instances of
false nuclear alerts in just one year through errors in communications
systems. e can safely cassume that at least as meny incidents have not
cven been reported. Improverents in communications systems provide
no puarantee whatsoever ageinst unpredictable technical faults.
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And yet we continue to hear more and more loose talk about the
feasibility of limited and winnable nuclear wars:; we even read recently
reports that the neutron bomb might be used in case of emergency in Korea.
This merely confirms our perception that we now stand on the very edge of
the precipice.

Hegotiations between the super--Powers have long been nart of a
'stop~go’ approach: periods of silence are interspersed wvith an exchange
of truisms about the need for better relations no soconer enunciated than
acted on in direct contradiction of stated intentions. Iach side is fixated
by the myth of relative advantape and feverishly manceuvring to retain
maximum superiority. WHeither side can possess a totally effective first-strike
capability but each worries that the other might reach such a break-through.
Hegotiations of this type do not break old moulds; they have become part
and parcel of the arms race and mirror its increasing paranoia.

All too often international conflicts, or a potential conflict,
result in a polarization of positions by the super-Povers and their allies.
It has become almost axiomatic that the Bast will espouse one side and
the West the other. Trouble spots, as one distinguished Duropean politiecian
commented recently, are viewed through an East-llest prism. This has led to a
precarious armed confrontatior in many trouble spots and, of course .
to complete paralysis of the Security Council,

In the current arctic state of Last-ilest relations, it is perhaps comforting
that the tuo super-Powers have finally agreed to resume negotiations on
theatre nuclear wveapons in Europe. However, my delegation is not unduly
optimistic. Past experience has amply demonstrated that agreement to talk does
not mean that concrete results will emerge. Political gestures cannot be
confused with genuine attempts to reduce the size of military arsenals.

The negotiation process, with its inherent counter-balancing efforts,
promises to be a tortuous one.

The past three decades have proved convincingly that developments in
military technology continue inexorably regardless of the international
negotiating climate. Ue now fear that some new weapons threaten to lower

the nuclear threshold and may even triggser a nuclear exchange: the new generation
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of chemical weapons also represents a further malign twist in the arms
race spiral., And the search for nev weapon systems is now probing
outer space.

llilitary strategists speak blithely in terms of mega-deaths.
ife have been catapulted into a new plateau of destructiveness and redundancy.
The latest recipient of the Albert Einstein Peace Prize rightly stated:

"To my mind the nuclear bomb is the most useless weapon ever invented.

It can be employed to no rational purpose, It is not even an effective

defence argainst itself, It is only something with vhich, in a moment

of petulance or panic, you nay commit such acts as no sane person

would ever wish to have on his conscience."

It seems that we have nov reached the stage vhere rearmament
appears to be the natural state of being. either super-Power is willing
to alter its military course or can coerce the other to do so. Yet the
political and military realities of today cell for an alternative scenario
vhich would reduce the chances of involvement in a military confrontation
and enhance a common concern about survival and economic and social progress.

I am conscious that these brief remarks on the disarmament aspects of
security only echo detailed expositions made by previous speakers,

e are pleased to note that our views coincide with those of neutral and
other non-aligned countries members of the Committee on Disarmament,
vhose contributions in that Committee we highly value.

I must admit that lialta's hones are not very sanguine either as to the
practical outcome of many proposals which are merely declaratory in character:
vet we have a natural tendency not to oppose any measure calculated
to promote disarmament and not autonatically to doubt the good intentions
of its proponents. 1le shall therefore support most proposals, while pointing out
that, since they do not provide the necessary reassurance, they should at least
be limited in number so as not to detract attention from more specific measures,
Our preference for action as opposed to rhetoric remains steadfast; and, if
we have had nothing but vague declarations these past few years, we have

at least had some valuable studies.
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I wish to commend in particular the report of the United Wations
Group of Governmental Txperts on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Developuent , vhich shows in a very clear and concise uanner that we have to
face a choice. The arms race cannot be reconciled with the pursuit of a
more sustainable international econormic and nolitical order.

It is therefore not surnrising that, in countries vhere freedom of
expression and of assenbly is not curtailed, public and professional protest
apgainst the arms race is paining momentum. Today's potential barometer of
destruction has reached an a2ll-time high.

Against this blealk universal outloolk, my country feels very strongly
that there is a better prospect of progress in regional initiatives which
respect global guidelines and vwhich aim to ease, rather than to accentuate,
the dangerous stalemate of Last-llest confrontation.

Clearly, there are certain conditions and requirements of security which
are specific to particular regions. ZIgually clearly, attempts to strengthen
security in one region will have a stabilizing effect beyond that region
and will therefore inecrease global security,

For some time now many countries have supported the idea of zones of
peace in various regions of the world, This is a political and not & legal
concept, and the absence of any precise definition should not inhibit
resional initiatives,

A zone of peace may be seen as a resion or subrerion whose component
States aim Jjointly to promote a better future throush planned co-operation.
These Joint efforts take into account the specific characteristics of the
region and the universal norms for reducing tension and for prorotingz stability.
thus enhancing the prospects and spreading the contagion of neace.

Leaders of the majority of littoral States of the llediterranean have
publicly stated their desire to create a zone of peace and co-operation in
this rezion. The initiative is theirs alone to take. T%hile it is preferable
that all States in the iediterranean should eventually be inveolved, there is
room for unilateral and subregional action. The comnlete elininaticn of military
Dbases in ilalta in 1979, and our subsequent ratification of a neutrality agreenent

with Italy, is a case in point. Ialta has now unilaterally fulfilled its
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political vocation and made its contribution to liediterranean security
in a most tangible way. Italy and other countries recognize and encourage
this role.

The zone of peace concept is a regional and political response
vhich goes far beyond the objectives of disarmament and arms control.

The States involved would be able to tackle their oun problems in a
framework which represents the positive side of co-operation. They could
offer their good offices in reducing repional tension, resolving existing
confliets and preventing new ones from arising.

The establishment of a zone of peace in the llediterranean could
eventually entail the creation of =z political forum for periodic discussion.
It would be necessary to review nrorress from time to time, to embark on
nev projects and to seek recognition of the zone of peace by outside Powers,
especially nuclear ones. Above all, component States would be tackling their
own problems, free from interference by the super-Powers, whose interests
have wroved to be so often diametrically opposed,

The Hon-Aligned Tlovement has long recognized that the super-Povers bear
a special responsibility towards the promotion of peace, llalta's position
of neutrality is now formally recosgnized by parties in both major military allisnces.
The agreement with Italy was registered, in terms of Article 102 of the Charter
¢f the United Wations, on 25 July 1981 and that with the Soviet
Union on 24 llovember 1901, lecognition of the llediterranean as a zone of

peace would represent a flowering and logical extension of this policy,
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The Mon-Aligned llovement as a whole has expressed its respect for. and
support of, Malta's new status, and has recoznised it as a positive
contribution to peace and stability in the region. Your own country,
iir., Chairman, as long aro as 22 June 1080. in a joint declaration with Malta,
gave us its full, support for which we express appreciation. It was reaffirmed
in specific detail in the j>int ccmmuniqué issued at the conclusion of your
President's visit to Malta this week.

It is therefore all the more regrettable that Libya, an active and
ambitious fellow-llediterransan non-aligned country, should have embarked on an
agegressive posture towards Malta's efforts at attaining eccnomic self-sufficiency
through exploration for. and exploitation of, our offshore resources.

Despite years of patient nezotiations, despite Libya's profession of
friendship for the people of Malta, despite overtures from friendly countries,
Libya's belligerent response to Malta's peaceful activities was the despatech
of missile--bearing rfunboat against an unarmed coil ris, foreing it to

suspend activities,

Libya has maintained its threat again to use force against lialta's
peaceful exploration should we resume activities at any time in the future,
and it continues to make unacceptable unilateral conditions to prevent the
matter being adjudicated by the International Court of Justice.

To the regret and concern of my Government, the Security Council,
faced with this evidence, hesitates to urge Libya to pursue azn equitalle
and peaceful code of conduct. Ve find this difficult to understand. Libya
is flouting the Charter, the principles of non-alignment and of good
neighbourly relations, and regrettably the Security Council locks on as a
disinterested spectator, despite lialta’s appeal for the protection of the
Council, If small countries such as mine cannot rely on this Organization
for protection of their legitimate interests, one is bound to question
seriously the benefits of membership, and to consider other alternatives to
protect one's rights. Malta is convinced that it is acting honourably
and equitably in this dispute, and that it is from Libya that a change of
attitude is required. if necessary through the enforcement action of the

Security Council.



JP/brs A/C.1/36/PV. LS
o7

(Mr. Cauci, j'alta)

To return to my main theme, despite such setbacks from unexpected
quarters and despite the fact that we are situated rizht in the centre of a
turbulent region, my country, wvhose military expenditure during the past
Tinancial year came to only 1.3 per cent of our budget, remains dedicated to
the creation of an environment of collective security in which we can pgrow
in peace as good neighbours with a common destiny, seeking a common identity.
The world is now dangerously advanced on the path towards a nuclear holocaust,
and far more needs to be done to prevent the chances of conflict. The zone
of peace concept would establish a regimen geared towards reducing tension
and promoting co-operation for peace and stability., It would curb
super-Pover rivalry for spheres of influence, of which the definition is
becoming increasingly more elastic, provocative and dangerous.

The alternative to the rigorous pursuit of the zone of peace approach
is to put our faith in a disarmament dialogue between the super-Powers, in
the declining hope that a positive effort to overcome political inertia will
emerge. This would in essence represent a preference for a process
characterized by shrinking expectations. The objective of pgeneral and complete
disarmament has elready been whittled down even further and replaced by
suigestions for confidence-building measures and crisis monagement. To talk
of peaceful co-operation has become almost heretically idealistic,

But the idealists of yesterday have becone the realists of today: they
demand Practical alternatives to the failed stratesies of the past. They
ask for guarantees that peaceful initiatives will be respected by all, so
that tension will really decrease and danger will be averted. There can
be no doubt that an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure. The
prevention of conflict through regicnal co-operation will meet with
difficulties, of course, but these can be overcome. e have seen that other
initietives that go in the same direction have proved successful. We commend
the Latin American nuclear-free-zone, and the co-operative progress made by
the Andean., Association of South-Tast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and Buropean

Dconomic Council (EEC) countries. We commend and support the timely
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initative of Guyane in vroposing & compreliensive declaration on non-interference
in the internal affairs of States, and the dedicotion of Romania in promoting
the concept of pood-nei<htourly relations. Ve welcome and support efforts to
strengthen the Security Council cnd to malke nore efficient the economic and
social arms of the United {lations. A combination of these efforts is surely

a more realistic awproach than attemoting to pick up the nieces after conflicts
have escalated into war. Otherwise. there may not even be any pieces to

pick up.

Mr. MARTIAI URDAITLTA (Venezuela) (interpretation froin Spanish): The
deterioration in the internationsl situation means thet day by day consideration
of the agenda item entitled "Review of the implementaticn of the Declaration on
the Strengthening of International Security” rains impcrtance. The time that
has passed since the Declaration was adoprted has demonstrated its significance
and the important role that it plays in the ccnsolidation of the
fundamental objective of the United dations - the maintenance of international
peace and security. As President Herrera Campins of Venezuela said in the
zeneral debate in this thirty--sixth session of the General Assembly:

"lany peace-keeping efforts have been made in this forum, and we must

overcome great difficulties for this institution to contribute effectively
to the achievement of a true peace. The evils threatenine mankind are not
invineible, and hope in the United Nations is far from vanquished."

(A/36/PV.5, p. 21}

There is no doubt that the Declaration on the Strengthening of

International Security is one of the most important efforts that have been
made in the search for pcace. Yet there are still situstions in which certain
fundamental principles of the Declaration heve been ignored or violated.
The joint efforts of all States are needed to achieve a safer, more stable

and equitable world in which peace and security prevail, zs the Declaration
says. As part of these efforts, respect for, and compliance in zood faith

ith, international agreenents concluded by States constitute one of the
foundations of peaceful, harmonious coexistence amons States. In international
relations there must be strict compliance with obligations entercd into under

the Charter.
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The Co-omerative Republie of Guyana has circulated document A/C.1/36/0
in connexion with agenda item 50. I wish to read some paragraphs of the
memorandiii that =y country prepared in connexion with that document. (le
circulated it in a letter to the Secretary-Gieneral dated 23 Hovember., and it
anpears in docuzent A/C.1/30/12 of 2L Hoveuber. It says:

“The Government of Venezuela was surprised and greatly disturbed
to receive the memorandum, distributed as document A/C.1/30G/9, nrepared

by the Government of Guyana, on the pretext that it related to item 58

of the asenda of the present session of the General Assembly of the

United FUations. Utilizing an indefensible propaganda maenoeuvre whose

fantastic aim is to present Venezuela as a country that is threateninz

Lo attack another., that Government is trying to conceal an intention

that is becominz increasingly clear , namely, to evade compliance with

its international comnitments.
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"Venezuela regrets that once again the Government of Guyana is showing
its determination to raise in a multilateral context a problem for the
handling of which betwe=sn the parties an instrument already exists K the
Geneva Agreement , freely entered into by both countries ond the United
Kingdom. However K this eapgerness to divert attention, including the
propaganda manoeuvre, would cause us no great concern were it not for the
fact that they are grounded on false accounts and on slanted and slanderous
interpretations and because, more importantly., they reveal once more
Guyana's intention not to comply with its international cornmitments and
duties.

It is not the first time that allegations and improper statements
by Guyanese representatives to the Organization have compelled the
Government of Venezuela to distribute informative material in order
adequately to illustrate the territorial spoliation to which we were
subjected through the scts of imperial end colonial Powers. The Minister
for Foreign Relations, Dr. José Alberto Zambrano Velasco, had to exercise
the right of reply in the General Assembly on 24 September 1981 in response
to the tendentious statement of the Prime !Minister of Guyana. Venezuela does
not wish to become embroiled in a sterile and repetitious debate but the
Guyana document before it demands a brief commentary that will reveal its
false premises and its dangerous intent.

I. Guyana's distortion of the truth
‘1. Venezuela is a democratic State that has amply demonstrated to its
nationals and to the world that it respects its Constitution and laws, human
rights and its international commitments. Since the Var of Inderpendence., over
a century and a half ago. Venezuela has never been involved in armed conflict
with its sister countries in the American continent. Venezuela has never
been a belligerent nation and has no military forces abroad to serve imperialist
Powers. It is therefore shocking and unpardonable that our claim should be
described as expressing a hankering for territorial conguest by countries
that are far from observing the respectful attachment to law and justice
that Venezuela has demonstrated. What our people is calling for is
reparation for the monstrous spoliation to which it was subjected by the

colonial imperialism of the last century., and this aspiration must be
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understood by all countries of the world, especially by those - many of
them represented in the United WNations - which have endured similar
outresges, in times fortunately a thing of the past for mankind. Ve
accordingly declare categorically that we are not prepared to yield to moral
pressure in the form of sn attempted false presentation of this matter
which seeks to present us cs 2 strong country about to destroy or enslave
a weaker one. This manoeuvre ignores our history and our own position 2s
a free and democratic developing country and its ainm is to consolidate
an injustice and frustrnte 2 just clain for the tenefit of Cuyona, as the
heir to5 colonial spoliation ...

2. Guysna, falsely, affirns that Venezuela has never impugned the
non-existent award of 1899 and that its argumentation derives from a
posthurious menorandun of Severo lMallet-Prevost, of whom Guyana dares to
insinuete that he was bousht over by means of a decoration

"The Govermment of Cuyana deliberately omits any reference to a letter
written by liellet~Prevost 20 days after the so-called evard of 1899, of the
same tenor as his posthursus memorandum ...

"Internel repression may well keep the people of Guyana ignorant of
the facts, but other countries can and must get to know the historieal
and lerol background that 1m:kes the Venezuelan position so strong ..,

“Cnly a few of the reasons for Venezuela's demonstrating the nullity
of the awerd of 1899 have been mentioned. Others could be adduced, such as
the alterction of original meps submitted to the Arbitral Tribunal, the
official notes giving instructions to be transmitted to the English
arbitrater, thus interferinc with their function as judpges of law, or the
maps which prove thet the 'line of the award' had been substantially
arranced in the Colonial Office three months prior to the award. These
facts are expounded in the documentary pamphlet circulated by Venezuela at
the current session of the Assenbly.

3. The nencrandum of the Guyana Government claims that Venezuela has
never advenced her rishts or titles in the present claim and has not
submitted evidence in support of her arguments. This is to ignore the
decleration of the Foreirn Minister of Venezuela of 9 December 1965, which
gives an account of all the Jegal aspects of the matter, none of which was

refuted or answered by the British Government.
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"L, .n attemt is de to accuse Yenezuala of failins to cormly -rith
the Geneve Arreerent and using the dispute in an endeavour to explain the
revolt of sectors of the population against a CGover:iznt known to be
tyrannical, vhenn it is an obvious fact that Venezuela l:eeps out and always
has kept out of all nolitical processes conneeted with the Government of
Guyvana ' it is obvious, moreover, that Venezuelzc has pursued no -iethod:
otiler than legol methols in seeliing reparation for the injustice committed
against it...
5. In patent disregard of the truth it hos becn ~sscrted thot
Venezuela opposed the independence of Guyann, therehy ignorinz the
declaration of the Chamber of Deputies of 1952, which vroeclaimed ‘that., by
vocation and princinles. Venezuela has been a State which pioneered full
indenendence for British Guiana and for all the colonial possessions still
xigtinz in the Americas’.

‘Likewise ignored is the statement of Hinister Iribarren Borses, more
than a year before Guvana's indevendence, that 'that my country is
maintaining its claim even if a change of status occurs in the present
colony of Dritish Guians by no means signifies that we are obstructing the
independence of that colony’.

"6. fn effort is rode to presant Venezucls s o country that bas
sutstanding territorial disputes with all its neighbours. This overlools
the fact that in recent years Veneczuela has concluded maritine delimitation
treaties with the letherlands .rtilles the United States and the Dominican
Republic. That Venezuela has sizned 2 similar treaty vith France. which is
in the process of cpproval and ratification, That Venezuela is engaged in
fruitful nezotiations with Trinidad and Tobago with a view to adjusting its

aritime frontier to the law of the sea as’ it now stands. That Venezuela

nas been engaged in nepotiations on maritime delimitation with Colombia, in
which, notvithstanding the difficulties of the issue in this particular case,
Venezuela's unquestioneble readiness to necsotiate in good faith has been
patent. And, above all, that the only case in which Venezuela has been
unable even to start real negotiations is precisely with Guyana, in
conszquence of the stubborn refusal of the only government which that country
has had in its 15 years of independence to comply with the oblirations

inposed on it by the Geneva Azreenent...
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“II. The memorandun of the Government of Guyans causes serious concern.
Tt is a metter of record that, ns a consequence of British territorisl
spoliation, Veneczuela made a strong claim against Tngland for reparation
of the grave injustice committed against our country. These claims led,
in 1966, to the signing; of the Geneve Arreement. the parties to which are
Venezuela, Cuyana and Greest DBritain and vhose objective. stated in the
preamble and article 1, ic to seek by peaceful means a satisfactory
solution for the practical settlement of the controversy. The text of
the Geneva Amieement has been wade availeoble to delezations in order to

help thwm toc form a cleorer idez of the real scove of the issues involved...
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"It was in this way that we came to a forral agreement by which the three
parties involved committed themselves to a political search for peaceful
solutions to a dispute inherited from colonialism ...

"The Venezuelan Covernment ... does rot believe that there is any point
in raising in a multilateral context a matter that already has a legal
statute accepted by Venezuela and Guyana which, if applied in good faith
and with the firm intention of overcoming outstandinr problems, will
undoubtedly serve to brirg about a final settlement of this dispute in all
harmony. Venezuela reiterates that it is prepared to comply with its
international commitments., as has been its tradition and as is proper for
it as a legally organizec democratic State.

"However , the fact that Guyana insists on raising the matter within a
multilateral context may reveal, apart from a desire to make propaganda, an
intention to disavow the bilateral instrument which, by our joint will K was
to be the means for the settlement of the dispute.

“On this occasion the Government of Cuyana raised this matter under item 58
of the Assembly's agenda. i.e.. in connexion with the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security. One may well ask how international
security can be affected if a treaty, article 4 of which refers expressly to
the means of peaceful settlement of disputes provided for in article 33 of the
United Nations Charter is complied with in good faith. Venezuela
fears that the unusuzl behaviour of Guyana reflects its decision to evade
compliance with that undertaking and means of peaceful settlement for the
present territorial dispute. As that, if it were the case, would indeed
endanger international security, just as would any outside intervention
in the matter, the Govermment of Venezuela earnestly urges the Government of
Guyana to comply with the provisions and the intent of the Geneva Agreement
and to keep this matter between the parties themselves.

“"A further cause for concern is that, in its publicity manoceuvre, Guyana
is trying to present Venezuela as a belligerent country, to the point of daring
to assert that the Caribbean region has faced a constant threat to its peace
and security as a result of the Venezuelan claim. This entirely false

assertion is no more than a vain attempt to create friction and tension
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in a region which is already disturbed, for the sole purpose of gaining

political advantage. This is not a serious and responsible way to conduct

international relations. and the Government of Venezuela accordingly

urges the Government of Guyana to put an end to these intrigues and prepare

itself for a joint effort to find a satisfactory solution to the dispute.

'The Venezuelan Government wishes to reiterate that it is well aware that

Guyana is not the British Empire and is not the direct perpetrator of the

injustice that was committed against us. We have affirmed and still affirm

that all these circumstances must be borne in mind when, in pursuance of the

Geneva Agreement, we propose to seek. by peaceful means, a satisfactory

solution for the practical settlement of the dispute.

"For this reason, and because we again reiterate our willingness to find

a practical solution to the present problem within the framework of the Geneva

Agreement and through frank and, ideally, fraternal dialogue, we again

regret that the attention of this important meeting has been diverted to a

problem which is governed, diplomatically and legally., by a treaty statute,

It is therefore not in order for the Assembly to consider it."

In conclusion., let me say that the Government of my country once again
demonstrates its good faith when it again invites the Co-operative Republic of
Guyana

“to observe its international commitments and to prepare itself to comply

in good faith with the agreed obligations of the Geneva Agreement, in the

assurance that if both countries are equally willing to take the road towards

overcoming the pending dispute the matter will be satisfactorily resolved,
and the world will be given an example of how developing countries can tackle

and solve the most difficult problems."’

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.

vho wishes to exercise the right of reply.

Mr. BURWIN (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic):
T should like to refer to the statement of the representative of Malta. I wish
to put forward the viewpoint of my country on that subject and to state the

measures adopted by Libya.
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The Libyan Arab Jamshiriyaz concluded a special treaty with Malta in 1976
in order to solve the question of the continental shelf., which is before the
International Court of Justice. It had entered into negotiations with the
GCovernment of Malta in order to clarify certain points, including the necessity
for both parties not to drill in the controversial area until the International
Court of Justice solves the matter. That had been accepted verbally by the
Covernment of Malta, as mentioned in the report of the Secretary-General on the
subject. Later, Malta changed its mind and maintained in negotiations continuing
until 1980 that it should be able to carry on drilling operations, while Libya
insisted that it should not. Tinally. the Libyan legislative authority ratified
the agreement at the end of January 1¢81.

The Libvan Arab Jamahiriya prepared the document of ratification for exchange
with Malta in accordance with the usual practice adorted by Libya, as required
by our laws, which are in harmony with international laws and conventions.

In order to respond to the efforts of the Security Council, the Secretary.
General and his Special Representative, we twice sent a delegation to Valletta in
order to conclude the matter. However. the Government of Malta made certain
conditions which did not make it possible to exchange instruments of ratification.
The Special Representative of the Secretary-General then put forward a number of
questions to both sides, and we have replied to those questions. QOur documents
are ready 6 the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya is ready to exchange instruments of
ratification. We are ready to appear before the Court any time the Covernment of
Malta requires that we do so. and we are ready to send a delegation to Malta at
any time, or to receive a Maltese delesgation in Tripoli., in order to resolve the
matter.

The Libyan Arab Jamahiriya has always called for the declaration of the
Mediterranean as a sea of peace. Ve are ready to render all co-operation so as
to fulfil that objective. Libya respects the Charter of the United Nations,
which stipulates in Article 36, paragraph 3,

"legal disputes should as a general rilc be referred by the parties to

the International Court of Justice in accordance with the provisions of

the Statute of the Court .

We should like to emphasize that we are ready to appear before the International

Court of Justice. and that we have undertaken all necessary measures in that respect.
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Our only fear is that the Covernment of lialta wishes to use the United
ilations as an instrument for the promotion of certain internal considerations
that have nothing to do with the dispute. Once ajain we express our full
readiness to co-operate with llalta and with the United Wations, lovever,
owr consistent position has been not to accept any drilling activities in the
disputed area until the matier is settled by the International Court of
Justice.

In conclusion we believe that the nmatter is a simple procedural dispute
and that no danger whatscever is posed to the security of iialta or the whole
area. In point of fact, the Libyan Arab Jamshiriya is very interested in
wmaintaining good relations with Malta. Ve have respect for the Government and
people of lalta. and wish them all success and prosverity. Indeed, more than
20 enterprises and companies have been set up as a sign of the co-operation
between our two countries.

Ve hope that lalta will maintian its neutral, non-alifned position.

lie emphasize that we have not threatened to use force against lialta.

Mr. SINCLAIR (Guyana): I nust say, it was with great surprise that I
listened to the statement made by Ifr. lMartini Urdaneta of Venezuela,
concerning a matter which exists between cur two countries, a claim
which Venezuela is pursuing against more than two thirds of Cuyana's
territory. Vhen I say I am surprised, I mean that I really am genuinely
surprised. As an indication of this, I shall not even address myself to the
substance of what the Venezuelan representative had to say, even thouzh, as is well
Lnown, my delegation has very strong views on this matter, which we have made
known already in the General Assembly and in our document.

Among other charges, the Venezuelan fAmbassador uade three to which I shall
address myself. Tirst, he accuses Quyana of trying to raise. in this multilateral
forum, the United Nations. the question of a dispute which his country maintains
against my country. In this he bases himself on a document which we have circulated
as a document of the General Assembly. 'hen my Prime Hinister spoke in the General
Assembly on 24 September. he described briefly the faucts relating to the gispuve.

lle said at that time that we had prepared a memorandum vwhich we were going to
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have rcirculated as a document of the Ceneral Assembly. My Prime lMinister left
lew York and, following his instructions. I requested that that memorandum be
circulated as a document of the Asseubly under agenda item 58.

All wembers of this Committee are aware that whenever a delegation wishes to
have information circulated for the benefit of the Assembly it must do so in
relation to a particular agends item., In this case, it was most logical that
that item be ''Strengthening of international security’'. And Guyana was not
unique in this. since the beginning of the year similar action has been taken
by dczens of delegations - Afghanistan, Egypt, Ethiopia. India. Laos.

Libya, iauritania, Morocco, the Philippines, Poland. Somalia, Sudan, Thailand.
the Soviet Union and Viet Ham, to name only a few. Those delegations desired

to make informaticn available to the Assembly, so they wrote, requesting that the
information be made available and, following the requirements, related their
documentation to a particular agenda item.

This does not mean that when an agenda item comes up before the First
Committee all the cases related to it are considered by the Committee: it is
purely in satisfaction of the requirement that the documentation is related to
a particular item. That is what Guyana did. We had no intention whatsoever
of raising the matter in the Committee, we did not even inscribe our name on
the list of speakers on this item. And yet the representative of Venezuela, going
into so much detail about Venezuela's side of the dispute. accuses Guyana of
diverting the attention of the Committee, which is the second accusation he
makes against us.

With regard to the third charze. that it is the intention of Guyana to
shirk its international responsibility, I shall merely recall the words of my
Prime Minister in his statement of 24 September and my own statement made in
exercise of the right of reply to the Foreign liinister of Venezuela. I should
like t0 reaffirm the oft-stated position of the Government of Guyana: that we
stand by the Geneva agreement, and that, so long as Venezuela is willing to comply
strictly and faithfully with the terms of that agreement signed in 1966, we are
ready to talk, to engage in dialogue. As we have said on many occasions, we respect

fully the Geneva apreement.
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The representative of Venezuela said that he had had a document circulated.
I have not yet seen it, and my Government will decide after it has seen the
document what action it would like to take, whether in this Committee or elsewhere.
But I repeat that we came into this Committee with no intention whatsoever
of raising the issue. Ve did not feel that the Committee was prepared for this,
nor did we consider it appropriate to do so. It is Venezuela that raised the
matter of the dispute that it maintains against my country, and then

accused me of diverting the attention of the Committee.

lir. GAUCI (lMalta): The reply made by the representative of

Libya, would have been very encourazing were it not for the fact
that his country has been saying the same thing, more or less, in
different words, since 1G676. DBut they have not done anything about it.
Their policy is that. as long as they can prevent lMalta from drillineg by dilatory
tactics, such tacties will suffice, but that, if we get fed up with those tactics
and try to do something about it, they then will use force.

As an illustration, I need only mention that we ratified the agreement
five days after it was signed, they took five years to do so, and when
they did, they imposed a unilateral condition which they knew in advance Malta
would never be able to accept. We have agreed, unlike Libya, to go before the
Ccurt at any time. Libya has not said that. We have even gone so far as to tell
the Security Council in advance that we will abide by the finding of the Court
and that if we have carried out any activities in an area that the Court finds
should legally belong to Libya - a tremendously unlikely possibility -~ we would
give Libya the benefit of all our activities. Libya has not even responded to
that gesture.

I think that gestures speak much louder than words. Unless we get a real
response to Malta's friendly overtures to Libya, we cannot be satisfied with

mere words, which is what we heard in the reply of the representative of Libya.
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lir, VARTINI URDANETA (Venezuela) (interpretoticn freom Sranish): TFirst

of all, I should like to say that I am pleased to have heard

Ambassador Sinclair, with wvhom, as he said. we have personal ties, state

that his country was prepared to 2bide by the provisions agreed to in the

Geneva Agreenent. Thet is, in fact, what ip all our statements we have been saying
to Cuyvna, namely, that the 1966 Ceneva Agreement must he abided by and a

peaceful and friendly sclution Lo the pending territorial dispute —cund., So

it has been a source of satisfaction to hear his words te that effect.

T should like to make it perfectly clear that Venezuela spoke today merely
tc refer to the zeneral topic contained in agenda iter 58, but since, in
connexion with that apgenda item, & memorandum or letter by the Government of
Guyana has been circulated, we commented on it. But let me repeat
that Venezuela is nct raising in this Cormittee the Tpossibility
of debating the problem with Guyana in this gathering. Only Venezuela and
Guyana are the parties concerned ir this problem, and they should reach a
friendly settlement.

I do not want there to be any doubts remaining in this connexion. It seems
to me that I heard the representative of Guyana say
that we had raised the matter here. HNo, let mz repcsat that we have not raised

any issues here:; wve have only referred to a document published br the Govermment

of Guyvanan.

?EE_EE&;E@EEL: I call on the renresentative of fuyana, and I have
to say that this is his second exercise of the richt of reply and it is to
be limited to five minutes and will be the last right of reply that I am poing

to grant to him at this meeting.

Mr. SINCLAIR (Guysna): I shall say just two things. First, when I insist
that we adhere to the terms of the Ceneva Apreement, it is only a reflection of
Guyana's attitude towards international szreements Ireely arrived at end solemnly
entered into. It is & matter of prineciple with us.

Secondly, we were not the first to raise in the United Nations the question
of Venezuela's claim to Guyanan territory. It was raised in 1962. Ve were not

even independent then.

The meeting rosc at 1.35 p.m.





