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The CHAIRlJATT: The C01!1frlittee 1v-ill continue its c;eneral debate on 

ac;enda items relatin,c;; to the strenctheninc of intern0"tiomd lJeace and security. 

lir, SilT_C~AI[_~ (Guyana) : First of all, my dele,ro:ation -vrould lil;:e to 

express its ['ratitude to the Secretary-·General for the reports contained in 

clocurrents A/37 fln6 and A/37 /355, \vhich my deler;ation has found to be heliJful 

to the Committee 1 s consideration of the items nmr l ?fore it, 

Our debate on these items this year is tal;:in,C)" place in the context of a 

vorld situation in profound disarray. 1nternational relations today are 

characterized by several ner~ative trends ancl tendencies, including confrontation, 

open preparation for war, intensified bloc rivalries and increased resort to 

the threat or use of force. The grmv-ing tendency for States to resort to force 

in seel:in:o; to settle disputes or conflicts is particularly v.-orriscme, especially 

since parallel to this tendency ue find the diversion of increasing quantities 

of the 1vorld 1 s resources into an arms race which Jilerely serves to imperil the 

bases of a system of peaceful international relations. 

The rhetoric of confrontation is eclipsinc; that of co-operation. Deliberate 

strategies of intervention, interference and destabilization are increasin[';lY 

being implerr:.ented Threats to the indel"Jendence, sovereic:nty and territorial 

integrity of small States are intensifying, >·Thile those r;tates especi.?clly are 

the victims of ~olicies of pressure and threats. 

Genuine disarr1Jament, an essential aspect of international security, still 

continues to be an elusive coal desrlite the efforts of the international 

community, at tvro special sessions of the Assembly devoted to this topic and 

elseuhere. l!hile immense amounts of human, financial and teclmoloQ;ical resources 

are beinc; wilfully c1eplO:','ec1 for the stocL:Ililin~ of armaments, the r;oal of security 

vrhich they are intended to serve lS beconin::; increasinc;ly unattainable, 

In the meantime) the search, throur;h ne,o;otiations, for solutions to various 

problems of global significance seems intractably sto.lemated. In the area of 

international economic relations, the very effort to begin a process of negotiations 

lS bein~ frustrated. 
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(R1!. Sinclair, Guyan~) 

Relations n.t both the ret'.;ional and the lo('al levels have been seriously 

affected by these nee;ative manifestations. Hany rec;ional crises remain unresolved 

and in some cases tbey have even worsened. He have been witnessing, moreover, 

the studied policies of certain bic Powers, "lvhich openly manipulate local situations 

of conflict in pursuit of interests that are alien to the peoples or regions 

concerned. 

There is an ever-present danc;er that one or another regional conflict might 

produce effects uhich would spill over into the complex relations of the tvro 

super-·Powers •rith adverse consequences for r>eace and security in general. 

It is not that the international community lacks the bases on vrhich to found 

a regime of co.,operative ·:r:tc'leavrJur and stable relations. In fact, the exact 

opposite is the truth: \·Te have this very Organization and its Charter lvhich 

together embody a set of principles for the creation of a sense of global community 

and for the establishment of a system of inter-State relations based on sovereiGn 

equality and the rule of lavro Yet there has been a marked reluctance on the 

part of some States to harmonize their national interests with the good of the 

vrider international conmmnity. At the same time, the collective security provisions 

of the Charter have not been effectivelJr utilized, lvith the result that there is 

a lack of confidence on the part of States in the ability of the Ort;anization 

in particular the Secur~ty Council, to deal with problems affectinc; peace and 

security. The international community has never been more in need of a reliable 

system of collective security, a fact which the Secretary·.General has very 

franl;:ly and appropriately stated in his report to the Assembly., when he wrote that: 

;'our most urgent t:;oal is to reconstruct the Charter concept of collective 

action for :_1eace and security". (~/_37 /1 2 p. 5) 

Additionally, over the years we have been able to evolve a number of 

instruments intended to govern the conduct of inter-State relations, instruments 

"\fhich, if scrupulously respected and implemented, would be conducive to the 

establishment of the regime of security that all States seek. Foremost amonr; 

these instruments are: the Declaration on the Strengthening of InternatiQ!l~l 

Security adoptecl_ at the Assembly's tvrenty-fifth session; the Declaration on 

Principles of International Law concernine; Frieno.ly P.elations and Co···operation 

among States in accordance 1vith the Charter of the United Nations~ the Declaration 

on the Inadmissibility of Intervention and Interference in the Internal Affairs 
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of States adopted only last year by the Assembly: and the Hanila Declaration 

on the Peaceful Settlement of Disputes which the Assembly adopted earlier in 

the current session. 

It is not surprising that non-aligned States spe~rheadeQ the efforts of 

the intcrnation~l comnunity to elaborate these instruments. The validity 

of the principles which they embody has been amply demonstrated with the passage 

of time. Their relevance for the conduct of stable international relations is 

undisputed even by those States which at first showed resistance to our 

efforts. 

The seriousness and zeal with which non-aligned States have wor.ked for the 

elaboration and adoption of these instruments are consistent with our Hovement's 

commitment to the creation of a world free of domination and exploitation one 

in which the independence, sovereienty and territorial integrity ot all States 

will be respected on an equal basis. They are consistent with our·particular 

vocation as an independent factor in international relations and a progressive 

force for global political and economic change. 
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The revieu of the im~lementation of the Declaration is not therefore 

seen simply as an annual ritualistic exercise. In the context of the 

deteriorating international climate, such a revielT is meaninc;less if it 

is not accompanied at the sawe time by a recommitment by all States to the 

~rinciples of that Declaration. Valuable thou@1 it n~ be as a statement 

of j_)rinciples for the conduct of inter·-~State behaviour~ the Declaration 

is of little practical usefulness unless it becomes a livinc force and 

point of reference for the intercourse of States. 

The sacl. reality~ as many deler;ations have renected in their presentations, 

is tho.t the provisions of the Declaration have in General not been applied 

in a practical "Vray to inter-State behaviour~ and nowhere is this more 

evident than in the iiidcUe East. The Palestinian people continue in their 

cl.isyossession and -exile irhile~ in their ever-expandinG nationalist ambitions, 

the Israeli Zionists blatantly disregard the sovereignty, independence and 

territorial intec;rity of their neighbours. Israel must lTithdra't-r from all 

occupied Arab and Palestinian territory, ru1d the Palestinian people must 

be allowed to establish their Oim independent state. There is no alternative 

if peace and security in the !.-Iiddle :Cast region are to be secure<;l .• 

In southern Africa, the Pretoria rec;ime continues to hold the nnjority 

of its people in bondage, illec;ally to occupy Hamibia~ and to destabilize 

and physically attack its neighbours, all 'rith the backing of its lJOllerful 

Uestern friends. These States must desist fror11 supporting South Africa 

in the prosecution of its oppressive policies. The system of apartheid 

must be dismantled. The independence of Iramibia must be achieved in 

accordance uith Security Council resolution 435 {1973)~ and there is no 

question of any lin!mge i"rith the sovereie;n actions 'or any nei.;hbouring 

independent African State. 

The proble;_a of Cyprus continues to be 'ldth us. IIy delegation calls 

for a solution to this question on the basis of the fraraelrork for action lone 

established by this Orc;anization. Ue reaffirm our support for th-e 

intercommunal talks and e;ive every encouragement to their successful issue. 
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The l1eople of I~orea rePPin clividec.1 acainst t!1eir uill. r.;y clelec;ation 

~~upports t~"e ;)eaceful reunification of Koren uithout outsici.e interference, 

awl. bace<l on the uithdraual o:C foreic;n troops. He believe that the 

proposals aclvancecl by the Democratic People 1 s Republic of Kore<J. constitute 

o. positive ancl constructive step tmrards this objective. 

The uar betueen Iran and Iraq continues. Guyana calls for strict 

inr1)lementation of the relevant resolutions of the Security Council relating 

to this matter, in !?articvlar resolutions )lh ( l9u2) and 522 ( 1902) . 

As a nation of the Latin lir11erican and Caribbean rer;ion, Guyana 

is particularly disturbed 2.t recent events in our part of the uorld. 

1!e have consistently opposed the use of force to settle disputes, calling 

instead for their settlement b:;r peaceful means in accordance uith the 

Charter of the United liations and the relevant instrun1ents ado;Jte<l by the 

AsseLlbly. 

Unfortunately; this has not been the case in Central _1\m.erica, 

vhere secret uars are being wac;ed, where lililitary solutions are beine:; 

deli !Jerately encouraGed, ancl the 11here1·ri thal for such solutions c;enerously 

provided. Destabilization anc1 harassment of recsines are being loudly 

proclaimed as policy objectives. 

It is difficult to overstate the seriousness of the situation 

l)revailiuc in the Central Ji..1.1.erican sub-~ret~ion. Ue are - and must be ~ 

particularly grieved at external efforts aimed at subverting a 

people 1 s legitimate choice of their mm c.":.evelopment orientation and their 

efforts to restructure their society un the basis of priorities and needs 

ullich ti."ey themselves determine. He cannot con<lone stratec;ies of destabilization, 

11hatever their source or their motivation. Such stratec;ies deliberately sou 

discord and inf'tallility, thereby danc;erously threatening the peace and 

security of the rec;ion. It He.::; preoccupations such as these irhich moved 

non--aliened States to uorl~ as hard as 1re dir!. for· the adoption by this 

~ssembly of a Declaration proscribinG intervention and interference in the 

internal affairs of States. Guyana calls for the strict implementation 

of the provisions of this Declaration in respect of Central America. 
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l.iy dele,::sation urc;es the searcl1 for pe8.ceful solutions to the 

conflicts in Centra~ 1\merica, based on respect for the fundamental 

principles of international relations 0 in particular respect for the 

soverei;:~nt~r ancl. territorial intec;rity of States, the inadruissiiJility of 

the use of force to settle disp-u.tes 9 and none-intervention and non··interference 

in the internal affairs of States. 

Ar1 essential aspect of stren[:;theninc; international security is necessarily 

·the establishment of reliable and effective structures and. :mechcmisl,1S uhicl:t 

1rould l)revent breaches of the peace and even pre-empt situations of conflict. Fy 

delegation has consistently callec)_ in the Creneral .Assembly for the creation 

of such mechanis111S. Dele3ations are >·Tell a>·rare of the extent to which the 

complexities of the rel<'1.tions betueen the tuo super--Pavers can prejudice 

the effectiveness of the Security Council in the area of the Baintenance of 

international :_leace an(l securi t:y. 'l'his is all the l"lore reason for concrete 

steps to be taken to-vmrcls the early establishElent of a system of collective 

security that is at once flexible) reliable and responsive to the urc;ent 

deu1ands of States in conflict situations, 

The Guyana dele3ation is pleased to be a sponsor of the draft 

resolution contained in cLocument .A/C.l/37 /L. 77 on ·che development and 

stren[;theninc; of good--neighbourliness betueen St3-tes. He believe that 

this draft addresses a funuamental point of departure for the construction 

of rec.ional and interno..tionru peace ancl security. !~ccordin:::: to document J.i./37 /1! 7C, 

the view has been expressed by many delegations that the security of nations and 

the maintenance of international peace and security largely depend on the nature of 

relations betvreen neighbouring States. lVIy delegation fully concurs with this view. 

Guyana is unreservecUy committed to the development of e;ood .. neighbourly 

relations and ue consistently seel;: the development of such :;:elations, premised, 

of course on r•mtual respect for sovereignty, indepenc!.ence and territorial 

integrity, and stren2;thened throuc;h a process of co-operation for mutual 

auvantage. 
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Guyana believes; as QO many other States here represented, that the 

first duty of every State tovrards its neighbours is to respect scrupulously 

their independence and their sovereic;nty and equal ric;hts, and that this 

duty couprehends the obli.zation to refrain from any act which might be 

rec;artl.ed as a violation of, or threat to violate land frontiers and sea 

ancl. air--space areas as defined in bilateral or multilateral treaties and 

by international law·. In accordance uith this obli~ation, therefore, States 

must curb expansionist a:w.bitions and must shmr respect for the sovereic;;nty 

and territorial integrity of their neighbours, for the sanctity of legally 

established international frontiers, and for international agreements 

freely entered into. They Llust refrain from ylacine; obstacles in the uay 

of the development efforts of their neighbours and from all other acts of 

coercion or pressure n.gainst them. Such actions are inconsistent 

uith cooC:~-neic;hbourliness, and uith the strenc;theninc; of security, 

vrhether at the international or the regional level. 
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Guyana believes that the concept of ,rr0vd-neighbourline:es as a nrincinle 

of international conduct is Ci.eservint: of further stud:v and elF.tboration, 

It is clear also fron the replies uilich Governrrcents cave p:iven and from 

the report of the Secretary. ·General that this is a uiC:~ely shared viev, 17e 

praise the delegation of I:or,1ania for its initiative and urr_:;e its continuation 

and G.evelopiilent as a contribution to the strenp;theninc of international 

security. 

The security i-Thich States seek is not to be found in arns, 1\rms create 

fear and distrust and brine uith then the constant risl: that one day they uill 

be used. Hhat ve need insteacl. is to tal<::e that step beyond the niety of 

declarations, to promote the establishn,_ent of mutual confidence ar,1onc States 

and an ethos of collective responsibility for the stren,rrthenin,rr of international 

security, :;y clelegation sincerely hopes that our revievr e2:ercise this year 

uill contribute in a real vray to the satisfaction of that need, 

1'1r, Chairrn.an , the Ghana delegation 

has restrained itself in its participation in the debates of the Committee 

for very obvious reasons? ancl for the same reasons it has not been possible 

to pay you the compliments you richly deserve. However, since I am speaking 

for the first ti:me in the Coronilittee, I vrish to add my personal con,rrratulations 

to the rJany expressions of confidence and trust in your leadership of the 

Com:m.ittee, I also iTish to offer conc;ratulations to the other officers of 

the Com111ittee on their election. Permit rn.e at this juncture to conp;ratulate 

vrarmly Ambassador Garcia Robles of 11e:x:ico ancl. IIrs, Myrdal of 81-reden on the 

well-deserved recognition of their untirinp: work on disarmament expressed in 
the auarc"L to them of the ITo bel Peace Prize for 1902, 

International peace and security have constituted one of the major 

preoccupations of the Unitecl. Nations since its creation. In fact the Charter. 

uhich still remains the main stay of the Organization and the clearest 

expression of its collective 1rill~ has Given international peace and security 

pride of place in its Article 1 .. undoubtedly to underscore its fundamental 

importance in international relations and its relevance to the survival of 

the hm;1an family. Yet, after 37 years of incessant deliberations in this 
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and other forurrs > internationo,l peace and security_ as a cl.esirable [Oal~ 

still remain a forlorn hcpe. An unfettered demonstration of mi~ht and 

agc:ression has been juxtaposed uith fear anc. suspicion in the global picture o 

Poter.tially l:xplosiv(' situations have been nm·tured through stages 

of crisis into armed confrontation. In recent decades an average of about 

four serious armecl. conflicts every year have occurred, often with repercussions 

far exceedin~ conservative estimates in loss of life and property and 

hux1an sufferinc;. In this state of affairs, ue could not uith any dec;ree of 

sir.cerity give credit to ourselves - and naturally to our Orfanization 

for havinc; successfull7 uorkec1. touarc~.s those ideals of peace and security 

uhich were uppermost in the minds of the founcLine; fa,thers of our Orr_;anization 

and uhich the Charter makes quite explicit. For can we claim to have 

cl.emonstratec1 any appreciable degree of l)olitical 1rill or cl.eclication even 1n 

the rather feu instances uhere one or botll of the fltates Parties to a dispute 

have shovm a uillincness to settle differences by :oeaceful means and only 

need our active encoura.r:;ement. Therefore it is no 'render that crisis situations 

reuain in several po,rts of the vrorld 0 particularly in southern Africa, the 

diddle East. Central 1\merica) the Caribbean and Asia. 

It is rerrettable that decisions of the Security Council affectinr neace 

ancl. security in the world rern.ain unin1plemented vhile at the sru~,e time its 

authority is beinc; increasingly flouted ::mc1 international security uncl.erLlinedo 

It is Edso becomin['; increasingly clear that those countries that are 

militarily and econornically stronc; J:lrefer to use this leverace to settle 

international questions rather than have recourse to the :tn.echsnisr·1S of the 

Security CounciL It is the view· of the Ghana delec;ation that this not only 

is tantamount to the subversio'1 of the United lTations nachinery for l•1aintaininc; 

international peace and security but also seriously endane;ers peace. 

If the crEwe cl.eterioration of the international situation is allmrec_ to 

continue unchecked not only u:i.ll the capacity of the United ~.rations to act 

as an effective instrument of vorld peace encl. conscience be irl'f'trievably 

dal}1ac;ed but also the stability and rrop;ress for 'rhich ue all must lec;itimately 

strive Hill be e:;reatly jeopardized. 
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In the lic;ht of this the Ghana Clelecatj_on 1-muld call on l·'emb8r States 

to ~·;ive neF substance and :meaning to the relevant Provisions of the Charter, 

the Declaration on Principles of International Lavv concerninc; FriencUy 

Tielations cmd Co· -operation among States, the Declaration on tlle Inadmissibility 

of Intervention anc~ Interference in the Interm\l Affairs of Rte.tes and the 

1S'70 neclaration on the Strenr-theninf" of International s~curity, so that 

:e,anLinc1 nicht lJe rid of the scoure;e of uar that, liLe the proverbie.l sword 

of Damocles, hanrs over its head. 

A nm,,_lJer of those conflict situations uoulcl_ not have arisen if j~entber 

States had adhered to the principles of good-neiP"hbourliness ., which dei"lands 

:r1utual respect for eguali ty, sovereic:nty" territorial inte~:_;ri ty and the 

inviolability of borders. Unless Dember States recocnize end accept these 

principles, the international conmmnity vill remain in constant conflict . 

nec~atine.: efforts to maintain international :9eace and security. Therefore 

Ghana calls for increasecl ano. luore friendly dialo[~Ue betueen 1ier11.ber States, 

mutual tolerance and respect a.no. the me.intenance and strenc;theninc.; of 

good··nei~;hbourliness, so as to improve the state of international relations 

throuc:;h the strengthening of interna.tione-1 peace anti. security. 

In the current uorld situation. in Fhich l!1illions of people 111 the poor 

South do not have adequate :means of betterin~· their livelihood success in 

the m~:.intenance of peace and security vrill elude our efforts unless the rich 

Uorth, v-rith the necessary political vvill,agrees to share soTre of its 

resources uith the poor South. The c;a•; betueen the Horth ancl. the South v-riD.ens 

every day. Therefore it is imperative the.t th.e on,goinP-: di::tlo[,ue on the Hei·! 

International :CconoY.1ic Orcler aimed at ensuring fair and ec:~uitable international 

ecoromic relationships between the industrializec1 nations and those dependent 

on the export of primary products~ succeed in order to pror1ote international 

stability_ uhicll is a condition for peace Ftnd security in our uorld. Therefore 

1-re urge l:Ienber States,. particularlythose in the cl_evelm:>ed uorld , to e;i ve 

the nec.;otiations the attention anCl. SUl?P.Ort they cieserve. In the encl. mankincl. 

will be bette=-- served, because a uorld half J:lOOr and half rich cannot hope 

to live in peace and be at peace. 
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In the viei! of Chana, efforts r.rust be exertec1. to strenc:then interne.tional 

security. In this connection: ve feel tllat the follm·rin~~ l"l.easures are vi tal. 

First, there must be strict adherence to the principles and purposes of the 

Unitecl lTations and tlle General Asse:r1bly Declaration on Principles of International 

Lau concerninc; Friendly Tielations ancl. Co-operation arnon,q; States, Secondly 
0 

hotbeds of tension uherever they nay exist, 111.ust be removed through a r:radual 

eradication of the arms build· -up and the pronation of confidence- -buldin[; 

measures uhich to.ke into e.ccount specific political and military 

situations. Thirdly, the effectiveness of the international security syster:'s 

can be T'l.aintained if the key provisions of Chapter VII of the United 1~ations 

Charter are impler!lel1ted. The Security Council has the requisite mandate 

under Articles ~-1 to 43 of the Charter • there is, therefore~ a need to 

revitalize the Military Staff Committee to see to the collective security 

needs of the international co~~unity. Fourthly_ there must be a prohibition 

of direct or indirect assistance in the fomenting of interference in the 

political 0 socialand economic systems of other States. Fifthly 3 a weirhty 

responsibility rests on the major military Pow·ers to ene;;age uith one another 

in dialogue, nee~otiation and uhat night be called mutual code-buildinc~, so 

as to promote military restre.ii1t and ultiillately peace. 
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Additionally, there is a need to strengthen the fact-finding role of the 

Secretary-General in order to enable him better to anticipate and prevent 

crises; States must be encouraged to bring matters to the Security Council 

more promptly and to encourage the Secretary-General to make fuller use of 

his own authority to bring matters before the Council. Determined and 

sustained efforts must be promoted and the necessary political will of the 

international community strengthened so as to correct the present imbalance 

in the level of wealth between the industrialized countries and the poor, 

developing world. It is also necessary to strengthen the United Nations 

in its peace-keeping functions and, in particular, to improve the capacity of 

the United Nations to respond quickly and in a more organized manner to potential 

threats to peace. This can only be realized, however, when all States honour 

their obligations, including the willingness to pay for peace-keeping operations 

pursuant to Article 17 of the Charter. 

In conclusion, peace and security in our time are no longer merely the 

hope of idealists; they are an urgent and immediate need that can be realized 

if we all rededicate ourselves to the principles and purposes of the Charter. 

Mrs. OSODE (Liberia): Before my delegation addresses itself to 

agenda item 137 on the implementation of the collective security provisions 

of the Charter of the United Nations for the maintenance of international 

peace and security, an item which rightfully deserves our attention and interest, 

we should like to make the following brief observations on the discussions of 

disarmament issues that have been concluded. 

We believe that for delegations to appraise the actual accomplishments 

of the First Committee, it is not enough that they carefully scrutinize the 

proliferation of resolutions adopted year after year. What we consider 

important is to ascertain to what extent our respective Governments have taken 

practical steps to implement those resolutions following their adoption. 
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It is assumed that no ~!Jember State possessing nuclear weapons would 

plan a nuclear >·rar, for it might well annihilate mankind, including the 

citizens of that State. It is agreed that each and every Member State takes 

its security interests seriously into account and considers them matters of 

priority. I1embers of this Committee have unanimously expressed the view 

that time: has not altered the validity of their perceptions and reaffirmation 

of the "'inal Document of the first special session of the General Assembly 

devoted to disarmament. 

In the four years that have elapsed since that historic session, the 

world has witnessed a steady deterioration in the climate of international 

relations. There is a visible lack of international confidence, and suspicion 

is rife among and between States. The sovereignty of States continues to 

be eroded because of political and economic blackmail. Cogent statements that 

we have heard made on disarmament issues run counter to actions that would 

otherwise exemplify political will and moral courage. 

In view of the momentum gained at the first special session devoted to 

disarmament, my Government was disappointed at the results of the second 

special session. We continue, however, to endorse proposals such as the 

non-·first use of nuclear weapons, nuclear freeze, treaties on the banning 

of conventional weapons and nuclear-weapon-free zones. We have reason to 

believe, how-ever, in the view of some statements made in this Committee and 

action taken on certain resolutions which we believe would run counter to the 

enhancement of disarmament efforts, that such proposals and their enabling 

resolutions are either primarily propagandistic gestures or are devoid of 

realism and practicality, 1-rhich indicates possible difficulties for serious 

attempts at implementing them and arriving at agreements or meaningful 

negotiations that would benefit mankind as a vhole. My delegation also ventures 

to say that it had not expected some of the sentiments expressed in statements 

it has heard but that it nonetheless appreciates the candour that generated those 

sentiments. 
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My Governemnt will strive to implement all resolutions on disarmament that 

it supports. It should also be noted that my delegation, wtich takes disarmament 

issues seriously, finds it unnecessary to submit to the overwhelming self-esteem 

of any one State or group of States by deliberately misinterpreting the intentions 

of provisions in resolutions submitted to this Committee, which we believe to 

be faithful and straightforward. 

We have no intention, moreover, of drawing ourselves in a sea of 

disillusionment because of the differences between rhetoric and action. We are 

convinced and confident that disarmament in its true sense will one day be 

translated into what it was meant to be and that the United Nations will perform 

its functions. 

My delegation now turns to agenda item 137. In so doing, we should like to 

register our strong support for item 59 on the review of the implementation of the 

Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security and item 58 on the 

development and strengthening of good-neighbourliness between States, which 

Liberia has had the opportunity to ~.ddress in this Committee. 

As a founding Member of the United Nations, Liberia recalls that the 

expectations created among Members by the establishment of this Organization were 

based on its alleged merits as an organization for the maintenance of peace and 

security, which have the highest priority of all the aims it was designed to fulfil. 

The protection which the United Nations system was expected to offer developing 

countries such as Liberia was to reconcile them to the privilege and power enjoyed 

and exercised by the five permanent members of the Security Council. 

My delegation's understanding of collective security is that the natural 

security of any one Member State should be a matter of concern to all other 

Member States. As we understand it, States are under an obligation to rally 

around a victimized State. 

According to Article 43 of the Charter ~f the United Nations, a military 

establishment composed of national contingents should be at the disposal of the 

Security Council. As this Committee is aware, members of the Security Council have 

yet to reach agreement on the character and size of the proposed armed forces. 
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(Hrs. Osode Liberia) 

It is my delegation 1 s belief that the lofty idea of collective security must 

be made to work. Member States, bir~ or small , should. be ready in exchange for 

collective security to accept limitation on their sovereignty, on the right to arm 9 

in support of the common interest of the community of nations. States must 

resist their obsession uith their oim security problems, which sometimes appears 

to be unjustifiable. 

r1~r delegation recognizes that from its inception the United Nations has 

operated within a very narrmv scope. The permanent members of the Security 

Council have alwe.ys had the right to veto any enforcement measures 0 whereas 

the non-permanent members have had no such right. He are convinced, however, that 

rationality and justice will prevail and not the status quo, and that 

adjustments vrould be made to reflect the true universality of the United Nations 

if the idea of collective security were to be made 1·rorkable. 

One of the problems with collective security is the fact that the Security 

Council could never institute enforcement proceedings ae·ainst any of its 

permanent members. Hhat rny delegation finds most disappointing is that small 

States are not entitled to collective protection even when threatened by a big 

Povrer, The case of Afghanistan comes readily to mind. 

Short of the application of Article 43 of the Charter of the United Nations, 

my dele~ation expected that the diplomatic and economic measures for the 

enforcement of Article 41 of Chapter VII of the Charter, which complements 

Article 43 0 were the prerogative of the Security Council. He are disappointed, 

however, to observe that only the formal authorization for those powers exists. 

IIere ae;ain _. although the General Assembly and Security Council have called for 

the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions ae;ainst South Africa because 

of its ille(':al occupation in Namibia and its Cl_efiance of United Nations 

resolutions, certain permanent members of the Security Council have refused to 

participate in such action" thus blocking enforcement procedures against 

South Africa. He have every reason to believe that national interest sugf-"ested 

this course. 
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(Mrs._Osode. Liberia) 

Paradoxically, 1-rhile nations talk of disarmament there prevails the 

fatalistic belief in an unavoidable clash of arms. Defensive and offensive 

motives and actions merge all too easily, as has been demonstrated in 1.rarld 

affairs and as already mentioned. The pace of disarmament has risen rapidly 

with the gro1-Tinc realization of the deficiencies of the United Nations peace 

and security system. In the present circumstances, 1·Te must give serious 

consideration to the idea of collective security. 

Collective security, in my delegation;s interpretation of the Charter 

provision, prohibits war waged by an individual State to serve its o1m ends. 

The Security Council is the only appropriate authority that can make law·ful the 

use of force. Yet Article 51 of the Charter establishes as an exception the 

right of an individual State Hember to wage defensive war. This argument was 

advanced in the crisis we witnessed in the South Atlantic in April of this year. 

This Article, which restores the right to make war, was invoked, and those 

States supporting one of the parties to the conflict felt that it was unreasonable; 

for all practical purposes, to expect it to renounce its reservation under the 

provision of Article 51. 

Finally, my delegation realizes the complexity and intricacies of collective 

security. Hovrever, this should not prevent the General Assembly from inviting 

the Security Council to study this question as a matter of priority and, upon 

completion of the study~ States Hembers should be given the opportunity to 

assess it carefully and to communicate their views on this all-·important matter 

to the Secretary·-General. All States Members of the United ~rations should 

be involved in this question. He therefore particularly call upon the good offices 

of the permanent mewbers of the Security Council in this matter. 

~r. LODGE (United States of America): Over the past week of debate on 

the strengthening of international security, this Committee has been subjected to 
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a fo.r::tiliar an<l 11ell·-orchestrated. litany of charr;es by the so--called socialist 

bloc of States. One after another) each of these States has slavishly eclloec.l 

the party line J eac11 statement follm·rinc the forlll as uell as the content 

prohml:;ated by the conductor of the chorus in lioscou. I suppose ve should not 

expect an in<lepend.ence of vievTS or thouc·htful analysis from States which do not 

alloiT self -expression amon:·; their oun people anc.l Hhich have no freeclom of action, 

but are imiJrisoned in a l~nee-jerl: subservience. AccordinG to their c.leM:-no).ocical 

vieu of history J all the ~-roes of the 1-rorld. since the Gecom1 Uorld \Tar can be 

attributed. to a sin::.;le source of evil. llou uill future historians looL.: bacl~ on 

our ace? 1'hey nill note that it uas the \Test uhich refused. to use the threat 

of its nuclear w.ono11oly in the 1940s and early 1950s for territorial or colonial 

or imperial t;.ain. \lho doubts that, had tlle nuclear monopoly been in the hands 

of Russia, the map of Europe and, indeed, of the uorld, 1.rould lool~ quite 

d.iffe:cent today? ln1o invaded and occupied, 1-rith unparalleled brutality and 

heavy casualties, the non-aliened nation of Afghanistan'? \Jho intimidated. the 

proud r>eOl)le of Poland or used chemical and toxin iTarfare in Afghanistan and 

South r:;ast Asia? 

nather than conU.uct a lenc.;thy ~ur §.~horiz.2!!_ of the issues encompassed by 

tlle strengthening of internat_i onal security? allou r.1e briefly to address one 

unsettling development uhich. affects us all, namely, tlle 111assive increase in 

spen<lin~; on the tools of destruction. the lilountinG cost of the 1-1eapons of uar. 

'I'lle dedication of any no..tion's resources to ailitary ends is unfortunate? even 

1·rhen unavoidable. It is un<lenial:Jle that in many parts of the world today families 

vhich are hungry night be fed anc1 dying infants miGht be stronc; and c;ro1-rine; 

w·ere their Governments to spend less on armaments. Even in the United States the 

cost of 1.1oct.ernizinG our military forces is far more than ue vrould like to see 

as ue set the coals and priorities for the national econowy over the next fei-T 

years. Hmrever) this is the uorlc1 ue live in. General liar shall? iThen Secretary 

of State, once said to his staff: .;Gentlemen, don 1 t fiGht the problem? solve it." 
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In lds lent., thy statement in this COl·llilittee on 29 .t•iovelilber, the Soviet J:i'irst 

Deputy Permanent Hepresentative challenc;ed soJ,te of tlle United States fic;ures on 

Soviet military spendint;. As aluays, of course_ tl1e Soviet renresentative 

quoted Unitecl. States sources> fr01,1 IIenry ICissin:_:;er to the Geor:_;etoun Center 

for Strate::Jc Studies to buttress his argw•1ent. 
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(Hr. Lodge, United States) 

How many times have we heard Soviet representatives quote from 

The New York Times to lend credibility to their case? Has anyone ever found 

an article in Pravda or Izvetsia that was at variance with the Soviet 

Goverrunent? Be that as it may, we welcome the opportunity to discuss 

the question of military spending freely and openly. Nevertheless~ it is 

difficult seriously to discuss the issue when one side shrouds its military 

spending and programmes in secrecy, when one side refuses to submit its 

military data to the United Nations, utilizing the standardized 

United Nations reporting instruments. In short, it is difficult to 

conduct a dialogue with a stone wall. 

H'e have heard much theoretical musing over the past weeks in this 

Committee about United States military doctrines and programmes. 

However, the fact remains that the actual United States military posture 

has changed little over the past decade. Hhat has changed has been the 

level and character of the Russian military establishr11ent. If the 

representatives of the Soviet Union wish to refute any of the following 

facts, let them open up their books~ let them accept President Reagan's 

offer to the Soviet leadership to speak on issues of lvar and peace directly 

to the American people on United States television for a reciprocal opportunity. 

\.fe may not like the facts which confirm the rapid expansion of Soviet 

military spending. They make us all unccmfortable. However, if history 

teaches us anything, it teaches that self-delusion in the face of 

unpleasant facts is the road to perdition. He must not, like the 

proverbial ostrich, stick our heads in the sand. Today, the estimated 

dollar cost of Soviet defen~e activities is sane 50 per cent more than 

corresponding United States outlays. That is a relentless fact. The 

United States spent 5.5 per cent of its gross national product on defence 

during fiscal year 1981~ compared to approximately 12 per cent for the 

Soviet Union. Today the United States estimates the Soviet Union's defence 

budget is 40 per cent larger in real terms than it was 10 years ago, while 

the United States defence budget is 10 per cent lower than it I·Tas 10 years ago. 
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(Ur. Ludt:;e, United States) 

Over this same period, the Soviet Union has spent at least 150 per cent 

of what the United States has on defence. During this same period the 

Soviet Union has spent tvrice as much on conventional armaments as the 

United States. The outlays for Soviet strategic offensive weapons, 

ICBMs, submarines and bombers. nearly doubled United States spending on 

comparable systems during the past decade. Soviet emphasis on ICBHs is 

well known. However, the Soviet Union has outspent the United States on 

submarines as well. During the same period, Soviet expenditures on 

strategic defence, that is civil defence programmes, have also clearly 

outpaced United States proGrammes. Soviet military investments, research 

and development, procurement and military construction, have exceeded 

United States efforts even more markedly, ranginG from 80 to 90 per cent 

more than United States expenditures during the past five years. 

The Soviet Union has tvTice as many personnel under arms as the 

United States: 4.3 million for the Soviet Union to 2.1 million for the United 

States. The difference in ready reserve strength is even more dramatic: 

9.2 million for the Soviet Union, 1.2 million for the United Gtates. These 

startling and alarming realities are not figments of our imagination. There are 
disagreements, of course, about some specific figures, but no one can doubt 

the trends of military spendinG and their implications. They have been 

docQmented by all recognized centres of disarmament and military studies 

and by all ob'jective governmental analyses. 

Despite these spending realities the Soviet Union routinely reports, 

year after year, the same single defence budget figure of 17 billion roubles. 

This evokes the chilling memory of "Newspeak" described in George Or~vell 1 s 

novel ';1984 '. Converted into dollars at the arbitrary Soviet rate ·6·f exchan,.e 
u ' 

this now is stated by the Soviet Union to be equivalent to $23 billion, 

which is outrageous. To accept that patently inaccurate figure would 

create a humpty-dumpty world, in which true is false and false is true. 

The irrefutable fact remains that over the past 10 years the Soviet 

Government has launched th:e greatest and most expensive military build-up 

in world history and has produced and deployed more potential explosive 

power than has ever before in all recorded history been compiled in any 

given period of time by any sin3le State or combination of States. 
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(Mr • Lodge, United States ) 

The Soviet military build-up has taken place while the United States 

has tried to restrain the arms race unilaterally, a period in which not 

one single new strategic weapon system was introduced into the United States 

nuclear arsenal. As a result of their accelerated bQild-up-~ing the decade 

of the 1970s, the Soviet Union no'l-r leads the United States by almost 

all quantitative indicators of strater,ic capacity, especially in ICBMs 

and nuclear throvr-awe.ys. 

One corollary of the massive Soviet build··UP is the fact that the 

Soviet Union is nO\·T the most militarized industrial society that has ever 

existed during so-called peace-time. Another corollary is that while the 

Soviet Union has been generally reluctant to extend significant economic 

assistance to so-called developing nations, it has shown a Hillingness to 

pour lethal weapons into these areas. Bet"'-reen 1977 and 1981, while the 

Soviet Union spent only $2.3 billion in economic assistance, it disbursed 

over $36 billion on military hard'1-1c1.re to the third world. 

According to information frOill internationally recognized disarmament 

centres, the Soviet Union out·-d!=livered the United States in all major categories 

of conventional weapon transfers, often by ratios of 5 to 1. The stark 

contrast between the great volume of Soviet weapon transfers, on the one 

hand, and the meagre amount of development assistance on the other, 

illuruinates in bold relief the true intentions of the Soviet Union towards 

the developine nations. The hmnan toll is also devastating. The Soviet Union 

and its allies have created some 10 million refugees from Indo-China, through 

Afghanistan to the Horn of Africa, and across the Atlantic to Cuba and 

Central America. 

In his address to the second special session on disarmament, 

President Reagan reminded us of the tragic fact that since the end of the 

Second Horld Har over 100 conflicts, all of them using conventional weapons, 

have disturbed the peace of the world. The tragedy of destabilizing arms 

transfers to the developing world is compounded by the sad fact that today 

this same developing "\-rorld now devotes a higher percentage of its gross 

national product to military expenditures than does the industrialized world. 

\ie should all share a concern for rising military expenditures, a concern 

that affects, or should affect most nations represented in this forum. 
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ilhile vre are all auare of the hur;e putential destruc t-,ive pouer contained 

in the nuclear arsenals of the super-Powers - and we can all ar;ree that these 

super-·Powers have primary responsibility for nuclear arms control and uisarmament -

this should not make us overlook the actual., present and onr;oing reaJ:ities of 

conventional armed conflict in the developin~ nations~· includinr; the spirallinG 

military expenditures of many of these States. For example, the developinG; uorlcl. 

now accounts for nearly one quarter of the vrorld 1 s total military spendins: 

23 per cent in 1979. In 1970 the share was 17 per cent. In the decade of 

the 1970s, for the developed countries taken tor;ether, the average annual ~rowth 

rate of military spendinr; after inflation 1·ras 1. 5 per cent) for the d.evelol')inu; 

countries it i'TaS 5. 5 per cent. 

If these rates were to continue at the same pace, the military spend.inrr, of 

the developinr; countries would exceed that of the developed countries soon after 

the year 2000 ~ 2008, I believe;is the year projected. 

The military spendinr; of any country, however necessary it may be for 

security reasons, usually diverts resources from alternative economic uses, including 

social and economic development. This is especially poir;nant in the developing 

countries. The averar;e burden of military spendinr; relative to r;ross national 

product in developing countries was 5.5 per cent in 1979, compared to 5.3 per cent 

for developed countries. ~There legitllnate security needs do not require such 

spendinr; it is to be deplored. l-n1ere it is necessary for national survival iTe 

should all seek uays to relieve the security threat. 

Those States attempting economic and political destabilization of other 

countries should cease such iller;al and immoral activities. 

Let us not labour under any illusions: we will not solve the complex 

problem of spiralling military spending by ignoring it. Ue w'ill bez,in to address 

the real causes and solutions to the problem only if we address them openly and 

frankly and with the objective of finding solutions. 
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Mr. CANDA ~.I[ORALES (Nicaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): The truth 

is that it is not very difficult to note the extreme fragility of international 

peace at the present time. The general picture presented by the current world 

situation could not be more disturbing. Calm, level-headed, even brilliant 

diplomats in this Committee have put forward interesting broad analyses of the 

state of international relations. We have listened very carefully here to 

statements about the gradual deterioration of relations among States. ~..Je have 

heard about the fundamental importance of certain principles, such as the non-use 

or threat of use of force. We have heard timely and valid statements about how the 

collective security system of the United Nations has been weakened. 

A few days ago, one of our colleagues reminded us very bluntly that failure to 

observe the principles which gave life to our Organization can lead only to 

real anarchy in international relations. 

Hotbeds of tension, which have not ceased to appear since the establishment 

of the United Nations, have not only persisted, but have increased in number. 

I would mention just a few. The Middle East continues to be a highly explosive 

region. No one doubts that until the Zionist army withdraws from all territories 

occupied since 1967, until it gives up Lebanese territory, until it recognizes the 

inalienable right of the Palestinian people to its own homeland, there will be no 

peace in the Middle East. 

Then there is the racist regime in Pretoria, whose formidable war-machine has 

been developed with the support of the United States, Israel and other countries 

well known to representati•res. Everybody knows that one of the South African 

regime's objectives is to destabilize, harass and pressure the front-line States. 

Even now, Pretoria's troops are polluting Angolan territory and are illegally 

occupying Namibia. 

The reunification of the Korean people has not yet been possible. The 

presence of foreign troops in the southern part of the peninsula militates 

against a just political settlement. In fact, that presence constitutes a clear 

threat of the use of force against the North. 

A part of Latin American territory, the archipelago of the Malvinas Islands 

in the South Atlantic, has served as an unwilling reminder of colonial times, 

which 1ve had thought were behind us. Latter-day pirates, very much like the 
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buccaneers who centuries ago put to fire and svTUrd the shores of the 

Caribbean, have maintained an ille~al and disproportionate presence in the 

Malvinas archipela~o. 

To this chain of hotbeds of tension whose persistance is a constant threat 

to peace and stability in the world we can add another, in the very heart 

of the American continent. He are, of course, referring to Central America. 

Uitl1 the Chairman's indulgence and without attemptint.; to be exhaustive, 1,re 

wish to highlight the principle aspects of the crisis besetting our region. 

A Manichean, absurdist, unrealistic view of the situation would have it that the 

explosive social situation of the peoples of Central America, and their struggle, 

their just aspirations, their desire to leave underdevelopment behind them, 

are a part of the East-Tifest balance. 

Nicaragua has made tremendous efforts to rebuild its country and to bring 

about better living standards for its people. Unfortunately, we have had 

only aggressiveness, blaclanail and threats from the Reagan Administration. 
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(~ Canda ~orales. Nicaragua) 

v·!e have presented two concrete pl.·ovuoals on negotiations to the United States; 

the first met with a negative reply, and the second met with no reply at all. If 

it did not on the first occasion accept the presence of a witness of the standing 

of Ivlexico, now it would seem that it does not even agree to our meeting on Mexican 

soil. In any case we think it is obvious that it is the express desire of the 

Reagan Administration to create an appropriate political framework within which it 

will be possible to isolate Nicaragua and thereby justify foreign aggression and 

foreign intervention. 

~or this purpose, for example, the United States scheduled and organized a 

meeting of ~oreign Ministers in San Jose, Costa Rica, on 4 October last, excluding 

Nicaragua. In passing it might be said that not all the Foreign Ministers were 

present. President Reagan mentioned that meeting when he replied to a letter sent 

to him by the Presidents of Venezuela and Mexico a few days earlier, in which they 

simply requested that an attempt be made to bring about an understanding in the 

region. They suggested that Honduras and Nicaragua meet at the highest level, the 

meeting to be held in Caracas, Venezuela. But that meeting never took place 

because of Honduras' refusal to meet with Nicaragua. The excuse used by the 

Executive of that country was that there were agenda problems. But bow can the 

delicate problem of peace be called an agenda problem? 

These political and diplomatic pressures are increasing daily, and to them 

must be added economic pressures. After cutting us off from all kinds of 

assistance, the United States is bringing pressure to bear within the multilateral 

financing bodies in an attempt to strangle Nicaragua economically. 

It should be pointed out that directly after our revolutionary triumph 

Nicaragua renegotiated its debt, which it bad inherited from the dictatorship, with 

the Horld Bank. Since then we have abided by our obligations even though that bas 

meant that we have had to close certain enterprises due to a lack of raw materials, 

because our earnings from our increasingly poorly paid-for products are being used 

by us to pay off our debt. ~or the months of November and December we shall be 

paying $90 million as installments on our loan. ~et the financing bodies continue 

to deny Nicaragua the loans it bas requested in order to restructure our industry 

and promote socially beneficial programmes. That refusal was due to ~ressure from 

the Reagan Administration. 
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(Hr. ___ Q~_da Morales._ Nicaragua) 

But that is not alL The jntcrna-U.unal_ community and serious and responsible 

Governments are quite familiar with the decision of the United States to destabilize 

our country through covert operations, which in truth are no longer very covert. 

The- secret United States war against Nicaragua is no longer very secret. Host 

serious, however, is that the Reagan Administration itself recognizes and officially 

condones the operations being carried out against Nicaragua, and broad sectors of 

the Government, armed forces, and territory of Honduras are being used, with the 

collaboration of other Governments, and not just Central American Governments. 

In its desire to destroy our revolution the United States is seriously 

jeopardizing Honduras, a country that has become a veritable bunker in the sense 

that it is an impressive staging area that can be used against our country. 

Nicaragua continues to pay a high price for its freedom and independence. 

Since 1981 our country has experienced 225 attacks from Honduran territory. About 

350 Nicaraguan civilians and soldiers have died, and our air space and maritime 

space have been violated about 130 times. 

And what has Nicaragua's attitude been? We have made tireless appeals for 

wisdom and dialogue. Since 13 May 1981 we have ceaselessly made such appeals. It 

was on that date that the then Chief of State of Honduras, a military man, agreed 

to meet with the Co-ordinator of the Junta of the Government of Reconstruction, 

Daniel Ortega. ~-Te have thus far sent the Government of Honduras 73 notes of protest, 

channelled through our Foreign Ministry, regarding military acts of aggression by 

bands of ex-Somozista guards from the territory of Honduras, with the support of 

the Honduran army. Fifty-five of those notes of protest were sent this year, and 

the tvro most recent during last week-end. We have sent copies of some of those 

notes to the Security Council and to the Secretary-General of the United Nati~ns 

so as to make quite plain the acts of aggression to which we have fallen victim 

and to expose the great danger to peace in the region that will ~~sue if this 

escalation and the acts of aggression do not cease. 
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( I-1r. Canda Morales • Nicaragua) 

Since our Committee is taking up the delicate issue of international 

security and good-neighbourliness between States, it is not Nicaragua's intention 

to put the United States in the dock on this occasion. We have merely wished 

to speak about something that is not unknown to the international community 

and to say that the present American Administration is determined to do its 

utmost to destroy our revolution. It will do anything to achieve its objective 

even if it means a war involving all the countries of the area, which would 

have incalculable consequences for international peace and security. 
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He only wish to say that the conduct of the United States is totally in 

violation of the principles which ~ave life to our Orr;anization anfl are 

contained in the United Nations Charter. For example, Article 1~ 

paragraph 1 of the United ~ations Charter says: 

,:To maintain international peace and security, and to that end: 

to take effective collective measures for the prevention and removal 

of threats to the peace~ and for the suppression of acts of aggression 

or other breaches of the peace, and to bring about by peaceful means, 

and in conformity with the principles of justice and international 

law~ adjustment or settlement of international disputes or situations 

uhich might lead to a breach of the peace·'. 

Article 2, paraGraph 4 says: 
11All Members shall refrain in their international relations from 

the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or 

political independence of any state~ or in any other manner inconsistent 

vlith the Purposes of the United Hations :; • 

By cutting off all assistance to us, denying our request for loans in 

international organizations, authorizing covert plans of destabilization, 

financinG, organizing and training counter-revolutionary ~an~so the 

United States ignores the principle of good-neighbourliness which should 

covern relations among civilized States. Even more, it ignores obligations 

arising from treaties and other sources of international law. 

It is not far-fetched to think that the United States is plannin~ a 

revision of the Charter of our Organization. By playing with peace in 

Nicaragua, that is to say irresponsibly playing with war in Central America. 

the United States, not only places itself beyond the pale of international 

law, but is encourae;ing tension to a point which might vrell bring the world 

to the brink of a nuclear vrar. Everyone knows that today to play vri th war 

is to play vri th the survival of the human race. 
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(Mr. Canda Morales, Nicara~ua) 

Hhile pointing out once again the degree of responsibility which the 

Government of the United States has for security in Central America and the 

Caribbean, w·e should like to state Nicaragua 1 s position. He would repeat that 

a dialogue and negotiations are urgently needed on the basis, inter alia~ of the 

following principles. Nicaragua is prepared immediately to sign non-aggression 

pacts with the bordering countries. Nicaragua rejects United States efforts to 

impose humiliating restrictions on our country's prerogatives in matters of 

national defence. The use of Honduras territory as a base for armed aggression 

against Nicaragua must cease. The traffic in weapons and counter-revolutionary 

efforts in Honduras and Nicaragua must stop. The training of counter·­

revolutionaries in the United States must end. The presence of American warships 

in Central American and Nicaraguan waters must cease. Flights of spy planes 

over Nicaraguan airspace must be halted. The participation of the intelligence 

services of the United States in the financing, training and organization of 

covert operations against Nicaragua must cease. The United States must stop 

encouraging policies of economic, commercial or financial blockade against 

Nicaragua. The United States, finally? must officially and explicitly, pledge 

not to commit an act of aggression against Nicaragua or advocate direct or 

indirect aggression in Central America. 

1~ose are, in~er _alia, the points which we would like to discuss with the 

United States. We believe that serious and immediate negotiations are the 

only remaining possibility which can remove the spectre of war from the 

Central American region. Once again we insist that it is of paramount 

importance that a meeting be held between the Heads of State of Honduras 

and Nicaragua~ on the one hand, and high-level meetings between the Foreign 

~tinistries of Nicaragua and the United States, on the other. We believe 

that it is still not too late to avoid war? in spite of the fact that warlike 

preparations for wide-spread aggression against Nicaragua are already under 

way and only the date remains to be decided. 
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In conclusion, my delegation believes that the international community 

must spare no effort to reverse the senseless 1 adventurist~ irresponsible, 

ag~ressive policies. It must spare no effort to maintain international 

detente, and ceaselessly to seek effective disarmament measures and the 

maintenance and strencthening of international security. On this occasion 

we sl-..ould like to repeat the challense that we issued to the Tieagan 

Administration in February of this year. It was only a challenge in 

favour of peace in Central America. Ue told the United States to honour 

the Prelli!lble of our Charter ~•hich says : 

;'Ue the peoples of the United nations determined •.• to establisl: 

conditions under wr.ich justice and respect for the obligations arisint; 

from treaties and other sources of international lmv can be maintained, 

and for these ends to practise tolerance and live together in peace 

with one another as good neighbours, and to unite our strength to 

maintain international peace and security, and to ensure, by the 

acceptance of principles and the institution of methods, that armed 

force shall not be used, save in the common interest;;. 



HR/sm A/C.l/37/PV.56 
46 

(i: Ir. Cauda iiorales , ITicara.n:ua) ---------- --------~--

TJe believe that there is one n1ore opportunity, perhaps the last one., 

for the I1ea::;an Administration to redeem itself before history and before the 

peo11les of the 1wrld. It must sease to act like an empire. W'e should like to 

remind it, in view of its policy of drum-beatin~ that the 104 countries that voted 

for Nicaragua; s :meTI'lbershiP in the Security Council for a two-·~reA.r period in fact 

voted - and let there be no doubt about this - for the maintenance of ~eace in 

Central America. 

Ur. ERD:CTTE_CHULUUH (l·iongolia) (interpretation frOEl Russian): Recent 

events in international affairs have again shown very convincin~lv th~ 

need to have a regular revievr of the implementation of the provisions of 

the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security. 1Te proceed 

from the premise that a comprehensive analysis of the problems affect ins the 

basis of peace and security enables us to obtain an objective evaluation of 

the world situation so as to determine the be.sic orientations of the efforts 

of the international comrQunity, 

The ceneral debates in the General Assembly and here in the First Conmrittee 

showed very clearly the serious concern of the \Wrld community over the Grovring 

threat of the outbreal>: of a nuclear uar as a result of the escalation of the 

arms race~ particularly the nuclear one. At the same time there was a clear 

expression of the resolve of countries and peoples even more actively to counter 

this dan~erous trend and to seek w·ays and means of halt in~ the arms race. 

This Has very clearly reflected in the overvrhelming majority of draft resolutions 

adopted by the First Co~mittee at this session of the General Assembly. 

The consideration of the ne1·r Soviet initiative on an immediate cessation 

and prohibition of nuclear.~weapon tests and on the intensification of efforts 

to avert the threat of nuclear war and ensure the safe development of nuclear 

po1-rer. in our vie'v helped to focus the attention of States on the most 

burning issues of the current situation. Ue note vrith satisfaction that in 

the work of this Comillittee a constructive spirit has on the w·hole prevailed 

and there has been a desire to seek mutually acceptable positions. At the 

same time, we cannot pass over in silence the dissonant statements made in this 

Committee - and this has occurred a~ain today - to the effect that the 

deterioration of the international situation~ has supposedly nothing at all to do 
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'-ri th the arms race. It was even claimed that the arms race simply did not 

exist at all. Such statements have absolutely nothins in common vrith reality 

and the rcmlti-billion-·dollar pro~ra!Jlme for an arms build-up envisac;ed for 

the next fe1·r decades and the concepts underlyin['; it, those of so~called 

limited and protracted 1-rars. The most recent example of this was the decision 

by the United States Administration to develop the so-called ~1X missile, 

the most destabilizinG kind of offensive weapon. This decision was a clear 

breach of the provisions of the SALT II Treaty and desic;ned to establish 

a nuclear first-strilce ca:!;)abili ty. Clearly this is why the United States 

has so stubbornly been refusinG to enter into a co1~mitment not to be the first 

to use nuclear vreapons. In connection with this commitment not to be the first 

to use nuclear 1reapons, arcuments have been advanced here to the effect that 

such a comnitment uas not subject to verification a.nd did not mean too much 

and that it would leave the ci.oor open to the use of conventional weapons. 

If those vrho use such arguments follow·ed then to their logical conclusion, 

one might ask vhy they do not aGree with the proposal of the Soviet Union 

for the concluding of a world treaty on the non-use of force in international 

relations, 1-rhich 1vould provide for a conJmitment not to use force with weapons 

of any kino_~ nuclear or conventional. In brief, in this vitally important 

issue of disarmament, what is needed, we believe, is not nec;ative or 

obstructionist rhetoric but rather political will and a true desire to seek 

actual a3reements. 

The socialist countries alvays proceed from the premise that, along -vlith 

efforts to halt the arms race and achieve disarmament, it is essential to 

arrive at a settlem~nt of crisis situations and conflicts in the various 

parts of the uorld and thus to promote a general easing of tension. The 

socialist countries -vrill continue to exert maximum efforts to halt the process 

of the exacerbation of tension in the world, to avert the military daneer 

and to achieve pro~ress in curbing and reducing the build-up of arms, 

particularly nuclear arms. 
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The Ibn3olian People's Republic attaches great importance to the 

ii~.drid meetinG of representatives of States participatinf" in the Conference on 

Security and Co-operation in Europe, which recently resumed its work and which 

inter alia is called upon to truce a decision on the convening of a conference 

on confidence-building measures and security and disarmament in Europe. 

Asia is a continent in which there are too many hotbeds of tension and 

arr·1ed conflict. First of all there is the Jl..iiddle East problem. The roost 

recent Israeli ageression against Lebanon and the mass killings of Lebanese 

and palestinians have fUrther w·orsened the situation in that part of the world 

and further complicated the prospects for a settle~ent in the Middle East. 

All this has once acain demonstrated that the policy of separate deals does 

not work. The efforts to conclude new versions of such deals can lead to 

nothin~ but exacerbation of the already critical situation. In order to 

establish lasting and just peace in the Middle East, what is needed is that 

Israel lrithdrau its troops from all the occupied Arab territories and that 

the Palestinian people be allowed to enjoy their inalienable right to establish 

their m-m State. 

Because of the policy of the imperialistic and hegemonistic forces, 

·the situation in South-East Asia is still a tense one. All the fuss about 

the so-called coalition Government is nothing but a futile attempt to 

revive the genocidal Pol Pot regime. The Mon~olian People's Republic 

considers that the problems of that region should be resolved through dialo~e 

>rithout outside intervention. The basis for such a se-ttlement could be 

the constructive proposals made by the countries of Indo-China in July of 

this year in Ho Chi Ninh City and set forth in the letter from the Hinister 

for Foreign Affairs of the Lao People's Democratic Tiepublic dated 15 September 1982 

addresse<l to the Foreign :Ministers of the countries of the Association of 

South.,hast Asian Nations. 
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The ~Ion.;olian People's Republic consistently supports the just struggle 

or the Korean people ror a peacerul and democratic unirication of the country 

and ror the withdrawal of United States troops and nuclear racilities rrom 

South Korea. 
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Ue advocate a svift halt to the Iran-·Iraq conflict, which only plays 

into the hands of imperialist circles striving en cetalf of their mm 

narrow and selfish interests further to exacerbate the situation in the 

region. 

On the subject of peace and security in Asia, I should like briefly 

to recall the proposal to conclude among the States of Asia and the Facific 

a convention on mutual non-a~rression and the non-use of force - a proposal made 

by the Government of the ~Ionc;olh.n People's rtepublic. As -ue noted earlier, 

the essence of our proposal is to outlm·r the use of force in relations behreen 

Aaian States. He firmly believe that it is the very prPsence of pending 

problems that requires the countries of the rPc;ion to tal>.e concrf'te steps 

to exclude the use of force. 

He consider that dialogue and nep:otiations are the only sensible 

alternatives for resolving the burning issues of neace and the security of 

States. Our c.1elee;at.ion uould like to tal>.e this opportunity to express 

our appreciation to all those delegations that have supported our initiatives 

here in the First Cmmnittee. 

He uould here point out that the proposal by Hongolia is along the same 

lines as the initiative of the Soviet Union to work on confidence-building 

measures in the Far East and also along thP same lines as other constructive 

proposals made by the Asian countries. 

He support the struggle of the peoples of Cuba, Nicarae;ua, Grenada and 

other countries of Central .America and the Caribbean and "'e call for a halt 

to agressive and subversive activities that threaten peace and security 

in the countries of that region. 

A matter of serious concern to us is the ccntinuing acts of aggression by 

South Africa against Angola, :l!ozambioue and other front-line States. The people 

of lTamibia must be given their independence on the basis of the >·Tell-known 

decisions of the United Nations. In this connection, ue 1·TOuld reject attempts 

to link the question of granting independence to the people of Namibia with 

the presence of Cuban military units in Ane;ola. 
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The armed conflict in the South At.lantic has ve-ry clearly demonstrated 

the urgent need to put an end to all rennants of colonialism. In conclusion, 

the l'Iongolian delegation would lih:e to emphasize once again the primary 

significance of uns1.rervinp; compliance \vith the nrovisions of the Declaration 

on the StrengtheninG of InternationAl Security. This is something \Thich 

is dictated by the present reality of the ·Horlcl. situation. 

ilr. Zl\IliF (Afr:hanistan): The question of the strengtheninG of 

international security is one that has been debated at length before the 

First. ColJnnit.tec= of the United rJations over the past fevr years. 'l'his is not 

only because the issue represents the comnitment of the international community 

after experiencin@: hard and bitter exrunples of the contrary condition, but 

also because of ir.cru~sing occurrences of threats to and actual breaches of 

the aforernentionecl colilmi tlilent . 

BuildinG on the ruins left by the Second Horld Vfar, civilized :rr.ed:.ind 

reformulated certain principles -vrhich needed to be updated as a result of 

the accUlllulation of lessons of history. No one could nispute then that the 

survival of civilization 1rould have one overall prerequisite- narely, the 

elimination of the threat or danger of a quA.litatively new ..,.-·ar. That conclusion 

meant that the nations of the world had to accept the overwhelmin~ responsibility 

of maintaining and consolidatinp, international peace and security - a task 

so delicate and complicated, yet unquestionably vital. At times, one wonders 

uhether it is the lack of clarity of implications that permits certain quartPrs 

to venture on actions that may well develop into an all-out confrontation. 

Or is it that the image of a post-thermonuclear-war -vrorld dra\m by those 

quarters is to a reA.sonable degree more acceptable than the one foreseen by 

the vast majority of nations? Hith the degree of knowledge and the facilities 

available to humanity~ or even on the basis of common sense, however, neither 

of those possibilities is credible. 
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Hhy is it, then, that despite the vivid and obvious outco111e of pushine; 

the 1·rorld towards complete annihilation, the n0liberate exposure of international 

security to that imlilense threat still persists? This is perhaps explained 

in the context of certain theories 1rhich could, in the mildest terms, be 

described as euphoric. Thoughts of limited, protracted or 1-rinnable nuclear 

wars, uhich have dominated the minds of pF::ople in those circles, have caused 

understandably caused serious concern to the rest of the international conmunity. 

One 1rould have uished those ideas simply to be used A.S bargainine; chips or 

for the purposes of nor~al and customary rhetoric. Some actual deeds on 

the parts of war-mongering forces, however, leave no room for such vdshful 

thinking. They have embarked upon the road of drastic escalation of the 

arms race, drawing up and implementing plans that would quantitatively as well 

as qualitatively bolster the ~otential for the co~plete destruction of the earth. 

J\part. from the overall strategic approach of the iH1perialist forces, 

their day-to--dr.y conduct of international affairs is also a faithful reflection 

of that major tendency: that is, to create neu hotbeds of t.ension around 

the world, to fan the flames of those alr~ady existing, to resort to the use 

of force and aggression against small, independent nations and to exert 

political and economic pressure on them and to destabilize their progressive 

Governments through the export of mercenaries and saboteurs. 

The recent chronolorY of .events in Asia, Africa and Latin ~erica is 

full of unraistal\:able examples of that policy. In the IIiddle East, t.he 

Arab countries of the region have been subjected to repeated acts of a~pression 

and the occupation of their territories continues unabated. The people of 

Palestine, for the nth time, were the target of desir,ns aimed at their 

mass annihilation. Not only did Israel refuse to 1rithdraw its forces from 

Palestinians and other occupied Arab territories. but it also 1.rent so far as to 

oove its troops into the whole of Lebanon and destroyed that country's capital. 
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A just~ lastinc; and comprehensive settlement of the Hiddle :Cast and 

Palestinian questions n:.ust be worked out if this l!rave threat to 

international security is to be averted. All realistic proposals have 

suc;[sested that this could only be achieved through the complete withdrawal 

of Israeli forces from all occ~pied territories and the effective exercise 

by the Pal~stinian people of their inalienable rights in PalPstine. 

In South-East Aisa~ the people of the Socialist Republic of Viet JITam 

uere once again the victims of anned attacks and aggression - this time by 

n mighty neighbour. Pressure and attempts at destabilization continue 

against the Lao People's Democratic Republic. Uh:i.le denied the sympathy 

and amity of some neighbouring countries~ the people of Kampuchea still must 

fic;ht the remnants of a dark era which is deliberately being kept alive by 

outside forces. 
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Acce>ptance of the peaceful proposals of the three Indo--Chinese nations by 

the other countries of South.-East Asia uould inevitably pave ·the ivay to 

cordial an~..1 friendly relations ruuonc.; the States of the rec,ion and tht· :1 help 

strenc;then peace ancl security in this part of the vTOrld. 

'l'he pro:!_Josals of the People 1 s Republic of dongolia to that end constitute 

another major contribution by the forces of peace and cletente. 

The continued senseless war between Iraq and Iran has resulted in 

bloodshed and fratricide in the rec;ion of the Gulf. 'l'he amass inc of the 

interventionist forces of the imperialists in the southern iraters of our 

continent and their full--scale attempt to militarize the most reactionary rec;imes 

in the region - and. to force otl1ers into the bleak pursuit of the ar111s race -· 

are iilain subjects of legitiraate concern for the peoples of our area. 

The proposals of the Democratic Hepublic of Ladac.;ascar and other proposals 

on the security of the Indian Ocean area find a very pertinent place in efforts 

for the ihlpleruentation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 

1\.fc;hanistan, i·Thich broke avray from the imperialist and reactionary camp as 

a result of its popular revolution of April 1978, has becoEle the innocent victim 

of an undeclared vrar unleashed by iraperialists, hegemonists and other reactionary 

forces and their local lackeys. 

Since the victory of tl1e 1\.pril Tievolution, and particularly after its 

neu phase., the Governr!lent of the Deuocratic Republic of Afghanistan has 

endeavoured to establish and expand friendly and cordial relations vri th all 

countries of the i·rorld and in particular uith our neighbours. In a sincere hope 

and desire to resolve all outstandinc; issues 1rith our neighbours, "'·re have submitted 

the rroposals of Ilay 1980, "\·Thich i·rere further elaborated by the proposals of 

Ausust 1931. 

Healistic as they are, these proposals provide an acceptable basis for a 

comprehensive settlement of the situation created around Aft;hanistan. An 

equally responsible approach on the part of our neighbours ivould no doubt 
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contribute to the restoration of conditions favourable to normal and even friendly 

relations aJ.rtonc; the States and to the consolidation of security in the area. 

Hec;rettably o hmvever, the attitudes of the other parties involved leaves much 

to be desired. 

In Africa the peo]!les of lTaJ.nibia and South Africa are subject to the lllOSt 

abhorrent racial policies and practices. The territory of lTm·libia is still 

illec;ally occupied by the Pretoria regime in COl!lplete defiance of the appeals by 

the international connnunity. f.\...P~!:!J1eid is showinc; its aborrtinable face to the 

people of South Africa more brazenly than ever before. Armed_ attempts at 

destabilization and acts of aggression by the racist South African reBime endancer 

nou one independent African State, now another. The acquisition of nuclear 

potential b~r this rec;ime" in close collaboration 1rith certain Hestern countries 

and the Israeli Zionist regime, 1vould inevitably expand the scope of the danc;er 

posed by the rretoria regime, not only to the whole of the African continent, 

but to the -vrorld at large. The search for a solution to the problem of ITamibia 

is constantly impeded_ by the obstructionist desic;ns of the Goverm1ent of South 

Africa, with the connivance of its imperialist patrons. 

The United States policy of treatinG Latin mnerica and the Caribbean as 

its backyard and atte111pts to impose unpopular l:'egimes on the nations of the 

area have aroused the indignation of those nations. Continuing interference in 

the internal affairs of States and resort to the use of force and aggression 

by outside Pouers against the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the 

countries of the region have considerably affected the security climate of this 

continent. 

fl. recent colonial war there could -vrell have developed into a much wider 

confrontation ivhose impact -vrould have reached areas far beyond the American 

continent. 
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Given the present state of affa5rs that prevails in the vTOrld) the task of 

preserving and strengthenin~ international peace and security is of the 

utmost urgency. 'I'he Democratic Hepublic of Afghanistan., to[;,ether ~-ri th the other 

non ·aligned States, the socialist community anJ. other peace-·lovint:~ forces 

vigilantly and strontlY comes out in favour of better and im~roved international 

relations based on the universally accepted principles of ~eaceful coe~cistence 

amonc different socio-economic systems, non·- interference, non-intervention) · 

respect for the sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence of States, 

good-neighbourliness and international co.-operation. 

i·ir. 11 1 TESA (Zambia.) : llhen the General Assembly, at its tvrenty-fifth 

session, adopted the Declaration on the StrengtheninG of International Security; 

there vras a shared hope and expectation that world crises vrould be eased. 

In fact, it ~ms expected that the vrorld security system would be greatly enhanced. 

As vTe meet today, the hope and expectation expressed in 1970 are but a 

perennial mirage. Each year that has passed since then seems to be a year of 

mountine; problems in the world. He continue to \dtness increasing tensions 

anU. localized wars. 'lorhile at the same time old conflicts remain difficult to 

resolve. Above all, the arms race and the danger of nuclear catastrophe become 

all the more insidious and ominous. n1e inescapable conclusion is that the 

implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security 

is yet to be realized. 

The gravest threat to peace and security t!manates from the presence of 

nuclear weapons. These weapons have unimaeined explosive power and can destroy 

in a matter of seconds 't-That has taken umnkind centuries to build. It is 

regrettable that although ue are all auare of the unprecedented destructiveness 

that nuclear weapons represent there is increasing reliance by major Powers 

on these lethal weapons. In this situation, military strength has become a symbol 
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of security~ but the truth of the matter is that reliance on qualitative and 

quantitative military superiority threatens the entire world. 

lTe are also concerned at the fact that we live in an international milieu 

in which recourse is readily had to the use and the threat of the use of force, 

especially in the third world. It is common knowledge that the third world 

has been the scene of all the localized wars since the end of the Second 

'Vlorld l.far. This is evidenced by the fact that since 1945 the world has 

experienced 140 conflicts, with a death toll of from 10 to 25 million people, 

not to mention the destruction of property that such acts of violence have 

created in their wake. 

It is therefore clear that military competition, in its nuclear and 

conventional aspects, is a grave impediment to the implementation of the 

Declaration on the Strengthening of International Peace and Security. There 

is therefore an imperative need to put an end to the arms race and embark on 

the task of disarmament. ~-le believe strongly that in a disarmed world the 

persistence of wars and political tensions and the unmitigated dangers of a 

nuclear holocaust would be things of the past. 
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Horld security can also be strengthened by releasing the resources, both 

hmnan and material now being used for destructive purposes, in order to meet 

the goal of development. This means that the link between disarmament and 

development must not be ignored in the effort to implement the Declaration. 

The recognition of the link between disarmament and development requires that 

the problems of hunger, illiteracy and poverty must also be included on the 

·world agenda to impleraent the Declaration on the Strengthening of International 

Security. 

Allied to the problem of the arms race is the problem of reeional 

conflicts which requires immediate attention by vray of implementine· the 

Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security. Of immediate 

concern to us in Zaillbia is the conflict situation in southern Africa. In this 

regard, my delegation recognizes three problems that constitute obstacles 

to the implementation of the Declaration in question. The region is plagued 

by the system of ~partheid in South Africa, the problem of South Africa's 

illegal occupation of Naraibia and South Africa's military aggression and 

destabilization of the neighbouring independent African States. 

It is common knowledge that the apartheid system has already been designated 

as a crime against humanity. Despite that designation, South Africa continues 

to adhere to that moribund and anachronistic system based on racial discrimination. 

In order to maintain that system, South Africa has become more ruthless 

in suppressing the uprising of the oppressed majority. In the meantime, 

that ruthless suppression is only matched by the intensifjed determination 

of the oppressed people of South Africa in fighting for the establishment 

of democracy in their country. Peace and security can therefore come to 

South Africa only through the liquidation of the system of apartheid. And 

with the advent of democracy and majority rule, all the neighbouring African 

States which are currently opposed to apartheid will, no doubt, embrace 

South Africa - thus bringing peace and security to the region as a whole, and 

indeed the whole international community. 

As for the question of Namibia, a great deal of optimism was generated 

this year that independence l·rould eventually be :cealized by implementing 

Security Council resolution 435 (1978). As in previous attempts, the 

negotiations stalled due to South Africa's introduction, supported by the 
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United States of America, of an extraneous issue of linkage of the 

independence of Namibia, with the vithdraual of Cuban forces from Angola. 

It is our considered view that this issue of linkage flies in the 

face of resolution 435 (1978). And~ above all~ it constitutes flasrant 

interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign State, that of Angola. 

Ue believe strongly that the issue of linkage is a non-issue which is 

being u~ed deliberately to freeze the negotiations on the independence of 

i.'Jamibia so that the illegal occupation of that country can be given an 

extended lease of life. In the meantime, the plunder of Namibia's natural 

resources continues unimpeded. 

On the other hand, we wish to commend the work of the South Uest Africa 

People's Organization (SUAPO), the front-line States and Higeria, for their 

steadfast willingness to negotiate in good faith0 which is yet to be matched 

by South Africa. Furthermore, we wish to echo the popular view that the 

ball is once again in the court of the Western Contact Group of Five. It 

initiated the plan for the independence of Namibia, it possesses considerable 

leverage over South Africa and it must ensure that the plan is implemented 

without delay. At the same time, it should be pointed out that the role of 

the United Nations in working for the independence of Namibia must be underlined. 

In the area of State.-to-State relations, South Africa has singled 

itself out in southern Africa as an element of aggression and destabilization 

of its neighbours, especially the front-line States. The occupation of the 

southern part of Angola is a case in point. I need not over-emphasize the 

imperative need for restorin~ the territorial integrity and sovereignty of 

Angola through the unconditional withdrawal of South Africa's military forces 

from its territory. For nmr, hmvever, suffice it to say that South Africa 1 s 

occupation of the southern part of Angola with impunity has been condemned 

many times ov~r by the international community. My delegation wishes to 

reiterate its condemnation of this insidious act which is in flagrant 

violation of international law. 

It is well known that South Africa cannot on its own have pursued the policy 

of apartheid for so long, cannot have continued the unnecessary equivocation over 
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the Namibian issue and exported aggression and destabilization to the 

neighbouring independent African States without support and collaboration 

from some of the Powers in the llestern world. The onus therefore lies 

on these Po·vrers to put an end to these ills by vithdravling their 

support of and collaboration with the syste1u of apartheid. It is only through 

the elimination of the aforementioned scourges in southern Africa that peace 

and security can come to the area and thus contribute substantially 

to the implementation of the Declaration on the Strengtheni~ of 

International Peace and Security. 

For our part, Zambia remains steaafast in its support of the strug~le 

against apartheid and the independence of Namibia and in our resilient 

resistance to South Africa 1 s aggression. He urge the international community 

to continue its dedication and commitment to the struggle against colonialism 

and apartheid in southern Africa. It is only through the end of colonialism 

and apartheid in South Africa that the frontiers of peace and security will 

be extended to the benefit of the entire world. 

The implementation of the Declaration on the Stren~hening of International 

Security is further being frustrated by the persistence of conflicts in many 

regions of the world. During the course of this year, we witnessed, once 

again, how the unresolved problems of the Biddle East can be prone to breeding 

more dreadful violence. The Israeli invasion of Lebanon and the gruesome 

Beirut massacre of innocent Palestinian civilians in refugee camps underline 

once and for all the urgency of the problems that have continued unabated 

to plague the Middle East, especially the central issue of Arab-Israeli 

relations,at the core of which is the question of Palestine. 

It is our belief that the forced removal of the Palestinian forces 

from Lebanon does not solve that monumental problem. Consequently, peace 

and security will continue to elude the Middle East until that problem is 

tackled with courage and determination. To start >vith, Israel will have 

to recognize the inalienable rights of the people of Palestine who must have 

an independent State of their own. Israel will have to stop once and for all its 

policy of disregarding the i~nerative need to enter into ne~otiations 

in "\vhich Palestinian participation, through the Palestine Liberation Organization, 

the sole and legitimate representative of the Palestinian people, is fundamental. 
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The right of the Palestinian people to self-determination is indisputable, 

and no body or Power has the right to deny them that, because the 

principle of self-determination is a fundamental freedom which is enshrined 

in the United Nations Charter. Colonialism has shown, throuehout history 9 

that it will never let people achieve independence unless they fight for 

it. The Palestinians have been fiehting for the liberation of their land 

for too long. How long must they continue to fight and how many more men, 

women and children must die before Israel and those who support its 

expansionist policy recognize that the Palestinians are fighting for peace, 

freedom and justice? 
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Too much blood has been shed. The Palestinians have been denied their right 

to live in peace. Many of them have been born in war and are made to live in 

war and to die in war. 

Here again, we believe that with the solution of the Middle East problem 

peace and security would come not only to the Middle East, but to adjacent 

regions as well, thereby not only rendering the implementation of the Declaration 

under consideration possible, but making it quickly attainable. 

One area which would derive immediate benefits from peace and security in 

the Middle East is the Indian Ocean. Today the fact that the Middle East has 

become a focal poir.t of major-Power rivalry has made the Indian Ocean area the 

theatre of this rivalry as well. In the process, that rivalry has constituted a 

grave threat to the peace and security of the littoral and hinterland States 

concerned. This ominous development makes it all the more urgent for the 

Colombo meeting to take place without delay to address the question of creating 

a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean. 

It was our hope that, because of the urgency of the matter, the Colombo meeting 

will take place next year, but due to the unwillingness of some members of the 

Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean the negotiations have been stalemated. 

This has resulted in yet another unnecessary postponement of the meeting. We 

continue to entertain the hope that if we are truly serious about the deteriorating 

security situation in the Indian Ocean the Colombo meeting will take place, 

without fail, by mid 1984. It is our belief too that peace and security in 

the Indian Ocean area would render the resolution of other regional conflicts, 

such as that of the Middle East, much easier. 

There are other areas of enduring conflict which cause irrmense security 

difficulties in international relations. We are concerned in this regard with 

the persistence of the crises in Afghanistan and Kampuchea due to the introduction 

cf foreign forces into tbcse countries. These must be withdrawn without delay so 

that peace and security may return there. 

As regards the crisis in the Korean peninsula, it is our firm belief that the 

problem can be resolved through the process of reunification, which must be 

preceded by the withdrawal of all foreign forces from the peninsula. 

In C~rus as elsewhere the prsence of foreign forces is a scurce_cf conflict. 

We call once again for the withdrawal of those forces and reiterate our shared view 

that it is in intercommunal talks that the best way of resolving the Cyprus 

question lies. 
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\Te are also equally disturbed by the continuin~ conflict between Iran and Iraq. 

This war must come to an irmnediate end so that both Iran and Iraq can live in 

peace and security once again. 

Zambia places the highest premium on the implementation of the Declaration 

on the Strengthening of International Security because the entire world stands 

to gain from the order that would result. We therefore urge the international 

cOJmnuni ty to implement the Declaration vri thout delay. 

The CHAIPJ.1Al'f : Ue have heard the last speaker in the debate for 

this afternoon. Before I call on those representatives who have asked to 

speak in exercise of their right of reply, I should like to drmv- the attention of 

the Committee to the decision taken by the General Assembly at its thirty-fourth 

session, which reads, inter alia, as follows: 

'
1Delee;ations should exercise their right of reply at the end of the 

day whenever tvro meetings have been scheduled for that day and whenever such 

meetings are devoted to the consideration of the same item. 
1'The number of interventions in the exercise of the right of reply for 

any delegation at a given meeting should be limited to two per item. 
11The first intervention in the exercise of the right of reply for 

any delegation on any item at a given meeting should be limited to 10 minutes 

and the second intervention should be limited to five minutes. 11 

(decision 34/401, paras. 8-10) 

I call now on those representatives vrho wish to make statements in exercise 

of their right of reply. 

rir. TARI (Israel)( interpretation from French) : A number of statements 

in this Corr®ittee, some of which were made today, compel me to exercise my 

right of reply. My delegation wishes in no way to contribute to transforming 

this Con~ittee into another forum for debatin~ the questions of the Middle 

East ad nauseum to the detriment of the work allocated to the First Cornmittee. 

It is impossible for me, however, to let pass without a brief reply the series 

of untruths, falsifications, defamatory accusations, demagogic excesses and 

pseudo-analyses which has been directed against my country. 
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For his part, the representative of Iraq en~aged yesterday in his ritual 

anti~Israel exercise. The concern for international security and for good~ 

neiGhbourly relations between States in which he cloaked his statement is 

impressive, as are his scruples concerninG respect for human rights. It is 

no doubt in the name of those same political anrt moral parameters that Iraq 

has been engaged for tuo years in a murderous war against its immediate 

neic;hbour, whose own conduct, it is true, is very far indeed frm11 the 

prescripts of the Charter of the United Nations. 

It is obviously in the name of those noble principles that the Iraqi 

regime practices internal repression, arbitrary arrest, torture and execution. 

Another of Iraq's good neighbours, Syria, which throu~h the voice of its 

President Assad heard on Tiadio Damascus on 7 Harch 1982 accused the Iraqi 

President, Saddam Hussein, of those practices. I shall not mention the 

what the Syrian President called his Iraqi counterpart. 

The representative of Iraq on this occasion had the virtue - intentional 

or not ~ of being perfectly clear regarding Israel when he spoke of 
1'the Zionist invasion of Palestine" (A/C.l/37/PV.53, p. 26). For him it is 

not a matter of this or that portion of so-called occupied territory, but 

of the entire State of Israel. We return here to the basics, the 

sole authentic point, that is, that Iraq has never accepted the very existence 

of the State of Israel, that it considers itself to have been at war with it 

for more than 30 years, and that it is dedicated to its destruction. All this in a 

spirit of good-neighbourly relations between States and, of course, 

in compliance with the Charter of the United Nations. 

As to Libya, that other apostle of good-neighbourliness and international 

security, it too has set itselfup as a censor of Israel, with all the moral and 

political authority conferred on it by its subversive activities in the Middle 

East and its encouragement of international terrorism. 

It seems that the system is spreading, bolstered by cliches. 

The Government which has occupied and subjugated Afghanistan is seeking to 

cause a diversion by placing upon Israel the responsibility for the Middle East 

crisis ·· which it has itself helped to envencm. 
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The representatives of enslaved regimes in Eastern Europe are setting 

themselves up as judges and apostles of human rights and freedom of expression 

and movement with regard to Israel. The heirs of yesterday's pogromshchiki, 

who do not reject the contemporary practice of anti-semitism, speak with the 

moral authority which is theirs about massacres of civilians in the Middle East. 

What is more, and this verges on the unspeakable: the German Democratic 

Republic accuses Israel of practising genocide. That country's part in the massacre 

of 6 million Jews during the Second 1vorld Har ought at the least to have caused 

it to remain silent and paralyzed at the mention in its presence of the very word 

"genocide'1
• But the German Democratic Republic, in spite of the past, has chosen to 

support and arm those who aim at the destruction of the State of Israel. And 

they barely conceal that fact. 

\Te could continue this litany of what has been heard, especially this 

afternoon, but Israel, despite everything, will continue, as it has in the 

past, to make its contribution to the work of this Committee. 
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One final point regarding a matter of principle. Yesterday the representative 

of Iraq once again referred to the State of Israel as the azionist entity;;. He 

thought that that was viciously critical. And Libya has used the same term today. 

Israel is proud precisely because it is a Zionist State. That is its profound 

historic and human vocation. But it is customary in the United Nations for 

sovereign Member States to be called by their official name, Israel in this case. 

A comment to that effect was made in this Committee a few days ago by the 

representative of the Kingdom of the Netherlands. It would be a good thing if 

that comment were to be taken into account. 

Mr. OVINNIKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): When the representative of the United States spoke in the general debate 

on the item relating to the strengthening of international security, many delegations 

were surprised. So far the United States had not spoken in the debate on this item. 

It had not done so because it had nothing constructive to say about it. 

The statement by the representative of the United States has removed all our 

doubts on this score. He made a confrontational speech; indeed, he had nothing to 

say that was constructive. 

In this connection the Soviet delegation would like to state the following. 

First, in his statement the representative of the United States did everything 

to praise the nuclear monopoly of the United States. He tried to present it as 

almost a benefit for mankind. But what in fact happened during the years of the 

United States nuclear monopoly? There was the use of American nuclear weapons 

against Japan. Hundreds of thousands of people in Hiroshima and Nagasaki were 

killed or injured. Recently some hitherto secret American documents were published 

about the so-called Dro~shot Plan. That plan was for the unleashing and conducting 

in 1950 of a nuclear war against the Soviet Union, for the occupation of the 

Soviet Union by 600,000 American troops. If we take the memoirs of former United 

States President Eisenhower, we can see that in 1951 the United States intended to 

use nuclear weapons in Korea, and that in 1954 it intended to use them in 

Indo-China. So what the American nuclear monopoly meant was the use of nuclear 

weapons and attempts to use them in a number of other cases. 
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Secondly, the American representative has accused us of - this was his view -

inordinately strengthening our defensive capacity. But to prove his argument 

regarding our "excessive increase" in our defensive capacity he distorted and 

reversed the facts. He once again repeated his contention that Soviet expenditures 

on defence amounted to 50 per cent more than those of the United States. I should 

like to recall that, according to American evaluations for 1976, Soviet defence 

expenditures amounted to 75 per cent of the military expenditures of the United 

States. And in one day the American evaluation of Soviet expenditures on defence 

were doubled. It was doubled, just like that, in one day. That is fraudulent. 

Yet the American representative continues to give those false figures here in our 

Committee. 

How completely unfounded this American method is can be seen from the following 

fact. In October of last year there was a pay increase, from 14 to 17 per cent, an 

average of 15 per cent, for the American armed forces. And what happened at the 

very same time? The corresponding section of the Soviet defence budget also rose 

by 15 per cent - even though we did not spend a single additional rouble. Is that 

not an example of falsification? The United States increases its military budget, 

and on the same day it inflates the estimated military expenditure of the Soviet 

Union by exactly the same percentage. So I would advise representatives that when 

the American representative uses these figures and says that Soviet military 

expenditures are 50 per cent higher than American military expenditures, it is a lie. 

The Soviet Union has increased its defensive capacity within the context of 

what had been agreed upon with the United States regarding parity in the SALT I 

and SALT II agreements. We have not violated those agreements. 

I would draw attention to another point. When the Soviet Union was seriously 

lagging behind the United States, when it had not achieved parity, there was a cold 

war going on. But as soon as parity was achieved, detente was achieved. That is 

proof that the Soviet Union is not in favour of the arms race; the Soviet Union 

is in favour of peace. 

Once again, today it is not the Soviet Union but the United States that refuses 

to ratify many agreements that tie the hands of both the United States and the 

Soviet Union. It is the United States that is undermining those agreements and 

is claiming superiority. 
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J:.;Iy third point is that the .American representative said that for about the 

last 15 years the United States had virtually not increased its military capability. 

This is also a lie. The United States brought to the maximum level the delivery 

vehicles for nuclear weapons and launchers built in 1966-67. Since then they have 

entered a new area of the arms race, the qualitative arms race. Throughout the 

1970s, every day - and I i-TOuld emphasize that .. the .American nuclear arsenal ;.ras 

increa.sed by three new warheads. In the 1960s the United States had 2,000 nuclear 

warheads, but as a result, at the present time, it has 15,000 nuclear warheads. 

This is a qualitative increase in the arms race. 

The Soviet Union has done everything to stop this. We proposed to the 

United States that missiles not be armed with multiple independently targeted 

re-entry vehicles (MIRVs). vfuen the United States wanted to introduce the new 

"Ohio'' nuclear submarine, the Soviet Union proposed that this should not be done, 

and it entered into a commitment on that occasion not to introduce Soviet 

submarines of the "Typhoon 11 typP.. The United States refused. Accordingly, it 

was the United States that started and continued this nuclear arms race, and 

this time qualitatively. 

Lastly, what is the thrust of the current policy of the United States in 

the International arena? It is that the United States is counting on the success 

of its policy of nuclear blackmail of the Soviet Union and other socialist 

countries. You do not have to go far to look for examples of this. 

The CHAIRMAN: ~1ay I ask the representative of the USSR to conclude 

his remarks. 

Mr. OVINNIKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): Mr. Chairman, I just want to read out two quotations and then I shall 

end my statement. 
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In a recently published book~ the American journalist Scheer, in his book 

:uith :Snough Shovels -· Reagan, Bush and the Nuclear Har'~, he said the following 

about the current American nuclear strategy, and so that nothing is lost in 

translation I shall quote from this book in the original English language. 

This is 1vhat he wrote: 

( spolr.e in En£Slish) 

;'They want to re-establish the nuclear edge that the United States 

once had so that once acain our side can threaten to move up the 

escalation ladder. The ultimate political aim of these nuclear r..avrlw 

is to inti1lidate, disrupt and eventually transform the Soviet Union by 

tl:e threat of nuclear war.;; 

(£smt~n~_ip._ Ru!> sian) 

And anotl:er quotation: 

(spoke_ in :bnglish_) 

:.Tl:ose true believers:' 

Tl:e CII~Il~UU~: I apologize to the representative to tl:e USSR but I 

am afraid I must brine his intervention to a close no1v. Certainly his 

deler;ation was a party to tl:e decision taken at the thirty-fourtl: session, 

and I l;,now how attached the USSR is to decisions made by the General Assembly. 

I regret, therefore, that I cannot allow him to continue, otherwise that would 

constitute not only a flagrant violation of the rules established by the 

General Assembly but also an undue advantage to the USSR over other speakers. 

llr. MUSLIH (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): The last one who 

has the right to spealc about e;ood-neighbourliness and the strengthening of 

international peace and security is the representative of the Zionist entity. 

Defore the international community in t~is meetint room, can the representative 

of the Zionist entity provide us with one practical example, and nut mere 

words, of an action which his entity has undertaken vis a vis the Arab 

com1tries and the Palestinian people which would be in keeping with the 
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principles of the United Nations Charter and international law, an action 

"rhich "rould negate the fact that his entity in occupied Palestine is a 

racist regime based on the use of armed force, the usurpaticn of ever more 

Arab territories and the killing of thousands of Arab people, especially 

the Palestinian people? 

I do not thinlc that the crimes of tl:e Zionist entity are far f:rom the 

minds of representatives here. The list of the entity's criminals is a 

long one, and the last of their crimes was that which was perpetrated by the 

two terrorists, Be~in and Sharon, in Lebanon in the month of June of this 

year, an aggression against an independent l·lember State of the United Nations, 

Lebanon) and its occupation by armed force and the mass murders in the two 

camps) Sabra and Shatila. This took place for the simple reason that they 

"'ere Arabs, either Palestinian or Lebanese. The armed forces of that entity 

have remained in Lebanon until this very moment. 

Can the representative of this entity convince anyone that the expulsion 

of Arab citizens from their homes by force and the annexation of territories 

so as to set up Zionist settlements is a matter which would lead to the 

relaxation of tension in the area and be in harmony with the principles of 

the United Nations Charter? Can anyone believe or accept that this is true of 

the encroacr~ents on Arab airspRce or the bombardment of installation~ such 

as the crime perpetrated in July 1981 when they bombarded the peaceful 

nuclear reactor of Iraq? Can anyone maintain that such an act str·"'ngthAns pea.ce 

and security in the region? 

These are recent examples of the crimes perpetrated by the Zionist entity 

in occupied Palestine and against the Arab w·orld. I do not want to go into 

more detail, because evidence of the crimes of that entity are abundant and 

are reflected in t~e condemnation of the international community througl: this 

international Organization, a condemnation which is increasing day by day. 

Mr. GUNDERSEN (United States of America): I shall not engage in these 

endless exchanges and repetition of numbers. I would say that men do differ on these 

numbers. I would note, however, that the Soviet Union again, ~nd typically, used 

United States sources to establish his credibility, and I do appreciate tha.t. I 

would also note and challenge the representative of the Soviet Union that if he 

wishes to refute the facts that we have mentioned, let him ~o beyond the unverifiable 

rhetoric. 
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Let him open up the books of the Soviet Union. Let the Soviet Union submit 

the data it has to the United Nations~ as called for. Let it accept 

President Reazan's offer of free and reciprocal exchanges on television 

on the issues of war and peace, so that both the people of the United States 

and the people of the Soviet Union can form their own opinions. 

In short, I suppose that, as Hr. Lodce mentioned, it is cl_ifficult to 

conduct a dialogue with the deaf - or more properly I should say 'the mute'', 

since one side refuses to give a serious reply. We welcome this open dialocue. 

H'e hope we can conduct it in another forum and not take up the time of this 

body here. 

The CHAIRHAN: I call on the representative of the Soviet Union, 

who wishes to speak in fUrther exercise of the right of reply, for which he 

is no~v limited to five minutes. 

Mr. OVINNIKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet Union is not interested in television shows, 

in l-Thich the United States representative seems to be so interested. What the 

Soviet Union is interested in is curbing and reversing the arms race. The 

Soviet Union and, I think, the entire human race are interested in ensuring that 

the SALT II Treaty is ratified and brought into force. The United States 

representative instead proposes to us a television talk show. 

I would also note that the United States representative did not find any 

answers for us in connection with the fact that the system used by the United 

States for the accounting of the Soviet military budget, as has been proved to 

us, is a false one. He did not even try to defend that system. So I would 

merely remind this Committee that whenever the United States delegation says 

that the Soviet military expenditures are 50 per cent higher than those of the 

United States it is a lie. 

Lastly, ~'lith yo; .. permission, I<Ir. Chairman, I should like to read out a 

second quotation from the book I quoted earlier in English: 
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1'Real true believers in nuclear·-vrar fighting, including the President 

of the United States and most of his key advisers, tell one another 

what they want to hear: that playing a game of nuclear chicken with 

the Soviets is not danc;erous as it r11ight seem, for even in the 

Forst case) even if the Soviets don't back off, even if they do not 

submit to nuclear pressure, the resulting war -vrill not be so bad 

It can be limited and civilization e.an bounce back sooner or later. 1 

The CHAIRNAN: The Committee has thus concluded its general uebate 

on the ac;enda items relatine;; to the strengthenine; of international peace anc1 

security. 

The meeting rose at 6.15 p.m. 




