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The meeting was called ta order at LO.25 a m.

AGENDA ITEMS 71, 72 AND 73 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE, cons IDMATIQN OF AND ACT ION UPON DRAFT RESOLUT IONS ON INTERNAT IONAL
S EQUR I'TY AGENDA ITIMS

Mr. GARCIA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish) + The Fir st Committee is
now considering questions of international security, under agenda items 71, 72 and
73. As we embark on our consider ation of those items, it is vitally important to
recall a number of principles without which it would be extremely difficult to
attain international security and which in one way ok another are reflected in the
Charter of the United Na tions. They are often violated ok forgotten, which han a
negative impact on the search for a ciimate of peace and Recur ity in which our
peoples can live in tranquillity.

It cannot be denied that if international security is to be strengthened,
States must not interfere in the internal ok external affairs of other States)
there must he relations of fr.endship and co-operation among States; there must he
a total elimination of the use or threat of force, intervention, interference,
colonicl domination and coercive measures of all kinds, whether political or
economic, which could violate the sovereignty, independence and ter r i tor ia 1
in tegr ity of sta tes.

The peaceful settlement of disputes, the el imination of inter national cr is is
points and the establ ishment of a fairer new international. economic order would
also greatly help S’ rengthen international peace and security.

An extremely important element in = trengthening international security and
really tak inqg the first meaningful steps towards improving relations among States

is unquestionably the ability to curb the arms race and, even more desirable. to

begin a process of’ general and complete disarmament, 1eading to the compl ete
elimination of the threat of war and to the conversion of the weapons industry to

the pr oduction Of the gonds that can meet the needs of the world's population.
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But there is another important element in guaranteeing a lasting peaces
whatever steps are taken in disarmament should also promote development. The
natural, economic and technological resources now devoted to war should go to
improve the standard of living of the less developed countries and create an
industrial base enabling them to produce enough to meet their needs, to guarantee
education and good health for all their citizens. For peace is8 unimaginable
without development, and it is utterly impossible to attain development without
achieving peace and disarmament.

Of great importance in this prom:tion of peace is General Assembly resolution
41/90, entitled “Review of the Implementation of the Declaration on the
Strengthening of Inter national «secur ity". The purposes of that Declaration remain
crucially important in the light of the present international situation. Clearly ,
all countries must jain in the effort to resolve the complex problems identified in
that reeolution; we are glad to note that many States have undertaken a process Of
considering and adopting measures to solve those problems. Those still obstructing
the achievement of that desirable end should join in the process.

Unquestionably, the United Nations has a basic role to play in the entire
process, both by supporting all initiatives designed to strengthen international
security and by taking an active part in that process. Tne United Nations must
step up its efforts to reach a solution of the problems identified in resolution
41/90 and denounce to international public opinion any obstacle that prevents its
activities from being transformed into concrete measures to strengthen
international peace and secur | ty .

Despi te the many effort:; undertaken by the United Nations, certain areas of
tens ion rema in, threatening international peace and security. The situation in
southern Africa is a vivid example of such threats) it is most critical in South

Africa, where the black majori ty is subjected to the hateful régime of apartheid
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and where we wi tness a policy of constant aggression aga ins t neighbouring States,
especially aga inst Angola, in which the South African army itself has recently been
operating side by ride with the UNITA bands. The uneolved problem of the
independence of Namibia not only exacer bate8 the crisis in the region but also

signals total disregard for the role of the uni ted Nations in respect of that

Territory.

In the Middle East, tension continues to worsun. The unresolved Pale8 tin ian
problem and Israel's position resulting from its “strategic alliance” with the
United State8 continue to pose a grave threat to the region, and in particular to
the Arab world. Moreover, the situation in the Persian Gulf is growing more
oomplex and explosive. This makes it all the more urgent to restore peace to the
region.

As concer ns Central America, we have begun to note constructive steps taken in
an attempt to achieve in the near future the strengthening of international peace
and secur ity in the region. That process, based on the agreement signed at
Esquipulas by the Central American Presidents, shows that it is pose ible to make
progress toward8 better under standing and improved relations among countr ies when
there is a genuine political will to do 80. The praiseworthy initiative Of Costa
Rica was welcomed by all Governments - or, to be more accurate, by almos t all
Gover nments: it was only natural that the mere idea that there could be peace in
Central America, that people8 could decide their future for themselves, that it
would no longer be necessary to give millions of dollars to help spread destruction
and death precipitated a real crisis for the imperialist strategists. They have
argued that these agreements threaten their so-called national security and could
be nothing more or less than a first step towards enabling countries to decide for
themselves what to dor that is not something that figures in the foreign policy of

the present United States Govetnment.
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Nicaragué’s steps to fulfil the agreement show its Government’'s interest and
good will with respect to the speediest possible solution of the internal problem
it now faces solely as a result of the interventionist policy of the United States,
in violation of Nicaraguan sovereignty . To strengthen international gcace and
security in the region that kind of intervention must cease; military manoeuvres in
the region. conducted for the purpose of intimidation, must come to an end,
political and economic coercion must stopy and the will, independence and
sovereignty of States must be respected.

My delegation considers the effective implementation of the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security very important. we fullv support the
Declaration’s ideas, for they are based on the principles of the Charter of the
uni ted Nations and are intended to s trengthen the role of the Organ ization jn the
peaceful settlement of disputes.

The United Nations has an extremely important role to play in strengthening
co-opera tion and understanding among nations, which is vitally necessary in today's
world. The Organization should undertake negotiations and reach agreements leading
to the settlement of dispu tes and the strengthening of peace.

This forum holds out real hope to the peoples of the world, especially the
peoples of the developing countries, that we can achieve a more stahle, just and
equitable economic situation that will promote development, that they will be
guaranteed the means 0Of subsistence and that inequitable trade will be eliminated
through the establishment of a new international economic order. All this will be
of decis ive issistance in maintaining world peace.

To rea.ize this requires the establishment of a global system of international
peace and security that would ensure the adoption of practical measures to

implement the principles of the Charter, especially those of the gr :atest
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significance and importance for world peace, such as thoc.e related to disarmament,
the peaceful aettlsment of disputes, econcmic development and inter national
co-operation. My delegation fully supports the initiative to establish such a
system, which would benefit developing countries and meet the realities of tne

nuclear era correctly and in the framework of the United Na tions and Its Charter.
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In order to strengthen international peace and security, the international
community must rally round the United Nations and display the political will
necessary to change the irrational practice of wasting a trillion dollars a year On
weap~ns wor |d-wide, while spending only 8180 billion on education and a little more
than $100 billion on public health. It is of far greater benefit to mankind that
every child should have a book to read and bread to eat every day than that a
soldier should have a rifle. We must realize that it is better that a doctor
should save a life than that a bomb should destroy hundreds of lives.

In conclusion, | should 1 ike to juo te President Fidel Castro, who recently
spoke of this situationa

“We have no doubt that one day history will remember October 1981 as the
first time the destruction of nuclear weapons began and the possible star of

a permanent per iod of peace and hope for mankind, which was and is living in

terror of self-destruction and in ignominious poverty that annually kills as

many children in the third world as 100 nuclear bombs."

Mr. PEJIC (Yugoslavia) ¢ Throughout its long and turbulent history, the

Mediterranean hab occupied an extraordinary place on the international scene and
had a great influence on overall international developments. Because of its
geostrategic and political importance as a crossroads of sea lanes and land routes
and of cultures and civilizations, the Mediterranean has been for centuries in the
forefront of the interests of outside Powers and the object of competition among
them.

The situation has hardly changed today. The piling up of weapons of mass

destruction and the increased military presence of non-Mediterranean Powers has

transformed th. region into one of the main arenas of bloc rivalry. outside

pressure, including occasional resort to armed force, aimed at influencing and




MS/S A/C.1/42/?7v.50
12

(Mr. Pejic, Yugoslavia)

redirecting in ternal developments in certain countries, par ticularly non-aligned
ocountries, continues today.

The present stalemate and the momentary absence of serious incidents should
not lead us to believe that the risk of renewed exacerbation has been eliminated.
Existing differences and unresolved disputes in the region are latent sources of
new and potentially even more dangerous escalation.

As a Mediterranean, European and non-aligned country, Yugoslavia has been
following the developments in the region with kren interest and concern. It has
always maintained that the root causes of the situation are to be found in the
policy of force, intervention and interference in the internal affairs of the
countr lee of the region. |t has 1lways been our belief that dialogue, negotiation
and equitable co-operation are the only way to solve the outstanding problems and
disputes in the Medi ter ranean, irrespective of their nature and gravity.

Let me therefore repeat that it is absolutely unacceptable to us that present
hotbeds of cr Isis, rooted in the oomplex and burdensomes legacy of the past., and the
waves of terror lam arising in the wake of the failure to resolve the crisis should
be used as an excuse for intervention and interference by outside Powers.

Yugoslavia is vitally interested in the promotion and strengthening of peace
and stability in the Mediterranean, since this is an inseparable component of i ta
own security . Along with other non-aligned countries, my country has for some time
now been striving to bring about the beginning of a process of peacefully
overcoming the current situation and of achieving a lasting solution to the
problems in the area.

As a result of the efforts of non-aligned countries, the General Assembly, at
its thirty-seventh session, decided to add to the agenda of its future sessions a
new item, entitled “Strengthening of security and co-operation in the Mediterranean

region”,
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The activities of non-aligned countries at the regional level have been
proceeding along the same lines. The ministerial meetings of non-aligned countr ies
held at Valletta, i'alta, in 1984 and at Brioni, Yugoslavia, in June of this year
were expressions of those countr ies ' sincere desire and endeavours to redirect
efforts and energy to improving the situation in the area, those meetings resulted
in a number of suggestions and initiatives aimed at developing all-round equitable
co-operation among Mediterranean countries and transforming the region into a zone
of peace and security. ‘

The Br ioni meeting of Foreign Ministers of Mediterranean non-aligned countr lee
reaffirmed the need for and the importance of dialogue, consultations and joint
efforts batween the Mediterranean members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countr ies
and the Medi terreaean and other countries of Europe to overcome the outstanding
praoblems burdening the situation and causing tension in the Mediterranean.

The Mediterranean members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries emphasized
in particular the importance of intensifying and continuously promoting contacts in
all fields in which there exist common interests and real possibilities for
a-operation by Medi terranean countr ies on the baa is of equality and mutual
benefit. Th= success of those efforts, which en joy the full support of the
Movemen t of Non-Al igned Coun tr ies, would greatly contribute to the creation of
conditions for the gradual elimination of factors that are hampering the faster
social and economic development of non-aligned and other Maditerranean countries.

After the Brioni meeting, dialogue was established between the Mediterr anean
countries of Europe and the European Economic Community on the need for developing
equitable co-operation and partnership in all areas of common interest. This,

along with the dialogue between the soviecr Union and the United States on the

interrelationship between security and disarmament in Europe and the Mediterranean,
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is very encouraging. The recent developments in United States-~Soviet relations and
the expected signing of an agreement between the two super-Powers On the
elimination of medium-range and shorter-range nuclear missiles = the provisions Of
which will, we believe, cover the Mediterranean = has given rise to legitimate
hopes among Mediterranean members of the Movement of Won-Aligned Countries that
they can positively affect the overall situation in the region.

We are convinced that such a development would greatly contribute to the
establishment of greater trust, opening up new avenues towards a comprehensive
solution of the current problems in the region. To achieve this, it is
indispensable to prevent further militarization of the region, remove the arsenals
of bloc and non-regional Powers and make concrete efforts to resolve the existing
hotbeds of er isis that for decades have kept the Mediterranean on the brink of an
armed conflict of broader proportions.

Attempts to address current problems from the standpoint of narrow bloc
interests and with an ambition to change the delicate balance of forces te One’s
own advantage would not only create new obstacles and difficulties in the process
of resolving those problems t :% huave faz~reaching negative consequences for peace
and security in the world.

We therefore believe that any effezt to ease tension and resolve existing
problems and difficulties must prczeed by taking into account the authentic
interests and aspirations of the peoples and countries of the region and their
right to decide their destiny freely and independently. It is high time we
proceeded jointly within the United Naticns, and much more resolutely than we have
thus far, peaceful& to resolve and eliminate existing causes of tension and crisis
in the region. A concrete ceatribution in that direction would be the early

convening o f an international conference on the Middle East, with participation On
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an equal footing of all parties directly concerned, including the Palestine
Liberation organization (PLO) as the aole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people. In our opinion, that is the only realistic way at this moment
to find a just and lasting solution to the Arab-lsraeli conflict and to the

question of Palestine, which is at its core.
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We fully rupport the eariy reastoration of the national unity, territorial
integrity and sovereignty of Lebanon in i{mplementation of Secur ity Council.
resolutions. An indirpenrable pre-coniition of such restoration is the full and
immediate withdrawal of Isracli troops from Labanese territory, which would eneble

. Lebanon to take free and independent decisions on { ta own internal development.

We are i1 favour of achieving an urgent solution to the Cyprus problem on the
pbasis of full respect for the independence, territorial integrity, unity and
non-aligned status of Cyprus. In this context, we reject each and every attempt to
divide the country. We also consider that there can be no lasting solution to thia
problem without the complete withdrawal of foreign troops from the island and
without an agreement between the two ethnic communities.

In the past few years the Mediterranean has been struck by acts of terror ism
committed by individuals, groups and, not infrequently, by certain States.

Yvgoslavia, itself a frequent target of senseless terrorist attacks in the
past, condemns moat strongly all types of terrorism regardless of their motivation
and of the perpetrators. 1 should like to reiterate that my country is fully
prepared to remain actively involved and to participate in any action aimed at
suppressing and permanently eradicating this <vil. Not only do terrorist acts take
innocent 1 ives, they also sow suspicion and mistrust in international relations and
often threaten the territorial integrity and security of States. However, it
should also be pointed out on this occasion that tne stri ,gle of colonial countries
and peoples and of their liberation movements for sel f-determination and
independence is not terrorism, nor should it be equated with it. After all, the
legitimacy Of this struggle is reaffirmed in numerous United Nations documents and
decisions.

Exper ience has shown that bloc r ivalry and military presence do 1ot contr ibite
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to peace end stability. [If anything, they only exacerba tO the aitua tion and deepen
the existing mistrust and differences, particularly so in the Medi terranean region.

The only vealietic alternative to the existing state of affairs in the
Mediter ranear ‘a2 to lay the foundation <or the development of all-round and
equitable co-operation and coexistence, with full respect for the territorial
in tegr ity , sovereign ty and speci fic development needs oOf indiv idual ocountr lea,
particularly for their internal political system and orientation. The
Mediterranean member 8 of the Movemcat of Non-Al igned Countr ies have for a number Of
years devoted specific ef forts to launching and promoting equitable co-operation in
the region on the basis of mutual benefit in all areas of common interest for the
countr ies of the region and for other European countries that are their natural
partners. This i~ a long-term orientation of the Mediterranean non-aligned
coun tr ies and there fore, i t has broad~r significance. As stated in the Programme
of Action for the Promotion of BEconomic Co-operation among the Mediterranean
Members Of the Mwement of Non-Aligned Countries, it represents an important
contr ibution to greater security in the Mediterranean region. We therefore rightly
expect that the favouratle receptin that the initiatives and proposals of the
M:dl terraneun non-aligned countr iea have been accorded by Mediterranean and other
European countr ies wi 11 be translated into joint programmea Of action and
co-operation in the interests of peace and stability in the region.

The initial results in the co-operation among the Mediterranean non-aligned
countr les in the flelds of the environmert, the aconomy, science and technology,
tour ism, culture, arts and sports reveal Only part of the possibilities existing in
‘h 13 area. The regional. co-operation of the Medi terranean non-aligned countr ies
has also demonstrated that, despite certain differences among individual countries,

there exists a h igh Level of commoi interest. A meeting of experts of non-aligned
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voun tr ies concern ing plann ing and development, hold at Belgrade in February 1987,
identified vast possibilities for effective and fruitful m-operation in a number
of tields, including information, trade and services, agriculture, food production
and fisheries, and finance. Important possibilities for co-operation in the

indus tr ial field and in the f ield of tranapor t have already been mentioned .

Worthy of particular attention in this context is the idea that came forth
from the Brioni meetina of establishing a Mediterranean forum as a
multidiscipl inary framework for the promotion of co-operation in the region, which
would include not only government representatives but also scientific, educational,
cultural, artistic and other institutions, as well as eminent individuals
specialized in Mediterranean studies.

Yugoslavia is in favour of a broader exchange of contacts and infocmation
among the countries of the reglion with a view to promoting mutual understanding
since it i8 only through better mutual knowledge of, a-d yreater respect for
specific needs in internal development that numerous misunderstandings can be
avoided and allayed. It is expected that the forthcoming meeting of the
Mediterranean members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, scheduled to take
place in Algiers in 1988, will provide fresh impetus in this direction.

The ef forts of the Mediterranean non-aligned countries to improve the
situation in the Mediterranean and transform the area into a zone of peace,
security and co-opera tion hae always en joyed the full aupport of the united
Nations. We are convinced that the world Organization can make ita own substantial

contribution to the promotion of peace and security in the region on the basis of
the pr inciples of the Charter and, in par ticular , on the basis of the need for full
respect for, and recognition of, the real interests and aspirations of the

countr ies and peoples.
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We also believe that the Vienna follow-up meeting of the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) will affirm even more strongly * »
interdependence between the security of Europe! and that of the Medi terra nd
will reepond positively to the appeal of the Mediterranean non-aligned countr ies
for consulta t and co-operation between the States par ticipating in the GCE and
all Meditert . members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countr ies on problems
related to the Mediterranean. We are convinced that this could make a significant
contr ibution to the establishment of a better climate and to a relaxation of
tension in the Mediterranean region, which is in the interest of all.

What 18 most important is to allow the countries of the region to resolve the
existing disputes and differences by themselves, proceeding from their own specific
interests and needs, on the basis of full respect for the United Nations Charter
and with a view to strengthening peace, security and stable development. in the
r eqgion .

Mr. MURIN (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): The question
of a comprehensive system of international peace and security is justifiably
arousing great interest and attracting the attention of the States Members cf the
united Nations. The guaranteeing of international security in the modern world is
a cardinal task for all States, and for the United Nations as well,

The socialist States have consistently spoken out in favour of guaranteeing
secur ity for all States, on an equal basis and unifying all spheres of
international relations. The recent Prague meeting of the Committee of Ministers
of Forelgn Affairs of the States Members of the War -aw Treaty pointed out the
importance we attach to a constructive consideration of proposals on the
establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and security at the

current forty-second session of the General Assembly. It was also emphasized that
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such a system must function on the bacis and within the framework of the Charter of
the United Nations. 1In this connection, the participants in the meeting spoke out
in favour of enhancing the role of the General Assembly, the Security Council and
the Secretary-General, and expressed the hope that the General Assembly will give

new impetus to a productive international dialogue cm these questions.
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In the Charter of the United Nations the Member States have laid down the
fundamenta L principles for maintaining international peace and security and sets up
a machinery for doing so. Those principles and the collective system of security
embodied in the Charter must become the irreplaceable top-priority basis for our
joint effort5 to strengthen comprehensive security in all spheres of international
relations.

The comprehensive system of international peace and security must therefore be
viewed first of all as a unified system of guarantees for the effective
implementation of the purposes and principles of the Charter in consonance with the
needs and realities of the present-day world.

The modern world is interrelated, buc it is also divided, and not only with
respect to social systems. It is also divided into nuclear-weapon and
non-nuclear-weapon countries, States members of military and pociitical alliances
and State5 that are not part of such alliances, Staies that have achieved a high
Level Of economic developnent and States that suffer from unde-development. Hence
the approacnes of the various parties on the international scene to the very
concept of international security are structurally different. The growing
conflict between the degree to which these contradictions have developed and
traditional thinking, as well as the unsuitable form of measures to resolve those
contradictions, leads to the growth of global tension and to the weakening of
un iver sal security .

In this connection the notion of a comprehensive system of international peace
and security entails an urgent call for the tablishment of new forms and methods
to reach a non-confrontational and highly productive solution to the contradictions
of our time. IL proceeds from the idea that 'he most important characteristic of

the present-day world is the clear increase in the interdependence and
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interrelationship of States and peopies and the interconnection of all world
processes . Thus, quaranteeing international secur ity in today’s wor 1ld inevitably
requires, above all, a change in traditional views and approaches.

The unity of today's world and the interrelationship of the war ious spheres of
in ternational relations also leads to the conclusion that questions Of
international security must be resclved on a comprehens.ve basis. We must lose
sight of the fact that the parameters of security for any State today qo far beyond
the framework of military and political matters, however significant they might be
within the system of international relations. From the security viewpoint,
economic, humanitarian and ecological questions have also become extremely
important.

The existence of a whole gamut of interrelated real problems of security in
all spheres is an objective factor in international life. A compr ehens ive system
of international peace and security is aimed at establishing conditions under which
all those problem5 would be resolved on the basis of co-operation and by
exclusively non-violent means; contradictions between the interests of States not
only would not be allowed to develop in to confrontations but would, on the
oontrary, provide the irpetus for a psitive solution of international problems and
the advancement of civilization as a whole,

The concept of comprehensive security must be a dynamic and open model for
international relations, based on the cons istent and creative implemantation of the
Charter of the United Nations and on the constant strengthen ing or the system of

collective security set out in it. The dynamic character of that concept lie5 in

its ability to unify and further develop, in linc¢ with the requirements of the
nuclear and space age and within the framework of a single system, all the advances
already made achieved in strengthening international security in individual areas

of international relations.
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The attainment of canprehensivc international security wculd ensure mutual
respect for the genuine interests of States and would gquarantee their balance in
all spheres of in ternational relations on a global scale. We must fully recognize
that the security of any State can be guaranteed only through security for all, in
the context of comprehensive international security, and that it can never be
attained by harming the security of other countries.

It is clear that common human interests should have a high place in the
hierarchy of general and national interests, which means that the solution of all
practical security problems must be based on common human values, and thus on
refraining from the use of force in securing the individual interests of States,
guaranteeing of every people’s and every human being 's right to live in peace, and
respecting and br inging to reality the right of every people to its own social,
political and philosophical choice. We are convinced that the Charter of the
United Nations provides a sufficiently broad and realistic basis for guaranteeing
the balanced interests of all States and groups of States in the nuclear and space
age,

Any nolicy based on the super ior ity of some States over other s is incompatible
with the concept of security. The essen t ial pr er equ isi tes for compr ehens ive
international security include systematic and inter national | y guaranteed compl iance
with the principles of the Charter and wit.. other universally accepted norm5 Of
international life and the primacy of international law in relations between
States. International co-operation on questions of security, and especially the
observance of fundamental norms in international relations, should not be made
subordinate to ideological motivations.

The universal framework for creating comprehensive security and the entire

system of present-day international relations must be peaceful coexistence between

Sta tes.
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The proposal to establish a comprehens ive sys tern of in terna tional peace and

security which we are submitting for general international consideration at the

Uni ted Nations is, in essence, an open concept for survival and for the advancement

of civilisation in our nuclear and space era.

It is clear that a decisive feature of the joint effort of States to ensure
comprehensive and mutual security is curbing the arms race and achieving
disarmament, first and foremost in the nuclear sphere.

In our view, the creation of a secure world presupposes above all that
nuclear, chemical and other weapons of mass destruction will be destroyed, that
there will be a radical decrease in the size of armed forces and the stockpile of
conventional weapons, with a consequent reduction in military expenditures,
military alliances will be disbanded, military bases in foreign territories
eliminated, and all troops abroad returned to their homelands. It presupposes the
creation of effective machinery to prevent any type of aggression and to maintain

peace at a considerably lower level of armaments.



BG/8 A/C.1/42/PV.50
26

(Mr. Mur in, Czechoslovakia

An urgent problem in guaranteeing security in the military sphere is the
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Imprtant steps to lower the level of military confrontation could be taken
through the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free and chemical-weapon-free zones and
Of zones with a reduced concentration of weapons and through the mutual withdrawal
of the most dangerous forms of offensive weapons from regions where there is direct
ocontact between military alliances.

Of course, the subjects | have enumerated do not exhaust the list of problems
whose salution should be part of a comprehensive process of disarmament and the
establishment of guarantees for security in the military sphere. We bel ieve,
however, that they provide a sufficiently broad view of the possibile content of an
international dialogue designed to establish a nuclear-weapon-free and
violence-free world, as a fundamental prerequisite for the preservation of
Civilization.

We proceed from the idea that the military dimension of security should be
approached in a comprehensive way, giving due attention to both qualitative and
quantitative levels of armaments and to both global and regional aspects, that
progress can be achieved in successive stages, encompass ing var ious spheres and
types of weapons. A key condition is that at each stage of the disarmament process
there should be a steady increase in security, at the lowest possible levels of
armed forces and armaments. Any imbalance or asymmetry in the existing str ucturee
of armed forces and armaments must be eliminated in the process of their reduction,
in accordance with the principle of non-aggressive defence.

Important guarantees for military security could be establ ished through the

adoption of specific measures to prevent nuclear war, fir et and foremost through
the assumption of an obligation under international law not to be the first to use

either nuclear or conventional weapons in any circumstances Or situations.
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Closely linked to the achievement of progcesa in the sphere of disarmament is
the implementation of a broad cange of confidence-building measures, a constructive
solution of verification questions, and the observance of agreements on the
reduction of armaments and on disarmament, as well as the nend for increasing
openness in military affairs, including a comparison of military doctrines on a
defensive basis and the comparability of budgets.

The yuaranteeing of security in the military sphere, pr imar ily through
workable measures in the field of disarmament, is unquestionably the most urgent
and complex problem of present-day international relations, to whose solution all
States should contribute as much as they can.

Recently, we have seen increasing confirmation of the fact that a radical
change in this sphere i3 possible. At a summit meeting a few weeks Erom now the
USSR and the United States of America will sign a treaty on the elimination of
medium--range and shorter-range miss iles, which constitutes a step that is also of
fundamental and historic significance from the point of view ot prospects for
disarmament in general. There is a genuine possibility of accelerating the
elaboration and conclusion of a convention on the prohibition and elimination of
chemical weapons. There also seem to be realistic hopes for the opening of
negotiations concerning disarmament on a Europe-wide scale.

In the direct context of these major initiatives, we consider it most relevant
to take advantage of every opportunity for further intensi fyiny multilateral
disarmament efforts, for making negotiations on various disarmament problems more
broadly interr tional and for genuinely increasing the effectiveness of the entire
intcrnational machinery of the United Nations ia this sphere. At. the Praque
meeting of the Committee of Foreign Ministers of States Parties to the Warsaw

Treaty, concrete proposals were made to intens ify the work of the




BG/8 A/C.1/42/PV.50
28

(Mr. Mur in , Czechoslovak la

Geneva Conference on Disarmament, recommending that all aspects of the Conference’s
activities should be comprehensively discussed at the third speclal session of tne
Genvral Assembly levoten] to disarmament, to he held next year.

We hope that these initlatives of ours will also be viewed as a component of
the overall efforts aimed at the adoption of concrete measures that will meke
possible the proper functioning of the United Nations and the entire international
machinery for the mairtenance of security.

An imporiant requirement for ensuring the security of the world’s peoples is
the early peaceful resolution of existing regional conflicts and the prevention of
new ones, Measures for effectively combatting international terror ism also
constitute an essential component of the system of security.

The concept of a comprehensive system of international peace and security
proceeds both from the need to raise the effectiveness of the United Nations
machinery for collective security in connection with the peaceful settlement of
international disputes and conflicts and from the special significance which At
present attaches to preventing them in qood time. It is clearly the strengthening
of the preventive function of the security system that is becoming decisive today.

We welcome the fact that this attitude is already making tangtble progress in
the nited Nations, as illustrated by the elaboration of the Declaration on the
Enhancement of the Effectiveness of the Principle of Non-Use of Force in
International Relations and the progress made {n drafttnq a declaration on the
prevention of international oconfl icts. we believe that such an attitude will
ultimately lead to the establishment of a unified system of guarantees for
ollective security in the modern world. In this oconnect ion, we regard as worthy
of attention the proposals for establishing under united Nations auspices a
machinery to monitor the military situation in areag of conflict, for making

broader we of the institution of milltary observers and United Na%ions
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peace-keeping forces, for setting up a multilateral United Nations centre to redace
the danger of war, and for establishing direct relations between the United
Nations, the permanent members of the Security Council and the Chailrman of the
Movement of Non-Al igned Coun tr ies .

The vital interests of the security of States are also closely bound up with
the resolution of world economic problems. The growing trends towards unequal
development and unequal economic exchanges threaten global secur ity, inasmuch as
they cause an exacerbation of underdevelopment, foreign debt and other economic

factors that increase internatinnal rension.
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The universal nature of the world economy and the interdependence of all

participants in the international division of Labour requite the unification of
efforts for the purpose of ensuring international economic security.

We proceed from the premise that equal economic security must be achieved
through the restructuring of international economic relations, including currency
and financiai relatious, on a footing of equality and on a democratic basis, in the
interests of all States, including the developing countries, with the establishment
of a new international economic order and the elimination of underdevelopment under
conditions of a comprehensive and just solution of foreign-debt problems.

In other wordn, international eccnonic relations must be liberated from
everything that, weighs them down, prevents the establishment of equal economic
-oparation and causes increased teneions and destabilisation, which spread from
the evonculc sphere into other spheres of relations between States.

An important contribution to the achievement of these purposes would be made
if the funds freed as a result of genuine disarmament were transferred to the needs
of social. and economic development. In this connection, we bel ieve, i t is
necessary to pay constant attention to the specific development of the conclusions
arrived at by the International Conference on the Relaticnship between Disarmament
and Development, including the resolution of guestions connected with the
establishment of appropr iate international mach inery and with the problems involved
in the conversion of industrial. facilities from military to peaceful purposes.

The establishment of a system of comprehensive security would also be helped

by broad and truly equal co-operation by States wn the social., humanitarian and
human-rights spheres. We believe that suck co-oper ation should he aimed at the
full implementation of the basic hum&n rights to life and work, of every person's

pol itica 1, civil, economic, sccial and cultural. rights in ftheir totality and
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interrelationship, while maintaining respect for the sovereignty of States, and the
eradication of all forma of discrimination = apartheid, racism, nationalism and
chauvinism - and war propaganda.

We bel ieve that particular attention muet be given to measures designed to
halt blatant mass violations of human rights, which harm relations between States
and can threaten international secur ity.

wa favour an extensive international dialogue on all these problems at a
global level and as part of a European-wide process.

An indispensable condition for international secur ity and the development of
clvilization is the protection of the environment, both nationally and
inter nationally.

In nature and in the environment we see the clearest manifestations of the
unity and interdependence Of the modern world and all spheres of human activity.

Ecological factors continue to exert great influence on international
relations snd into the Life of States threatening their security and stability.
For that ceason, the international community must establish a concept of
in*ernational action in the ecological sphere that would reduce the negative effect
of these factors to a minimum and would instead make the environment and
environmental quality an important f: cter that would positively affect all other
spheres of international relations.

The greatest threat to the environment is the existence and stockpi! inq of
weapons of mass destruction, particularly nuclear weapons.

There are also many other forms of human activity constituting a danger to the
environmerrt, such as outdated industrial technology, the devastating development of
natural resources, and deser :ification. Also urgent is the task of ecological

adaptation of modern technology.
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Congequen tly there agair. ar ises an objective need to give some thought to the
problem of international ecological security and questions of co-operation between
States in thia sphere.

We believe that international ecological security should be based on a
rational attitude towards natural resources and their use, as well as on an
international guarantee of the ecological interests of Sates. This, in our view,
presupposes the the elaboration of a global strategy that would encompass the full
gspectrum of existing and anticipated ecological problems, concrete plane for their
solution and international co-operation for implementing those plans.

Accordingly, we believe that the extensive international dialogue started at
the United Nations should be continued and Intensified in all appropriate bodies on
all Of the questions involved.

It is precisely in this spirit that we have summarized our thoughts and ideas
in the draft resolution presented today to the Secretariat for consideration a8 an
official document of the First Committee.

That draft is a direct appeal for a broad, constructive and
nca-confrontational international dialogue on problems relating to the security of
States, of individual regions and of the whole international community and for
their practical solution.

It is our convict-ion that such a discussion should lead to a new and realistic

look at many important questions of current international affairs in their

interrelationships and to the intensification of equal and mutually profitable

interaction between States in all spheres of international life, to the heightening
ot the role and effectiveness of the United Nations as a universal guarantor of

general security
I wish to reaffirm that we are fully open to the views of all Member States

and ready to co-operate closely with all delegations in order to reach agreement on
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a constructive text for a draft resolution on this important question and to ensure
its adoption by consensus.

Mrs. TOURE (Mali) (interpretation from French): On behalf of the
delegation of Mali 1 wish to congratulate you, Sir, most sincerely on your election
as Chairman of the First Committee. The outstanding way in which you have
conducted our work confirms that you are a man of great political and diplomatic
experience, qualities which guided the Committee in its choice.

These qualities enabled us in the first phase of our work to keep up with our

work schedule and produce documents that, if adopted by the General Assembly and
put into effect by Member States, would enable the international community to
attain one of its main objectives8 peace through disarmament.

My delegation wishes to include the other officers of the Committee in these
congratulations.

The Char ter of the U ted Nations calls upon Member States to join forces in
order “to maintain international peace and security”. The United Natlons, created
at the end of the Second World war to prevent and remove any threat to
international peace and security, has a responsibility with regard to the steps to
be taxken in order to attain this paramount objective. To enable the United Nations
to discharge its duty, Member States must refrain from creating conflict situation8

by maintaining with one another relations based on political, legal, economic and

gsocial principles.
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From the political standpoint, we need respe =t for the equality, sovereignty.
terr itor ial integrity and independence of Statesj non-interference in the internal
affairs of States, the pacific settlemert of disputes, and peaceful coexistence.
All these can, to a very great extent, establish a climate of peace and confidence
in international relations. However, focal points of tension that unfortunately
exist here and there, have, as their deep-rooted caueee, the violation of those
sacred principles, which are enshrined both in the Charter of the united Nations
and in the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security.

From the legal point of view, respect for the equality of the rights of
peoples and their right to self-determination, and respect for human rights and
fundamental freedoms are absolute imperativea for the strengthening of collective
secur ity .

However, 42 years after the adoption of the Charter, the international
community has been powerlessly witressing mass violations of human rights
throughout the world, particularly in southern Africa, where the odious system of
apartheid, the occupation of Namibia and continued aggression against the
front-line States foster hot-beds of tension that pose a dangerous threat to
international peace and security.

From the economic s tandpoint, international w-operation based on equality and
mutual advantage constitutes the most appropriate means of emerging from the
present world economic cr ilsis, which, if not settled promptly, will not only
deteriorate but continue to be a serious threat to international peace and
s2curity. Indeed, there is an ever increasing need to reorganize all the
structures of the world economy in order to eatablish a new international economic
order based on justice, equity, equality and mutual interest,.

Moreover, the deterioration in the international economic situation and the

increasing dispar ity between North and South, one of the consequences of which
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is the external debt cr is is , are not conducive to the strengthening of
international security. The solution to this question, that could come through t
the holding of an international conference on money and finance, would also foster
a climate of greater confidence in international economic relations.

And, finally, from the social point. of view, the Ilnternatioral community
should recognize that each people has the right to chou-e freely the
eocio-political and educational system that is in keeping with its traditions and
is adapted to its way of life.

Problems of health, education, youth and well-being arise from the ethics of
each people and should not be subject to unilateral economic, cocrcive and
discriminatory pressures or practices.

For its part, the Government of the Republic of Mali, in acceding to the
United Nations Charter and the Charter of the Organization of African Unity, has
only confirmed an external policy that is an integral part cf its ethics because
Mal i is a hinge between the Arab berber wor 1d and sub-tropical Africa. This
unusual geographical situation has enabled Mali to adopt an external pelicy in
keeping with the deep-rooted aspirations of 1 ta people and has enabled it to 1 ive
in peace and tranquility with the cther side while, at the same, Learning much
from its differences and its experience.

This external policy is based essentially on principles that are wr itten into
its Constitution and that have recently been confirmed in its Charter of National
Orientation and the Conduct of Public Li Ee. These include respect for the
equality, aovereignty , independence aad territorial integrity of States;
non-interference in the internal affairs of others States) dynamic and unswerving
non-alignment; the peaceful aettlement of disputes) positive good neighbourliness)

and economic co-operation based on mutual re~pect and interest.
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That means that, faithful to the international commitments it has freely
entered into, Mali respect8 the peclaration on the Strengthening of International
Security, within the limits of its field of action.

our Committee has just adopted and recommended to the Gener al Assembly 63
draft resolutions, 25 of which have been adopted without a vote, dealing with
guestions that concern the international community because they range from the
cessation of the arms race and nuclear testing to conventional disarmament and the
conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and
8 tockpil ing of chemical weapons. For my delega tion, that means that the political
Will exists among Member states to attain the objective that we are all striving
twar ds, namely, to live in a world of peace, security and justices in a world
free from the threat and the use of force. |n proclaiming 1986 the International
Year for Peace, in resolution 40/10 of 11 December 1985, the General Assembly
implied that it was necessary to prepare mankind to live in peace because the
establishment of peace requires the constant will to promote among peoples a better
under standing, co-operation, dialogue and mutual confidence. The First Committee,
entrusted with political, disarmament and security questions, has a responsibility
in this endeavour and my delegation expreeses the wish that the draft res utions
we are preparing will take account of these elements md that, in so far as
poselble, they will be adopted by consensus.

My delegation has ascertained that the major decisions on which we have tO
take decisions are not taken by consensus because Of the misgivings and fears of
some delegations. It is to be hoped that in the very near future the substance of
draft resolutions that call for consensus - and that in our viw oconvey the essence
of the aspirations of the international community - will meet with the approval of
all SO that the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter will be fully

implemented.
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The international community should not neglect any constructive means of
achieving the aim of strengthening international peace and security, as well as the
security of individual States. Tday mankind is at a crossroads in history. Only
respect for the principles and purposes set forth in the Charter of the United
Nations could help us make the proper choice between the two possibilities open to
ust increasing injustice and inequality, denying human rights, enhancing the arms
race and the nuclear threat, or building a wor 14 of peace and well-being for all.

The improvement of the international situation, especially from the point of
view tust referred to by my delegation, is a duty incumbent upon each of us, but
above all it is a special responsibility of the permanent members of the Security
Council. Indeed, they must take all the measures necessary to prevent a further
deterioration in the international situation by using, inter alla and effectively,
the means that are set forth in the Charter because one of the deep-lying causes of
the present crisis and of the threat to peace may be found in a certain disregard

for the principles and purposes of the Charter.
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Yet, we have reason to hope that, if it is carried out with the clear
political will we are now seeing, the dialogue between the two super-Powers will
herald new prospects of mutual trust, the prelude to détente in the international
climate. The news from Geneva, Moscow and Washington justifies that hope.

The netter future we so fervently desire will relegate to a
never-to-be-repeated past unjust wars, interference in the internal affairs of
other States, overt aggression agains: the peoples of independent States, the
odious system of _apartheid, ineaquality in international economic relations and the
massive violation of human rights and fundamental freedoms.

Mr. SCHMIDT (Federal Republic of Germany): At the outset, Sir, | wish to
express our appreciation for the elegant and efficient way in which you have been
conducting the work of this Committee; we lock forward to co-operating with you
very closely in this final phase of the Committee’s deliberations as well.

My delegation wishes to present the position of the Federal Republic of
Germany on agenda items 71 to 73, which deal with international ssecurity
auest ions. My remarks are in addition to those made in this Committee by the
representative of Denmark on 19 November on behalf of the 12 member States of the
European Community.

The debate on international security ouestions traditionally focuses on the
Charter of the United Nations and, more specifically, on how the role of the
Charter in maintaining international peace and security can be strengthened.
Maintaining international peace and security is the paramount task of the United
Na tions, as is set forth in the very first Article of the Charter.

The Charter defines international peace in a hroad way: it proscr ibes
resorting to any form of war as a means of pol icy; it demands that all Members

refrain from the threat or use of force aqgainst the territorial integrity or
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political independence of any State; and it calls for the settlcment of disputes by
peaceful .rans an that international peace and security and justice may not
endangered.

The maintenance of international peace and security based on the principles
set forth in the United Nations Charter CrR also the foundation of the foreign =ad
security policy of the Fedrral Republic of Germany. At the same time it ia the
quiding principle of our active participation in the work of the United Nations.

The growir.g interdepedence of States, of which wo are all aware, inevitably
affects international peace and security. Our goals can no longer he achieved in
ai autoncmous way. No State should try to quarantee its own securicy at the
expense of that of other States. There is an urgent need fr international
(*o-operation, especially in this field, a need which underlines the growing
importance of the I|: .ited Nations. The Federal Republic of Germany is ready to
part icipate actively, constructively and realistically in the task of fulfilling
this primaryv purpose of the United Nationn: t h e purpose of maintaining
internat ional peace and secur ity.

We have consistently supported alll of forts to strengthen the Ini ted Nat ions,
in particular its indispensahle role ilh safequarding peace and security and
promoting internat ional co-operation. We welcome any concrete proposal which
gerves that purpose. In view of the clear structure of our Organizat.on, uc feel,.
however , that. new proposals should be dealt with in the appropriate United Nation8
bodies, The fact chat mogt isgsues on the agenda of the United Nations are in aome
way relevant to internat ional peace and security should not lead to the conclusion
that the First Committee, notwithstanding its mandate t o dealw i th auesations of
d isarmament andrelated auest fons of internat {onal secur i ty, should discussovher

fgrueg on which there isfar more expertisein ntherbodien,
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In keeping with the nandate of this Committee | et ne first make some remarks
on the present situaticn in matters of International security as we see it, and
then point out some fields in whichthe First Conmittee could, andwe think should,
consjicer CO wrzte measures,

Wien we take stoc.«0f the conduct of States in the framework eatahlished by
the Charter , we realize that, in apite of the verhal adherence of all States
Memhers of the Nat ions to the principle* net out ir th ~“harter, the practical
poiiciea of States do notalways couform to thome principles. Thus, they create a
threat to the nmaintenance of international peace and security.

The world ia still full of warasin which peorie tuffer and die. In several
areas of the worl d, he threz' or use of military pownr has not msubsided, the
i nvasi on and occupation of countries against the will of their peroples and in
contradict ion to relevant reaolut ions of the General Aasentilycont inue. Peacef ul
means ate nNot used fluff iciently to solve regional confl icts,

ARgainst that hackqround, the inherent right of individual and collective
self-defence in accordance with Article 51 of the Charter remains a crucial elenent
of international peace and security and a basis or. which our ef forte have to
proceed. My country has cubedded 1ta defence {n tho framework of the North
Atlantic all fance, which is of & purely defensive nature. Tts paramouit qoal IS to
prevent war in any form conventional or nuclear.

AR the ure of military forces can be justifed cnly hy the r ight to defence,
those forces sbould be: structured and deployed in a way that i3 suitable
exclusively for defenaive purposes. Only defensive strategies are leqgitimate. The
atructure Of the forces and the atrageqy of the North Atlantic altiance correspond

to that reauirement. The world would become a safer place if that reauirement were
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universally applied. In that context we have noted with great interest recent

statements by General Secretary Gorbachev, which seemto reflect a new thinking.

As | stated before, autononous efforts are no |onger sufficient for
saf eguardi ng peace and security. Co-operative solutions should play an ever
increasing role. Particularly in the united Nations we should try to find
co-operative solutions to as many security-related issues as possible. East and
West can only gai n through co-operation, Whereas through confrontation they can
entirely deprive themselves of progress.

W are of the firmconviction that as a first step new co-operative security
structures could be created by the two super-Powers to thebenefit of all States.
We feel there are ample opportunities for co-operative solutions, first of all in
the field ofdisarmament and arms control. Qur aim should be to reach a stable
mlitary balance at the |owest possible level of forces. |nbal ances shoul d be
removed by elininating excessive forces. Disarnmament and arms control agreenents
could thus contribute to strengthening stability and reducing the risk of war.

Measures Whi ch enhance transparency and huild confidence serve the same
purpose. At an earlier stage, mydelegation set forth in detail in this Comittee
its position on disarmament issues, so | can linmt nyself to the present brief
remarks. Let me add, however, that we | ook forward to a verifiable agreement on
the elimpation of all United States and Soviet internediate-range nuclear
mssiles. Such anagreementwi || serve as a very encouraging precedent for further
efforts in the field of disarmanent and armscontr ol

Di sarmanent and arnms control agreements will not, of course, elininate the
causes of conflict, but they can contribute to reducing tension and to creating a
climte conducive to thesettling of conflicts by political means. W shall be

able to achieve Si gni fi cant progress in the field of international security only if
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we strengthen the numerous existing comprehensive security structures geared ta the
maintenance of peace and the prevention of war e¢nd to dialogue, conf idence-huilding
and co-operation. what needs %o be emphasized is the importance of ohsc.ving
international law and the existing commitments of States, and of living up to

them. Their implementation muat be secured not only in international relations but
also in internal affairs. Security without respect for human rights is
inconceivahle. To substitute new elogane for old cnes will only deflect attention

from the issue Of the lack of implementation of existing commftmente.
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The settlemeant of conflicts hy political meane can ho fosterad by a regional
approach adapted to the given situation in each case. Rec ional organizat ions can
play a aignificant. role in this context. In Evcope, the European Community had set
an example for ever closer co-operation and, indeed, integqration. The process of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) procesas, in which
nearly all European countrica, as well as the United States and Canada,
participate, has promoted co-operation on a hroader basis.

It is the object of such co-operation to huild a European peace order that iS
not founded on the supremacy,” claims to predominance or security privileqes of one
.+ide, hut on the peaceful adccemmodation of the interesta of all concerned and that
will, in toe long term, also make it possible to overcome the implications of
contraating socjial and political systems and of the divizion of Europe. Thin
approach could serve as a model.

Of course, the role of the Unj ted Nutions in the settlement of regional
conflicta goes of course, far beyond the mandate of this Committee. Let me just
mention here thre central vole of the Security Council in this matter. My countiy,
which {8 at present a member of that organ of the United Nations, ie joining in
effortas to find ways to end military conflicts and to» promote peaceful solutiona.
Let me also pay a iribute to the Secretary-Teneral and his agsistants in their
tireless efforts of mediaticn and auilet diplomacy. 1In fact, the Secretary-C 2neral
remains, as he has said himse!f, the only channel of communication bhetween the
parties involved in a number cf conflicta vnich | do not have to list here.

Therefore, hia role should he strenqthaned. in particular, he ashould he provided

with the means necegsary for preventive diplomacy.
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Let ne summarize. In the Charter we have the principles on which

international peace and security shoul d be based and t he institutional. framework
for all nmeasures designed to bring about peace andsecurity. We are all agreed on
this. Wat we have to do is to bridge the gap which still exists between these
principles and the realities of international relations. Let us build that bridge
stone by stone. Let us talk about concrete neasures. They nmay appear nodest in
t hemsel ves but, taken together, they can carry us forward. Let us begin now

M. RLANC (France) (interpretation from French): The representative of
Denmark to the United Nations, speaking yesterday as =he Chairman of the Twelve,
expressed the conmon view of the memberStates of the European Community On the
auestions of international security. W therefore endorse that view Today ny
deleqation woul d merely wish to add a few conments on these particularly important
auestions because they are directly related to our common juridical basis, nanely,
the Charter of the United Nations.

There is an awareness in the international comunity of the need to strengthen
the conditions for international security, There are nunerous examples O this,
The first, nentioned recently, is, of course, the prospect Of a summit neeting
between the United states and the USSR together with the signing of a traty on the
elimnation of their internediate-range nuclear forces. 1t is, of course, too
early to judge the real effects of that neeting, but we shall evaluate tbem when
the time cones, viewi ng them from the viewpoint of France, and nmore generally from
that of Europe.

Thetine of the bipolar world is over, The two greatest Powers cannot

determne, on their own the course of international relations. Their assistance
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is necessary, essential, indeed paranpunt in certain cases,butit cannotbe
sufficient in itself. In different ways each country is guided in its own way to

makeits contribution to the permanent work of the strengthening of international
security in all its aspects.

Each oneis of course entitled to have an opinion ontheauestion, and
therefore the debate should be open. For the sake of clarity it should be pointed
outthat,according to us, it is not possible - indeed, it is not desirable - to
let it bethoughtthat through somesort of nutation - somesort of sw nging back
and forth - it is possible today to reorganize the conditions for security ona
new, se~called conprehensive and general basis. The only way to make real
progress, in our opinion, is to strengthen the Charter of theUnited Nations,
beginning with theactual behaviour of the States which have subscribed to it and
which, therefore, have to respect and conply with it, in all its provision.

Today, anattenpt is being made to enphasi ze the need to devel op
nul tilateralism Indeed, who is against multilateralisn? It is, bydefinition,

the raison d'é&tre of the United Nations. The real difficulty is tomakeofitan

effective practice adapted to the stakes of thenmoment, Need | renmind the
Committee that France is in favour of strengthening the role and effectiveness of
the organs of the United Nations? The great debate in which the present
international situation invites us to engage cannot, in any event, lead us to
conpl acency, whether with regard to the past or to the future.

If we consider recent devel opnents, we are bound to observe the persistence of
serious situations which no one can overl ook and which cannotbe settled through

fine words or bydecree.
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The alarming persiastence of serious regional conflicts |eads us to observe
that in Cambodia, Afghanirtan, the Near Rast, southern Africa and the Iran-Iraa
conflict, no solution has yet been found. The only positive sign perhaps is that

the central role of the United Nation8 ia hetter recognised in certain instances,

especially that of the Security Council. But this progress has yet to he confirmed
in deeds and made general. |n any case, this is one of the f£irst direction8 to
take.

Rut in this Committee | must call attention to the great amount of work that
remaine to be done in regard to disarmament, where it could he said, to some
extent, that thinga have only begun. |t is too early - indeed much too early = to
proclaim victory.

The improvement in relations between Fast and wert opens up favourable
prospects: this no one denies. Rut two years after the Geneva summit meeting we
cannot help noting thstj the serious work of dealing with the main danger = the
overabundance of offensive strategic weapons possessed by the two greatest Powers -
has not even begun. This is another priority area in which the action of the two
greatest Powers is both urgent and essential.

In our view, the real programme for strengthening international security is
already a matter of immediate urgency and depends upon the concrete action of
States. ‘It is called the settlement of conflicts, the strengthening of
international sol idar i ty, and effective and verifiable measures of disarmament. SO
we always come back to the fundamental principles of the Charter. Thus, today we
do not need any new rules, new priorities, or "new thinking”. What we need is the
implementation of and compliance with the effective principles and mechanisms.

The preceding considerations determine our attitude towards the proposal8 made
by the Soviet Union and cther Warsaw Pact countries aimed at establishing a general.

system of international peace and security, on which | should like to speak of now.
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This proposal can be analysed from two standpoints: that of the Soviet Union
and that of the United Nations.

An element of the Soviet Union's policy towards the United Nations, the nany
recent statenents by responsible leaders in the USSR, including those at the
hi ghest |evel, nmust be viewed with great interest. After years - indeed,
decades - of disagreenent on highly inportant points connected with the basic
functioning of the United Nations, we now hear sonetinmes-new language that gi ves usS
cause to hope that fundanental disagreenents, some inherited from the |ong-ago
col d-war period, are things of the past. France welconmes this will to co-operate
that has been clearly evidenced by oneof the mosthighly armed Powers, a founding
Menber of the United Nations and a pernanent nenber of the Security Council. W
are prepared, for ourpart, to continue ourconsultations with the USSR on every
point that country has raised in recent statenents and to study its proposals in
the appropriate United Nations bodies. The dialogue and co-operation between
France and the USSR within the United Nations is of long date, and it is fruitful
and useful for the full inmplementation of the Charter. It has never been
questioned, even at the nost difficult of times. W hope that it will go on under
t he best possi bl e condi tions.

Considering things fromthe viewpoint of the well-understood interests of the
Uni ted Nations , wemustsaythat the action proposed by the Soviet Union gives rise
to three basic objections, which | should now like to clarify,

First , when it comesto taking into account the inherent conplexities of the
international situation, the Soviet proposal tends to over-sinplify. In

par zicular, we are thinking of the notion that the conprehensive system of

international peace and security should go hand in hand with the elinination of
nucl ear weapons. That correlation once again tends to put in question the

pr incipi e of deterrence. M country'sview in this regard is well known, and | do
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not wish to dwell upon it today. Without enter iny in to a de ta iled discuss ion on
the mattter , | would state that France abides by existing facts and the pertinent
provisions of the United Nations Charter, namely, Articles 2, 51 and 52, which
retain all their validity.

Secondly, and conversely, where there is a need to be simple the Soviet
proposal tends to complicate th ings unnecessar ily. various Soviet statements have
referred to the virtues of dialogue, the effects of interdependence and the need to
institutionalize international co-operation in all areas. Judging from the only
information available so far, the draft text would propose a series of broad and
vague - indeed, indefinable - formulas that do not correspond to the text of the
Charter and, in fact, tend to weaken and blur the central role of the United
Nations. From what we have read so far, we feel it is important to recall that the
non-use oOf force and the peaceful settlement of disputes are Charter obligations,
not so-called reasonable solutions or only some measures among others. Similarly,
the insistance on the role of States in the maintenance of international peace and
security tends to over shadw the pr imar y r espons ib ili ty in this area, which the
Charter has entrusted to the Secur ity Council. 1n spi te of statements by the
sponsors of this text, which has not yet been submitted officially, in which they
assure us of their wish to confirm the Charter, experience has Long since taught
that such attempts to paraphrase or complement the Charter Lead to weakening it and
altering its meaning or balance.

Lastly, and directly to the point, we cannot suhscr ibe to the method proposed
by the USSR to establish such a comprehensive system. Recourse to a group of
experts would be tantamount to isolating the debate on international security, in
which each country has a role to play in full sovereignty, and to entrust it to a

few experts proceeding on the basis of preconceived ideas. ‘In the name of the very

rules of operation of the United Nation:, Oof the necessary transpa: ency and of the
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gravity of the stakes, such an action does not seem acceptable. Indeed, what
experts would these be, and to do what? The best available groups of experts are
the existing United Nations bodies.

The Soviet Union would like to change the United Nations from top to bottom at
one stroke. We, for our part, proceed from A diametrically opposi te point. AS the
living expression of a particularly complex international society, which no one
today is able to dominate, the United Nations must gradually strengthen its role jn
the maintenance of international peace and secur ity through the r igorous and daily
compliance of all Member States with the Charter.

Nothing but the Charter, but the whole Char terr 40 years after its adoption,
the founding text of today’s international society still has its entire future
ahead of it and deserves, as it did in the beginning, a total and confident
adherence sufficient unto itself

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) : Before adjourning the

meeting, | should like to inform representatives that at this afternoon’s meeting

the following delegations have inscr ibed their names to speak: Morocco, the United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Bulgaria and Ghana.

The meeting rose at 12. LO p.m.




