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The meeting was called to order at 4.20 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda wa3s adopted.

LETTER DATED 25 MARCH 1986 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENVATIVE OF MALTA TO THE UNITED
RATIONS ADDRESSED 10 THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY QOUKCIL (S/17940)

LETTER DATED 25 MARCH 1986 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OF SOVIEY
SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
SECURITY COUNCIL (5/17941)

LETTER DATED 26 MARCH 1986 FROM THE FERMANENT REVRESENTATIVE OF IRAQ TO THE UNITED
NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (8/17946)

The PRESIDENT: 1In accordance with decizions taken by the Council at
previous meetings on this item, I invite the representative of Malta to take &
plece at the Council table; I invite the rspresentatives of Algeris, the
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Rmpublic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Demccratic Yemen,
Ethiopia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, India, the Islamic Republic of
Iran, Kuwait, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, the Libyan Arab Jamshiriya,
Mongolia, Poland, the Syrian Arab Republic, the Ukrainisn Soviet Socialist
Republic, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia to take the places reserved for tanem at the side
of the Council Chamber.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Agius (Malta) took a place at the

Council table; Mr. Djoudi (Algeria), Mr. Maksimov (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic), Mr., Oramas Oliva (Cuba), Mr. Cesar (Czechoslovakia), Mr. Al-Ashtal

(Democcatic Yemen), Mr. Dinka (Ethiopia), Mr, Ott (German Democratic Republic),

Mr. Endreffy (Mungary), Mr. Kriehnan (India), Mr. Rajaie-Khorassani (Ielamic

Republic of Iran), Mr. Abdulhasan (Kuwait} Mr. Somvorachit (Lao Peopie's Desocratic

Republic), Mr, Azzarcuk (Libyan Araty Jamahiriya), Mr. Wyamdoo (Mongolia),

Mr. Noworyta (Poland), Mr, %1 Fattal (Syrisn Arab Republic), Mr. (udovenko

{Ukrainian Soviet Socialis: Republic), Mr, Buj Xuan Nhat {Viet Nam) and Mz. Golcb

{Yugnelavia) took the places ressrved for them at the side of the Counz:il Chambar.
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The PRESIDENT: I should like to inform the Council that I have received
letters from the n-puuntativu of Afghanistan, Mozambique and Nicaragua in which
they request to be invited to participate in the discussion of the item on the
Council's agenda. In &ccordance with the usual practice and with the consent of
the Council, I propose to invite those representatives to participate in the
discussion, without the right to vote, in conforamity with the relevant provisions
of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules of procadure.

There being no objection, it i{s so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. zZarif (Afghanistan, Mr, Dos Santos

(Mozamsbique) and Miss Astorqga (Nicaragua) took the places resarved for them at the

side of the Council Chamber.

. The PRESIDEST: The Security Council will now resume ixs consideration of
the item on its agenda.

Hembers of the Council have before them document §/17954, which contains the
text of a draft rescolution submitted by Bulgaria and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.

The £irst speaker iz the uptuenutiv; of Democratic Yemen, I invite hi’- to

take s place at the Council table and to make his statemsent.



EMS/6 8/PV. 2671
6
Mr, AL-ASHTAL (Democratic Yemen):; On this last day of your tenure asg
President us the Security Council for the month of March, Sir, may I extend to you
my felicitations on the admirable manner in which you have conducted the Council's
proceedings thanks to your superb qualities as a distinguished diplomat hailing
from Denmark, & country with which Democratic Yemen enjoys good relations.

The crisis over the Gulf of Sidra may be over by now. Reports have it that
United States naval forces have been pulled from the scene after having committed a
premeditated and calculated act of aggression against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.
United States spokesms : have boastad of striking a missile battery, sinking
two patrol boats a ing scores of people in the process. The damage to the
Libyan people has . en done; it was both unjustified and unforgettable.
But the damage to civiliz. finternational conduct shamefully lingers on. The
United Statss, a super-Power, has resorted to the use of cruds force to resclve a
legal dispute with Libya, a small developing country thousands of miles away from
the shores of the United States. Notwithstanding its status as a permanent member
of the Security Council with special responsibilities for the maintenance of
intecnational peace and security, the United States has once again manifested its
arrogant disdain for the norms of decent internationali behaviour.

What will become of the world if nations redort to force to settle lecal
disputes of this nature, and what crises will unfold {f the United States alone
lets 1loose its naval armada to assert its freedom of navigation in disputed waters
elsewhere on the globe? Surely there must be better ways to settle such disputes.
Under the Charter of the United Nationg, States have undertaken to refrain froa the
threat or use of force in their international relatfons and to seek solutions to
their differences through methods of negotiation, arlitration or judicial
settiement. For many years now, the United Nations has been expounding the

principle of the peaceful scttlement of disputes as a cornerstone of international
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(Mr. Al-Ashtal, Democratic Yeman)

relations. By deploying its naval forces in the Gulf of Sidra, the United States
has undermined that cherished principle and flouted the Charter of the United
Nations at the same time.

In the White House these days, power politics supersedes mtornatiohal law,
The decision to instigate a military encounter with Libyan forces in the Gulf of
Sidrs had been taken long before the Unitad States Sixth Fleet started its military
manceuvres in the Mediterranean Sea. The timing had to coincide with the raging
debate on United States military appropriations, for cbvious reasons. Then came
the act of bravado of 24 March: a pitiful mismatch between the United States Sixth
Flest and a few Libyan boats. Here in the Security Council the United States had
to defend its atrocity by invoking Article 51 of the Charter, claiming the right to
self-defance in the Gulf of Sidra, whither it had dispatched its armada,
intentionally looking for trouble, In a senge this has becowe a pattern in the
foreign policy of the Reagan AMministration. Sowme like to call it "Rambo politics*
but, whatever it is, the world is no safer when a nuclear Power gratuitously
engsges in patty ware merely to gratify the appetite of a military establishment
intent on going all the way to the stars.

My Government vigorcusly condemns the aggression committed by the United
States against the Libyan Arab Jamshiriya, a friendly Acab country that pursues an
independent and anti-imperialist policy in international relaticns, It is clear
that the dispute over the Gulf of Sidra was only a pretext to undermine the
independent policy of Libya. The 'Yaneni pecple express their full solidarity with
the Libyan people, and my country categorically supports the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
in its jus- struggle to safequard its independent policy and to resist imperimlist

and Zionlst designs aimed at the Arab people,
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Democratic Yemen for his
kind words addressed to my country and ©0 me.

Mr. ADOUKI (Congo) (interpretation from French): Before stating Congo's
views on the situation in the Mediterranean and in particular in the Gulf of Sidra,
8ix, I should like to say how pleased my delegation is to see you presiding over
the Sscurity Council and tc congratulate you on the able way in which you are
guiding its work,

The delegation of Congo takes spaciul note, Mr. President, of the lavish
tribute you were kind encugh to pay me - spscifically, I must cbseive, in my
capacity as outgoing President of the Council. My delegation il extrensly
gratified, and it thanks you.

Today the spazac of the turbulent seas hold no further mystery - at leas:, not
the deadly Spasas sean in the Mediterranean on 24 and 25 March in the Gulf of
8idra. Thay sre clear evidence of a hard line of military “containment® in a
conflict which is in fact highly couplex, and in a region which is in constant flux.

The strategic option - a major .ocus of aitention, which reveals the
&tlci@icl of diplomacy and dialogue - appears to come to the fore with sach new
developsent in the Middle East, Faced with a situation in which all sorts of
serious probless cannot be resolved and the neaeded patﬂcipation of all the parties
concerned remains minimal or even excluded, Congo can only reiterats its profound
concern and relect a future for the States of the region which consists, as before,
of the threat of periodic confrontation.

In the bitter confrontation between the United States and Libya there was much
talk in the past of the Libyan aircraft shot down in 1981, and recently of economic
sanctions. Curiously, announcements of various measures tend to spotlight irritant

factors, thus fueling flercely the growing tension.
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{Mr. Adouki, Congo)

It would be difficult not to view the attacks of the United States naval
forces against Libyar. ships and tercitory on 24 and 25 March of this year as part
of the disquieting logic of military confrontation and political destabilization.

Because they seriously threaten not only the security of the region but also
international peace and stability, such attacks in the Mediterranean, or anywhere
elae for that matter, will never earn the Congo's approval, They are contrary to
the fundamental principles governing international relations, which excvlulle the
threat or use of force or coercion,

My Governwent reaffirms its solidarity with the people of the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya in the safeguarding of its independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity.

It is, I believe, appropriate to remind the Council that the internatiounal
comtunity has avaiiable plenty of machinery and appropriate procedures for the
settlement by peaceful means of any justified complaint of one State against
another.

wWith regard to the freaedom of the high seas, Congo shares the view that the
gtatus of maritime spaces subject to non-exclusive rights should be determined
within the framework of the conditions enviraged in the 13958 and 1982 Conventions
on the Law of the Sea and other rules of international law. .

In any case, any State, be it coastal or land-locked, may for peaceful
purposes invoke this principle, a fundamental and venerable one, which governs the
whole of the Law of the Sea. .

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Congo for his kind

words addressed TU 8.
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Mr, AL-SHAALI (United Arab Emirates) {interpretation from Arabic):
Mr. President, I would not wish this month of March to end without my
congratulating you formally and praising you for the cowpetence you have
democnatrated during your term, which has shown the importance your country,
Denmark, attaches to international affairs,

I should alsoc like to thank our friend and colleague Mr. Adouki, Permanent
Represantative of the Congo, on the lucid way in which he dealt with the problems
we had to discuss last month.

Allow me also to congratulate the Permanent Representative of the Soviet Union
and to wish him svery success in his endeavours., I express the hope that he will
co-cperate in the discharge of the tasks of this Council.,

*Before addressing the item under discuseion, I would hail the International
Year of Peace, the first quarter of which has just cowe to an end.

I believe we can easily ascertain the truth of the facts that have been
submitted to us. We need only consult articles and publications that have appeared
in the United States in the last three months, or even just last week, to see what
is happening. T should like at this time ¢> pay tribute to United States
newspapers for thelr objectivity on this score. Those newspapers have discussed
the goals of the United States in the Gulf of sidra, goals quite different from
thoge that were announced.

Planz for the premeditated attsck against Libya were hatched ag early as last
December - indeed, many yiars ago; all possible scenarios were considered. That is
why the United States Government imposed an economic boycott on Libya and asiked all

— 8 —_-
F

United Stated companiss am

— Al i B T
citisens in Libys 4o lenve

that counetrv. The United
States has alsc been conducting four naval manoeuvies facing the Libyan coaat, and
aven now the American authorities are publiscly discussing how best to put an end to

the Libyan régime. Thus the problem before us today 1 one involving the use of



RE/7 S/PV.2671
13-15

{Mt. Al-Shaali, United
Arab Emirates)

force in international relatiuns. 1In flagrant violatfon of the provisions of
Article 2 of the United Nations Charter, the United States has threatened and used
force against Libys in order to impose its political and strategic goals. In 8o
Joing the United States has invoked international law to achieve other purposes; I
dc not believe that the assertion of freedom of navigation was its top priority.
Many States, even allies of the United States, have stated that the mechanism used
for the settlement of this dispute should have been arbitration by the
International Court of Justice, and not the use of force, because if those States
that did not agree with Libyas on the legal status of the Gulf of Sidra were all to
send their navies towards that Gulf, we should certainly be on the brink of the
third world war.

The stater ...t that the United States undertook thie action on behalf of and in
the name c. the international community prompts us to wonder which international
vomssunity has given the United States that mandate. My country, as a member of the
international community, has given no one a mandate to carty out any such acts.

The thirst for povwer requires no legal or logical justification; it creates
its own logic and ite own justification whether the pretext involves “internatioual
terrorisn®™ or "national into;csts' and 86 on - the list is very long indeed. Even
if we were to yiew this problem from a strictly legal standpoint, the record of
respect for international law would discourage us from endaging in any discussion
in that regard. International law is not a garden from which one can pluck the
flowers of one's choice: 4t i{s indivisible, and it coupriees rights and
obligations. One cannot choose the parts of 1ntd:n$tional lzw ocne likes and ignore
the rest - especlally when one has not signed the Convention on the Law of the
Sea., My country is a signatory to the Convention on the Law of the Sea, and we
believe that any dispute that might arise in connection with it ahould he asttled

within fpecialized bodies.
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(Mr. Al-shaali, United
Arab Emirates)

My country does not believe the United States is a direct party to a conflict
with Libya; nor does my country believe any individual State can arrogate to itself
responsibility for imposing respect for international law.

In terss of common saense, an example has been mentioned and I should like to
rapeat it in the same context. Let us assume that someone stops his car on a
public highway, in front of your house and points his shotgun towards your house to
prevent you from leaving or entering. Can that individual say he ia using the
public road, when it is known that he has already said that he wants to kill you
and desiroy your home? Suppose he is using 30 tanks instead of a shotgun: does
that wean he is engaged in peaceful activities on that public rosd?

The Amarican authorities have sajd that the Libyan vessels wera dastroyed as 8
pre-emptive measure, but we cannot believe that. Bven if we wera to believe that
Libya had launched six missiles that missed their targei, the United States
response was out of proportion to the attacks. That confirms the rcal objective of
the entire undertaking.

Furthermore, the manceuvres camse to an end five days before L2 scheduled
date, after the United States authorities anncunced that they had achieved their
objective, Thus the guestion arises: What were the real objeétlve: that came to
an end in that fashi. » safter the attack against Libyan port facilities and vessels?

Al of that goes to ghow that the American manceuvres in the Gulf of 3idra
were in fact desigred to provoke, that the attack against Libya wags premed’tated,
that the entire action waa unlawful, 1lleg2l and unjustifiable, and that the use of
force was ktotally out of proportion to the situation. Tha: is why my country, in

deploring the situation, issued the following statement on 26 March:
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(Mr. Al-Shaali, United
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“The United Arab Emirates is greatly concerncd at the dangerous military
escalation in the Gulf of Sidra stemming frowm United States aggression against
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. The United Arab Ewirates condemns th: t aggresasion
in flagrant violatio: of Libya's independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity. Wwe reaificrm our solidarity with the Jamahiriy: and express the
hope that an end will be put ‘0 this ascalation, which is threatening the
cecurity of Arab States, th 'r territorial integrity, and the security of the
castern Nediterranean, not o wmention the security of the international
community as a whole.”

The concerns expressed by States about the approach taken by the United States
to solve this problem deal not only with the technical aspects of the situation;
above and beyond that, political issues and relations betwaen States are involved.
Egre the problem 18 the arbitrary use of force by a major Fower against a small
8tate. From past experience, as well as from the present, we know that the use of
military force as a means of couducting foreign policy will continue and ba evean
more prevalent in the future. The sole criterion here is the extent of the damage
that may result from the resort to force rather than to international law. This
takes us back to the theory of the balance of deterrence. But as lony as
third-world countries, particularly the smaller countries, do not have the militacy
strength to snable them to safeguard their independence, such small States \;tll be
victias of internaticnal polarization and they will be compelled to choose between
losing their independence and complets annihilation for themselves and their
pacples. ‘

The Charter assumes that certain States have special responsibilities

vis~&~vis the international community and has given them certain powers. Howavar,
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those States ssem tO have exceeded those povere and used force to impose their
domination over small States. Thus, intecrnational law and the United Nations
Charter have been viclated with the impunity of might. Apparently the Charter must
be respected only by the small States which cannot defend themselves. That is why
the Security Council must give the most serious consideration to the problem that
is before us.

The events which have taken place this year prompt vs to reconasider certain
concepte and, I believe, this year should be referred to &s the "international year
of arrogance” rather than the “International Year of Pesce".

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United Arab Emirates
for the kind words he addressed to my country and to me.

The next apeaker is the representative of Afghanistan. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. ZARIF (Afghanistan): Although this is your last day in office as
President of the Becurity Council for the wmonth of March, I should, nevertheless,
like to express our felicitations both on the assumption of your responsible duties
and on the skilful manner in which you have guided the Council's work this month.

I wish also to pay a tribute to your predecesgsor, the Porinnent Representative
of the Congo, for hiw able leadership during the month of Pebruacy.

Under normal circumstances, the wanton act of aggression carried out by the
United Statas against Libya would have brought shock and sstonishment., However,
that seems not to be the case for certain reasons ~ mainly because the source of
sggression is qll_too familiar and the verdict of imperialism on projressive,

independent countries is no longer a sscret.
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The United States, which has developed a curious attachment to the role of
defendant before the judgement of world public opinion, has broken by far all
previous records sat by it in the past for arrogant behaviour. Its owinous and
blocdy hands are siretched to virtually all corners of the world with only one
1llusicon in mind: to mould the world on & pattern drawn up in Washington. To see
that illusion materialized, Washington is out to acquire ultimate and unquestioned
supremacy over any and all nations. Thus trillions of dollars have been dusped
into the military-industrial monopolies in a lust to muster, quantitatively and
qualitatively, greater destructive potentials.

In this unbridled striving, all legal, political, moral, terrestrial and space
boundaries have been brazenly violated; signed treaties have been shelved and
conspiracies hatched tc erect barriers tu the conclusion of new ones.

A preposterous jingoism and “Ramboism" have dominated the sick minds of the
cliaues in charge of affaire in militarist quarters. The concept of the so-called
new globalism has brought about 2 reciudescence of viclence, aggression,
interference and intervention. Economic blockads, political and military
intiuwidation, subversion and destabilization, and the use of proxies and mercenary
legions have become routine means in imperialist forefgn policy which are publicly
debated in the centres of power in the imperialist countries.

what is iﬁteresting is that no effort is made to disguise these undeniable
realitics, leaving no shred of doubt about the arrogart and asygressive essence of
ixperialisn.

Although in the long run all humanity will fall victim to these policies, for
tho moment it is a few carefully Selected nations which are prime targsts. Libwa;
alongside many other progressive countries, is a natural opject of imparialist
machinations by virtue of its independent and anti-imperialist stance. Libys's

steadfase and vigorous rejection of imperialist and Zionist designs egainst the
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Palestinian and other Arab peoples and its consistent support of the forces of
liberation and independence in the Middle East are a matter of record. Such a
posture would inevitably occasion fluster and outrage in the White Bouse. Hence,
the naked act of aggression perpetrated by the United States ayainst Libya is by
all indications a premeditated act within the Uniied States overall global policy
of State banditry and terruriem.

Scae would naively have us believe that what hnppcn«i in the Gulf of Sidra on
24 and 25 March this year was in exercise of the right of free navigation in
international waters or was based on the right of self-defance enshrined in Article
51 of the United Nations Charter. There can be no denying the pervasive
differences of minddet that identify the opposing positions and underly the
conflicting arguments. But what h:s been adduced by the aggressor, namely, United
States inperislism, is nothing more than the political balderdash it is attempting
to shove down the throats of a watchful international community. The United States
AMministration should be reminded that its undignified ard impolitic endeavours to
deceive - to put it mildly ~ the world public resembles the desperate effortu of
soms one to hawk hi. fake wares on a strest of very unlikely customers. The |
ignoainy of the American act is most demonstrably unvelled by the United States
Muinistration's stark adoption of a double-standard on the Law of the Sea, in
go&ral. and on territorial waters, in particular.

It is indeed a low-down absence of morality on the part of the United States
Administration to bully ssall independent nations with impunity. What was
comeitted against Libya was nothing less than outright aggression, a grave
violation of an-no_tm and principles of international law governing inter-State
conduct and a blatant affront to all humanity, which is struggling to strengthen
international peace and gecurity. No matter how hard the United States may try o

the cuntrary, these facts cannot be swept aside,



JVi/9 8/¥V.2671
23

(Mr. Zarif, Afghanistan)

The Miuistry of Foreign AZfsirs of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan,
having carefully snalysed the situatjon, bhas vigorously condemned the United Statas
&t of aggrssdion and called for an immediato end to United States aggression and
provocution., The statessnt of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, which is being
fssued as & Jocument of the General Assembly and the Security Council, has
axpressad fraternal solidarity with the pecple and leadership of Libya in these
difficult times in their history.

It is our expsctation that the Security Council will also uphold justice and
condean the aggressor for its totally unjustifiable act against the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya and call tor the payment of appropriate compensation for the material
Ganage and loss of life inflicted on Libya.

Before concluding, Mr. Prasident, ullov me to thank you and, through you, the
other semters of the Council for the opportunity you have given my delegation to
present its views.

The FROSIDENT: I thank the repressntstive of Afghanistan for his kind
words addressed to me.

The naxt speaker is the reprasentative of the Byelorussian Soviet Soctalist
Republic, I finvite him to take & place at the Council table and to make his
stalement,

Mr. MARSIMOV {Byelorussian Soviet Socialiast Republic) (interpretation
from Rugsian): First of all, Sir, I wish to congratulate you on your successful
@ischarge of the isportant functions of President of the Security Council and to
thank you and, through you, the other members of t}m Security Council for the
OpFortunitcy affordeé our deizgation to participate in the dﬁ:cuu;’.on oF the item m

the Council’s agenda.
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For & long time now, the United States Administration has been carefully ard
Purposefully carrying out a provocative policy ot stepping up hostility agalnst
Libya. Apatt from naked, inadmissible attacks against that country and its
leaderghip, the United States, with cleariy provocative intent, has been carrying
out uninterrupted naval exercises off che Libyan coast with the purticipation of
air force units, Obviously, the United States militarists could not wait to strike

at Libyan targets,
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on 24 and 25 March this year those threats were carried out, with military
strikes leading to loss of human life and considerable materiazl damage.

Washington resorts to all kinds of sophistry and trumped-up pretexts to
Justify its policy §f intervention in the affairs of sovereiqgn States, in disregard
of the provisions of the United Nations Charter and the universally accepted norms
of international law. Washington would have us see itz acts in the way it presents
them.

The most recent act of aggression against Libya is just one more link in the
long chain of acts of aggression carried out by American imperialism, acts that
simply represent State terrorism.

Why does official washington hate Libya so violently and pour down on th_at
sovereign State a veritable torrent of slander and opprobrious fnvective that is
intolerable in a civilized world? It is simply because the Libyan people is
implementing its chosen programme of social and political reforms, and its
leadership hae been taking an independent, anti-imperialist position in
international affairs. wWashington - particulariy the current Administration - has
been pursuing a policy of neo—globalism, and is getting its face against
progressive sccial and other reforms, against the national liberation movesents and
dgainst all those who do not agree with 1its aggre¢ssive foreign policy.

Furthermore, the policy of adopting a poaition of strength - the policy of the
big stick, economic pressure and blackmail - now enjoys offictal status. No one is
to contradict the Uniced States in any way., That is the ezgence of the current
Mwministration's policy. The policy of adopuin}; a position of strength now pursued
far tha tnited States administration. an out:ageou§ example of which was the acte of
aggression against Libya, is & serious source of international tension and a threat

to international peace and security. In particular, it is leading to a heightening

of existing conflicts and is fanning the flames of fresh conflicts.
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The piratical actions of the United States militarists have been condemned
throughout the world. They have, for example, aroused the profound concarn of the
Non-Aligned Movement, A communigué of the Co—ordinating Bureau of the Kovement
acopted on 26 March states:

“these acts of aggression ... created a sarious threat, not only to regional

security, but also to 1nternat10m.1 peace and stability. The action by the

United States was all the more condemnable since, by virtue of its position as

a permanent meaber of the Security Council, it has primary responsibility for

the maintenance of internaticnul peace and stability and to abiSe Ly the

principles of the Chartesr of the United Nations®, (8/.7947, annex)

Facts are obstinate things. They have made it abundantly clear that,
unfortunately, the deeds of the United States Mainistration in the world arena are
dlametrically opposed to its widely advertised statements about its commitment to
peace. A commitment tc peace as interpreted by Washington simply translates in
practice into acts of aggression against those States that are unwilling to do what
the United States tells them to,

However, history will take its course; no matter how much the leaders in
washington try to divert it, they will be unable to do so. Ths peoples of the
whole world demand the renunciation of the policy of force, and call instesad for a
policy of the peaceful resolution of disputes, in the interests of regional and
global security and the strengthening of international peace.

On the basis of what I have said, the Byelorussian delegation associates
itasclf with the indignation expressed here in the Security Council over the Unitud
States acts of aggression againgt Libya, and the vigurous condemsation of them, and
damands that they never be allowed to recur. We trust that the Council will take

the neceesary weacures to achieve that end;
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In thess difficult times for Libya, we asaure the Libyan people and the
Government of the Socialist Peopia's Libyan Arab Jamahiriyd of our solidarity and
suppott.

The PRESIDENT: I thank thie representative of the Byslorussian Soviet
Sccialist Republic for his kind words addressed to me.

The next speaker is the reprei-mtative of Nicaragua. I invite her to take a
place et the Council table and to make her statement.

Miss ASTORGA (Nicaragus) (interpretation from Sanish): Allw me tirit,
Mr. President, to thank the Council for giving me the opporturity to take part in
the debate on the iten before it. I also wish to congratulate you nost sincerely
on your assumption of the presidency for this month. Your country's tradition of
peace and respact for internstional law and your persoral convictions have been a
guarantee of the success of the Council's vork. By the same token, I congratulate
Asbassador Martin Adouki, permanent rspresentative of the Congo, who prasided over
the Council's mk‘ last month with great visdos.

We are mecting today to consider once again a situation createad by the defiant
policy, based on the thieat and use of force, of a major Power, which, as a
persanent meaber of the Council, entrusted with the maintenance of international
‘ peacs &nd security, has a special responzibility to refrain from carrying cut acts
involving fotc; and incimidation and to settle its disputss by the pecaceful weans
set forth in the Charter.

Acting contrary to the responsible opinion of the international community, the
United States decided o mobilize its fleet to conduct naval exercises off the
Libyan coast iﬁ the central Mediterranean, with a cllax:y'intilidatoty and
provocative intent, It also decided to Imposc trade smanctions on Libya. Now it

has decided to attack vessels and missile bases in Libyan territory. Those
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wmijustifiable acts of provocatica and aggression by the United States againast - yet
again - a small. independent, non-aligned Nation not only violate the spirit of the
United Nations Charter and the cbligstions under it, but also endanger the
stability of tha region and international peace and security.

The Non-Aligned Movement has repeatedly expresssd the view that the
Maditerranean should become a zwie of peace, security and co-operation, bui-.- those
aspirations of the internstional comauity are openly thwarted by the arrogance of
the United States in the case before the Council.

The people of Nicaragua is well acjuainted with that policy of threats,
blackmail, provocation and aggression, which we have had to face up to for the past
five years. Therefore, we condemn - as the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Nom-Aligned
Movemeant did a faw days ago -~ the actiong of the United States againsi the
sovereignty, indepondence and security of Libya. The United States is not only
arrogating to itself the right to use force whan it zees fit, violating the norms
of international law, but also, on the basis of an alleged right to self-defence,
is perpetrating acts of aggression and blackmail, trying to impose {ts will by

force of arms, forgetting that the power of reason is stronger,
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The Goverrment of Nicaragua, profoundly respectful of international law and
cvmmitted to peace, a country that has suffered from similar aggression as that
perpetrated agaiast the people of Libya, issued a communiqué dated 26 March 1985 in
oconnection with the grave events in the Gulf of Sidra, which states the following:

*The Ministry of Foreign Affairs, in connection with the situation
pravailing in the Gulf of 8idra, makes the Zollowing public statemant:

~rhe Government of Nicaragua categorically condesns the military
sanoeuvies ordered by the Government of the United States in the vicinity of
the continental territory of Libya and the penstration by United States
aircraft of the Gulf of Sidcra, which constitute an unjustifiable and
ircesponsible act of intimidatfion and provocation.

*Such sanoeuvies and other acts of intimidation constitute a clear
display of force which is prohibited by the Charcer of tha United Naticns and

a provocation ageinst Libya, action which has led to wmilitary incidents,

including unjustifiable attacks with ensuing loss of life in Libyan territory,

all of which is a threat to internaticnal peadce and security.
*rhe Government of Nicaragua condesns the threat or use of force agsinat

Libya and demands the cessation of the provocations and military actions by

the United States and, at the sams time, recalls the obligation of all States

to uss peaceful means for the settlement of disputes.”

My delegation believes that the international commsunity now has another
opportunity to display its responsiveness to the will of the international
community, which calls for a cessation of hostilities against a sovereign 8tate,
foi respect of the Tnited Waticns Charter and of tk.: ruls of law, which muat ot

inter-State relations.
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The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Nicaragua for her kind
words addressed to my country and to we.

The next speaker is the representative of Bthicpia. I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. DINKA (Bthiopia): I should like first of all to extend to you, 8ir,
my heartfelt congratulations on your assusption of the presidency of the Council
for the month of March., Given your diplomatic skill and wide experience, I have no
doubt that you will steer the deliberations of the Council towsards a successful
<cnclusion.

I should also like to take this opportunity to express the appreciation of my
delegation to His Excellency Ambassador Martin Adouki, the Permansnt Representative
of the Republic of the Congo to the United Wations, for the comsendable manner in
which ke conducted the affaire of the Coun- i1 during the month of February.

The issue under discussion, namely, the situation currently obtaining in the
southern Kediterranean, is a matter of serious concern to my Government, and indeed
to all Goveraments, for which the strict observance of the basic tenents of
international iaw and the fundamental principles of the United Nations Charter
resaing unequivocal and total. What is at stake is not only the provecative
actions against the non~-aligned African State Member of the United Nations and a
violation of its territorial integrity by a permanent aember of this Council, but
also the syscesatic ercajon of the rule of law, which constitutes the very fabric
of inter-~State rejlations as defined by enlightened humanity,

The Governmant and people of Socialist Ethiopia believe that problems among
Statran shonld be fu.nl,ved throuah nescaful dislosue snd noantistiana. Thay heliave
further thaL to resort to sabre-rattling, State tercorism or gun-boat diplomacy is
ceri:ainly to fail to grasp the lessons of history. It is with this in mind that my

Governsent issued the following official communiqué on 27 March 1986 in
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Addis Ababa, reyarding the aggressive and illegal acts perpetrated against the
Socialist Pecple's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya by the United States Administration.

*It is to be recalled that the Government of Soclalist Bthiopia issued a
statement on 29 January 1986 on the provocative military manceuvres by the
United States Sixth Flget near the Libyan coast and the threat of the use ci
fotce against the Libyan Arab Jamshiriya by the United States Administraticn.

*On that occasion, Socialist Ethiopia, while indicating the dangerous
rossibility of a wilitary confrontation, called on the United States
Administration to desist from provoking the Jamahirviya and to call off the
aggreseive wilitary manceuvres against the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of Libya.

"8ince then, not only has the United States Administration continued with
its provocations against Libya, but it also, not surprisingly, last Monday
launched an armed attack against the vessels and installations of the
Jamshiriya. It has now become crystal clear that the United States
Administration has all along been planning to commit aggression against Libya.

"It is indeed regre:table to observe the continued flagrant violation of
internatiocnal law and morality by the United States Adminiatration through the
launching of unwarrxanted attacks on a non-aligned developing coantry. The
chetnnené of Socialisc Ethiopla condemneg these acts of military proveocation
and sggression against the Jamahiriva and wishes once again to call on the
Unfited States Government to refrain from its lawless acts which cannot but
endanger peace ané stability in the entice Mediterranean ragion of North

Africa.
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*while expressing its militant and revolutionary solidarity with the
people and Government of the Jamahiriya, Socialist Bthiopia calls on
peace-loving and democratic forces the world over to prevail upon the United
States Adminiatration to terminate forthwith its premeditated aggresaion
against Libya."

‘The PRESIDENT: I thank the representativs of Bthiopla for his kind words

addressed to me. |

Thas representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriye has asked to speak in
exercise of the right of reply. I invite him to take s plsce at the Council table
and to make his statesent.

Mr. Azzarouk (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): Last
wednegday, we listened to the statement made by the representative of tha United
States, who emphasized the intention of his Administration to continue to pursue a v
policy of provocation and aggression against the Jamahiriya. That policy is the
sane one put;ued by the United States against all countries and peoples that refuse
to submit tc United States policies. It is the case in Central America, the
Caribbean, North Africa, southarn Africa, the Middle East, the Meditercanean,
South-East Asis and Byrope. That policy is both covert and overt: 4t declares
that the United States will defy all States that have opposed its maritise policy.
We reject the United States distorted logic. In fo)iowing that policy the United

States has made itself an enem; of all those States.
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Thus, the United States is insolently defying the will and sovereignty of all

those States as well as international instruments and rules.

A manifestation of this policy of aggression was the launching by the United
States of an act of armed aggression against the Libyan Arsb Jamahiriya. It
exercised all kinds of pressure and carried out all kinds of provocative manoeuvres
off the Libyan coasts.

The arrogance of the United States has not been confined to those actions:
racently, there were acts of aggression by the United States in the territorial
vaters of the Soviet Union and Bulgaria, in the Black Sea. The United States
therefore violated the territorisl integrity of those countries as well.

Tiis behaviour constitutes defisnce and a breach of the United Naticus
Charter, which is based on respect for the principles of legitimacy and law in
international relations. The United States has not confined its flouting of the
Charter to showing and using military force against the peoples that reject its
policies; it has also been sabotaging the role of the United Nations and its
institutions in many ways. For instance, it has used the veto in the 8¢cutity
Council in order to enjoy 1lpunity from international justice. Even a cursory
glance at the records of the Security Council for the past few years shows that the
United States has abused thia right of veto mcre than the other permanent member
States combined,

within the United Wations, the United Stateg has becowme an enemy of all
peoples by its uge of the veto and its cbstruction of any Fesolution designed to
streigthen international peace and security. It has also become an enemy of all
peoples by its use or threat of the use of direct military force against any

countries that reject United States hegemony.
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Because of ita conduct, which is contrary to international rules and laws, the
United States Administration is no longer eligible for permanent membership of the
Sacurity Council. The withdrawal by the United States from international
organizations such as the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization (UNESCO) has been prompted by the failure of the United States to wake
those institutions submit to its policies and its will. Moreover, the statement by
the United States that it is reducing its contribution to the budget of the United
Nations and its organs is a premeditated act of sabotage of the role of the United
Natlions. The United States made that statement in the light of its failure to
contain the Organization and after it had becowe clear that this Organization was
becoming an impediment to the United States policies - policies that are rejected
by the international community.

There are now many peoples arcund the world that are asking themgelves how the
United States of America can at one and the same time be the adversary and the
Judge,

Moreover, the United Statex has become impatient with the United Nations and
can ho longer tolerate its existence as the living conscicace of the peoples; it
cannot tolerate the fact that in the Organization the destructive role and the
agaression of the United States are crystal clear, For that reason the United
States has sought to cbstruct participation by Member States in the functioning of
the Organization by placin§ restrirtions on their personnel in regard to movemant
and places of residence, by demanding a reduction in the number of staff members of

Sslsgations and by fobricating sllasations for the purnnae of daporting

In view of all that I have just said, {t has become imperative to seek to

transfer the Headguarters of the United Nations to a State with the moral and
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political and security conditions that can ensure that the Unitad Nations and its

Nesbers can carry out the role assigned to them by the Charter.

In the present case, the argument has been used that we are dealing with an
act of self-defence by the United States - thousands of miles away from its borders
and involving the use against a small State of three aircraft carriers, 39 naval
escort vessels and hundreds of aircraft. That argument serves only to reveal new
concepts that have no validity whatever in international law.

The United States representative said £hat the United States refuses to be
given lessons in international law by any other State. But a review of the oonduct‘
of the United States, in recent times ;specially, wmakes it obvious that the United
States needs to lsarn the most elementary principles of international law.

The PRESIDENT: The representative of the United States wishes to
exercise the right of raply, and I now call on him,

Mr, WALTERS (United States of America): The Libyan representative has no
other recourse axcept repetition. But repeating untruths does not turn them into
tbe truth. ’

The Libyan npuuntatiw.untl to talk about everything except the facts.
uhy‘ doas he not mention who €ired first on United States forces, far outside Libyan
" territorial waters? MNot only @id L.{bya fire the first shot, after contemptuously
saying that the United Wations had no role to play: we still have teen no report
from Libya on its use of its missjiles. If the Libyan attack had any legitiuacy,
there would have been an obligation to report the use of force to the Security
Council. Libya has made no such report, because it cannot justify this attack.

Dragging in all wanner of irrelevant material will not obscure the basic facts

of the matters Libya fired first., Libya told the Security Council before it fired
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thet it would not rely on the United Mations, but would rely om its own strength.
Last week it dismissed the Becurity Council, Why the change?

The FRESIDENT: Thers are no further namas on the list of speakers qu
this mseiing. The date of the next meetin, of the Security Council to continue the
consideration of the item on the sgenda will be fixed by the President for the

month of April, in consultation with mexisrs of the Council.

The meeting rose at 3.30 p.m.

"




