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The meeting was called to order at 4.10 p.m.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was adopted.

LETTER DATED 15 APRIL 1986 FROM THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES A.I. ©F THE PERMANENT MISSION
OF THE LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA TO THE UNITED NATIONG ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
THEE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/17921)

LETTER DATED 15 APRIL 1986 FROM THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES A.I. OF THE PERMANENT MISSION
OF BURKINA FASO TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY
COUNCIL (5/17992) '

LETTER DATED 15 APRIL 1986 FROM THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES A.I. OF THE PERMANENT MISSION
OF THiIX SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC TO THE UNITED NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
SECURITY COUNCIL (8/17993)

LETTER DATED 15 APRIL 1986 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF OMAN TO THE UNITED
NATIONS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL (S/17994)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Prench): In accordance with decisions
taken at previous meetings on thias item, I invite the representative of the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya to take a place at the Council table. I also invite the
representative of the Syrian Arab Republic to take a place at the Council table. I
invite the representatives of Algeria, Burkina Faso, the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, the German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, India, Mongolia, Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Saudi Arabja,
the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Viet Nam and Yugouslavia to take the places
regserved for them at the side of the Council Chamber,

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Azzarouk (Libyan Arsb Jamahiriya) and

Mr. Al-Atassi (Syrian Arab Republic) took places at the Council table; Mr. Dioudi

(Algeria), Mr. Quedraogo (Burkina Paso), Mi. Maksimov (Byelorussian Soviet

Socialist Republic), Mr, Velazco San Jose (Cuba), Mr. Caesar (Crechoslovakia),

Mr. Al-Alfi (Democratic Yenmen), Mr. Hucke (German Democratic Republie),

Mr. Endreffy (Hungaryj, Ms. Kunadi (India), Mr. Nyamdoo (Mongolia), Mr., Al-Ansi

(oman) , Mr, Shab Nawaz {Pakistan), Mr. Noworyta (Poisnd), Mr. Al-Kawari (Qatar),

Mr. Shihabl (Saudi Arabia), Mr. Oudovenko (Ukrainian Scviet Socialist Republic),




RM/S 8/PV, 2677
3

Mr. Bui Xuan Nhat (Viet Nam) and Mr. Sekulic (Yugoslavia) took the places reserved

for them at the side of the Council Chamber.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Prench): I should like to inform
members of the:Council that I have received letters from the representatives of
Afghanist=n, Benin, the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Lao Pecple’s Democratic
Republic in which they request to be invited to participate in the discussion of
the item on the Council's agenda, In conformity with the usual practice, and with
the consent of the Council, I propose to invite those representatives to
participate in the Aiscussion, without the right to vote, in accordance with the
relevant provieions of the Charter and rule 37 of the Council's provisional rules
of procedure,

There being no objection, it is so decided.

At the invitation of the President, Mr., Nengragary (Afghanistan), Mr. Ogouma

(Benin), Mr. Damavandi Kamali (Islamic Republic of Iran) and Mr., Somvorachit (Lao

People's Democratic Republic) took the places reserved for them at the aside of the

Council Chamber,

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Security Council will
now continue its consideration of the item on its agenda.
Members of the Council have received photocopies of a letier dated
16 April 1986 addressed to the President of the Security Council by the Chargé
d'Affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of Ghxna to the United Nations, a letter
dated 16 April 1986 addressed to the President of the Security Council by the

Chargé d'Affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of Nicaraguu to the United Nations
and a ietter dated 1§ april 1006 sddressed vo the Dresidant of the Security Council
by the Permanent Representative of Italy to the United Nations. Those letters will
be published as Security Council documents £/18003, 5/18004 and S/18007,

respectively, tomorrow morning.
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{The Presidene)

The first speaker is the representative of Qatar. Y invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr. AL~KAWARI (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): It gives me pleasure
to congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption of the presidency of the Security
Council for this month. I am convinced that, because of your tact and experience,
you will achieve success during vour term of office, which occurs at a time when
the Council 1s seized of issues of great 'mportance for the future of international
peace and security. I am also pleased to wention hare the very friendly relations
that bind our tﬁo countries.

I shculd also like to pay a tribute to ycur predecessor Ambassador Bilerring,
the Permanent Representative of Denmark, who presided over the work of the Council
last month, and to congratulate him on the outstanding manner in which he guided
the Council's deliberations during its consideration of extremely sariocus and
sengitive questiona.

At the outset, I should like to refer to the statement made here by my
brother, the representative of the United Arab Emirates, Mr. Al-Staali, in which he
sald that we do not lack the evidence to rebut the pretexts invoked to justify that
act of aggression. Although an attempt was made to support the acte of aggression
by references to international law and to the Charter of the United Nationg, it has
no in no way altered the true state of affairs, which is based upon arrogant power
and conceit,

However, in replying to the allegedly objective arguments of the aggressor,
who claims that its acte of sggression are in self-defence, we intend to
concentrate our statement on this pretext in order to sghed light on the true status
6f international law with regard to those acts and determine whether the current

actions are indead examples of the exercise of tha legitimate right of self-defence.
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(Mr. Al-Kawari, Ozlar)

what are facts? The inhereaz right of self-defence provided in Article 51 of
the Charter is an exception to the ganeral rule set forth in Article 2 (4), which
states that all Mesters shall refrain in their international relations from the
thrsat or use of force sgainst the territorial integrity or poiitical independence
of any State. As an exception, therefore, the inherent right of self-defonce must
be interpreted narrowly rather than broadly, for otherwise the door would be opened
to violations of the general rule by arguing thzc the use of force is, indeed, the
legitimate recourse to the right of self-defence.

According to Article S1, for the uze of force to be legitimate, it must be
preceded by armed attacks against the State attempting to justify that use on the
basis of the Article. Under the Charter, as in other instruments of international
law guverning relations among States, prior armed attacks, which justify the
legitimate use of self-defence, must entail aggression by one State againast
another. That impliea that the aggressor State must have used its own forces
against the territory or political indspendence of the State victim of aggression,

vhich then is espowered to have recocurse to its imherent right of self-defences.



RH/6 _ 5/%V.2677
6

(Mr. Al-Kawari, . Qatar)

some Amsrican jurists have defined the words “armed attack”, as employed in
Article 51 of the Charter, as cases in which armed forces cross international
borders persistently and in large numbers. This was e¢st forth on page 155 of the
book War Ccimes by Professor Richard Falik, published in 1971. He states that there
is no armed attack in the zense intended by Artlicle 51 unless

{(spoke in English)

"rilitary forces cross an internatioval boundary in visible, wassive and
austained form".

{continued in Arabico)

Evea if we adopted leniency towards that condition of the Articie and said that
arsad sggression, short of transgressing international bordecs, justifies
self-defence, as long as action and reaction are proportionate, armed action must
still be carried out by armed for2es belonging to the sggressor State agsinst the
armieg of the State that wishes to exercise the right of self-defance.

There is a second condition, nassly that acts of self-defence must take plsce
directly following armed aggression and before the cessation of militacry operations
by the forces of ths aggressor State, since the right of self-defence has baen
recognized in order to rebuff aggression and to prevent the aggressor from carcying
out its objectives. If such aggression ceases, thare is no longer any pretext for
making use of force on grounds of self-Gafence; otherwise such use of forcs would
be mere retaliation, designed to teach the aggressor a lesson, or geared to other
purposes irrelevant tou self-deferice in f{ts strict legal sense. This concept can be
applied to self-defence in international as well as national law.

The third conditicn, which 15 not present in the case of the Onited Statea
militsry cperations, is that of proportional actlion and reaction. We are not

considering such a case here. We have heard the highest sources in the United
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(Mr. Al-Kawari, Qatar)

States of Rawrica detlare that the act of aggression of 15 April was a pre-emptive
action carried ocut in self-defence aimed at preventing the occurremce of further
incidents. The truth, however, is that in international law the concept of
“pre—emptive self-defence” doas not exiast, since armed aggression has to precede
acte of self-defence acoording to the first condition of that limited exception to
the rule of non-use of force stipulated by Article 51 of the Charter. Otherwise,
the invoking of pre-emptive galf-defence could be the pretext for all imaginable
acts of armed aggresslon. Suffice it in this 'ugard to refer to the testimcny of
the representative of the United Kingdom - which participsted in the aggression
under discussion - apesking on behalf of the ten wembers of the Buropean Economic
Community at the fifty-third meeting of the General Asseably at its thirty-sixth
session. That representative then categorically rejected pre-emptive self-defence
and stated that he thought that armed military operations carried out under that
pretext did not fall within the concept of self-defence in international law., Ris
romarks may be found in the verbatim record of that meeting. which is contained in
document A/36/¥V.53, page 33,

The trus msaning of self-defence wis given more than 140 years ago by the
United States Secretary of State, Mi, Webster. He defined it 2s an immediate neqd
thet allowed no possibility of choice or raflection. He staced
(spoke in English)

“a necessity of self-defence, instan:, overwhelming, leaving no choice of

means and no mcment for deliberation®.

{continued in Arabic)

Is this applicable to the military operations carried out by United States military
forces against Libya at dawn on 15 April, which were premeditated and concerted

operations that left a good daal of time for choice and prudence?
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(Mr. Al-Kawari, Qatar}

The United States of America intentionally turned its back on all peaceful

ueans and openly affronted the Sscurity Ccuncil when it carried out its sggression
while the Council was meeting to consider peaceful l‘uann of settling the conflict
in accordance with the Charter. Thus the United sut« proved, sccording to the
words of its famous Secretary Webster, that it was not & case of salf-defence. The
only possible dascription of the operation is 'm:auim", according to

acticle 2 (4) of the Charter. In turning its back k;n Webster the United States
Administration has come to be viewed as the direct heir of the thought of Amsrican
diplomat James Willlams, who statad, absolutely illogically, that

{spoke in Egﬁ 11iah)

“as for a war of aggression, we will never wage it except in self-lefence®.

{continued in Arabic)

Pecthaps the only excuce for Williams, if he had any at all, was that he vas
speaking at a time, long before the Charter, when the principle of non-use of force
had not byen e¢stablished and had not becowe a principle of international law and
before the legal concept of the right to self-defence had baen formulated and
rastricted to Aviicle 51 of the Charter.

To arouse sentimants under the pretext of combating tertorism and to carry out
military actionis on that pretext is unworthy of a great Power. To the oontrity. it
is that great Fower's responsibility to try to eradicate the causes of that
violence, rathsr than creating a new cycle of violence.

In any cace, experts in international law have recognized that ocombating

so~called terrorist acts never justifies the use of force in violation of

Ackisls 2 f4) =8 Lbe Ohasbar aud dose seme teder bhe pro wlinione af Avkinie S).

CER- T VWS WIS VEWW A v SeATETm R -

Suffice it to zefer to the study conducted by H. Scott Pairley, published in the
tenth volume, 1981, of the Georgia Journal of International and Cosparative lavw, in
particular pages 62 and 63, On pages 1 to 28 that Journal coprtains another story

on self-defence.
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(Mr. Al-Kawvari, Qatar)

Those two studies contain cufﬂchnt references to other works that reaifira
\l\lt I have just said regarding tho propar legal concept of se'f-defence. There
are qthot references as well, but I shall :paro the Council's time by not citing
thes specifically. However, .ve:_ryom here is free to consult them to discover the
truth of the unjustifiable clainy nade here concerning self-defence.

Finally, 1 should like to éuoto several paragraphs of the official declaration
published by my Governmant on the question now before the Council:

“While deploring the use of force in resolving international disputes as
baing in viclatfon of the provisions of the Charter and the norws of
ﬁtomtioual lgw, and of no use in the resclution of suck disputes, the State
of Qatar vigorously condemns the United States air raids on an Arad sister
State and supports ths fraternal pecple of Libya.

*the State of Qatar appeals to the entire internstiocnal coamunity
tepresented in this internaticnal Council, which is now meating to consider
the Libyan-American conflioct, to act quickly in order to ensure that the
Mediterransan ragion is @pared any othar auch wilitary oparations, which would
have sericus consedquences not only for regional pesce and security but for

international peace and security as well.”
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative
of Qatar for the kind words he addressed to me.

]

Nr, RAKOTONDRAMBOA (Madagascar) (interpretation from Prench):

Mr. fresident, history has recourded that our two countries, although geographically
8¢ distant: from each other, very early on establishod' relations of friendship and
co~cperation. The recent official visit to France b;% His Excellency Mr. Didier
Rat3iraka, Presidant of the Democratic Republic of Ha;iaqascar. testifies to the
mutual willingness of our lesders to gtrengthan these tjes even further. My
delegation is psrticulerly happy, tharefore, tO see you presiding over the Council
during this month of April. While expressing its best wishes for your success in
the discherge of your delicate duties, my delegation wishes to assure you of its
wholghearted co-operation. |

To the Permanent Representative of Denmark, your predecessor in this post, we
should like to pay tvibute for his patience, courtesy and diplomatic skills wvhich
he demonstrated last month in conducting our proceedings.

Permit me also tc take this opportunity, on behalf of the delegstion of
Hadagascar, to extend a warm welcome and best wishes for success to the nuw
Parmansnt Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

It s novw three weeks since the Security Council began tu weet, practically
without interruption, to examine the very sericus situation in the central
Meditercanesan,

8ince the beginning of the year the United States Government has been carrying
out vepeated nuval manceuvres in that extremely sensitive region and, invoking the

e e e e e
Ui DRVELG&L VALaBiuvns

(-1}

right of freedom of navigacion in international wateia, ha
placed an impressive arnsda in the Gulf of Sidra, which, as is very well known, has
bsen claimed since 1973 by the Libysn Arab Jamahiriva as an integral part of its

territorial waters by virtue of its being an "historic bay®".
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{(Mr. Rakotondramboa, Madagascar)

| Preceded and accospanied by harsh public declarations and unilateral
sanctions, especially in the fora of economic boycott, thess incecsant military
monoeuvres off the coast of a country with which diplomatic relations were broken
off constituted deliberate provocations.

After ihe military engagement of 24 and 25 March 1986, as an entirely
foreseeable consequence of this provocation the United States, on 14 April 1946,
launched armed attacks sgainst Libyan territory.

In both cases the provisions of Article 51 of the Charter were invoked to
justify these actions. Now, self-defence reguires three conditions %0 be met:
first of all, there wust have been an attack by the adverrzary; secondly, that
attack sust have been unjust; and, thirdly, the riposte should be in proportion to
the attack.

In the circumstances the last two conditions do not szem to have been met.
Indeed, provocation constitutes, if not an absolute justification, at least an
extenuating circumstance which can lend legitimacy to the attack in whole or in
part. As to the proporticnate nature of the riposte, suffice it to recall that on
24 March 1966 the United States forces did not go on the offensive until six hours
sfter the launching of the first Libyan missile, simply because they knew they were
not running any great risk: it was a one-sided confrontation.

To conclude these few brief reflections on the concept of self-defence, wy
deleynrtion nust confess that we feel somswhat uneasy about the implication that
salf-defance is justified once the exercise of this right has been, according to
Article 51 of the Charter, "immediately reported to the Security Council® ~ as if
scrupulous respect for form sufficed to vindicate the deed.

We felt uneasy, too, on learning that the armed attacks of 14 April were in

reprisal for an attack in a Berlin discotheque on 5 April, as well as a
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(Mr. Rakotondraaboa, Madagascar)

*preventive® act of salf-defence because of the discovery of plans for about

30 future attacks. Accusad of masterminding these past and future attacks, Libya
fasued 4 categorical denial. Yet we are told that incontrovertible evidance
existe - evidence which, however, cannot be produced because of its source.

The fact remains that our uneasiness hecame active consternation when we
learned that the armed sttacks against Libya had taken plsce at the very time that
the Security Council was busy considering the question. I want my delegation's
position to be abzolutelu clesars the Democratic Republic of Madagascar
unequivocally condemns as criminal all scts, methods and practices of terrorism, in
pacticular thoge which are prejudicial to friendly relations among States and to
their security, as well as any acts which iwperil or destroy innocent human life. -~

‘The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I am sorty to have to
interrupt. Por security reasons I suspend the weecting for a few minutes at the
request of the United Wations Security services. All members snd the public also

wust leave the room, calmly.
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The meeting was suspended at 4.40 p.w. and resumed at 4.55 ¢.no.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I apologize to the
representative of Madagascar for having interrupted him, which I did at the request
of the Chief of Security.

Mr. RAKOTONDRAMBOA (Madagascar) (interpretation from Frencn): Several

States Members of the Orgasization, having faith in preventive diplomacy, have
brought the sitvation to the att;ntion of the Security Council, in conformity with
the provisions of Article 35 of the Charter., Specifically, as a Member whose
interests are "specially affected”, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya participated in the
discussion of the question before the Council.

Under those circumstances, the international community in general and the
Security Council in particular were entitled to hope that the dispute would be
rasolved peacefully, in conformity with the procedure laid down in Chapter VI of
tne Charter.

While it is true that in certain conditions the Council must take urgent
action, it must none the less give itself some space for reflection in order to
avoid taking hasty and unconsidered decisions.

In the meantime, both the letter and the spirit of the Chatter and of many
other international instruments require the parties concerned to continue in their
mitual relations to respect their obligations under the basic principles of
international law concerning the sovereignty, independence and territorial
integrity of States, as well as other generally recognized principles and rules of
contamporary internationecl law. Those parties must refrain from any accion which
could exacerbate the situation to the point of sndangering ihe meintenrnce of
international peace and security and of wmaking more difficulc, or impeding, the

peaceful settlement of the dispute, and must, in this respect, act in keeping with

the purposes and principles of the United Nationa.
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(Mr. Rakotondiamboa, Madagzscar)

Neither thc existence of a dispute nor the failure of a process of the
peaceful uttlmxi\ of a dispute suthorizes any State party to a dispute to resort
to force or the threat of force.

Mindful of those universally accepted principles, my delegation has endorsed
the communiqué adopted on 15 April 1986 ai an emergency session by tha Miniaters
and Heads of Delegation of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Couwatries (S/17995), and the comauniqué issued by the Organization of African
Unity. We do this not merely out of cur solidarity with the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
stamming frow our commor membership of those two organizations, but also, and above

all, in & spirit of justice.
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(Mt . Rakotondcamboa, Madagascar)

¥ conclusion, I should like to read out the text of a message that
Mc. Didier Ratsiraka, President of the Democratic Republic of Madsjascar, addressed
today to Mr. Rejiv Candhi, Prime Minister of India and current Chairman of the
Woveuknt of Non-Aligned Ccuntries:

"The recent events in the Socialist Feople’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya have
cnce again shocked the congclence of the countries of the third world in
qeneral and the countriss belonging to the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries
in particular. I learned with satisfaction of the initiative Your Excellency
has taken in condemning, on behalf of our Mocvesent, the unspeakable aggression
committed against the fraternal Libyan people.

"For their part, the Democratic Bepublic of Madagascar and its
revolutionary authorities, on the basis of unswerving principles, can only
express their vigorous and whole-hearted condemnation of the bombing of Libyan
cities, including the capital, which caused tr. loss of innocent human lives.

*In the past, we have expressed opposition to acts of international
terrorism - of course, we do not include under that heading violence committed
on the battlefield by peoples humiliated on their own soil and struggling for
their freedom, as is the case in South Africa, in Namibia and in Palestine.
Nothing can be allowed to justify acts of undeclared war or of blind violence.

“The orcual of our Libyan brothers gtarkly highlights the vulnerability
of the non-aligned countries, Because our Movement, which is so rich in
values, has delayed in providing itself with the means for effective
solidarity on » sound economic basis, it could lose the initiative for the

establishmaent of a world of peace where man enjoys respect.
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{Mg£. Rakotondramboa, Madagascar)

“warmongers and other believers in the tenet of 'might makes right' have
certainly sarned universal condemnation, but the damage of historic scope dcne
to the cause of the third world should induce us to apply ourselves resolutely
to the strengthening of our Movement; that is vhat cur oppressed peoples
expect of us."

The PRESIDES (interpretation from French): I thark the representative

of Xadagazcar for the kind words he addressed to me.

The next speaker is the repreaentative of Mongoiia. I invite him to take &
pPlace at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr., NYAMDOO (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian): I congratulate
you, Sir, on your assumption of the presidency of the Security Council for the
month of April., I am confident that you will guide the work of the Council on the
basis of your long diplomatic experience, and I wish you every success. Ny
delegation wishes also to extend its sincere gratitude to your predacessor,
Ambassador Bierring, the Persanent lapresentative of Denmark, on his skilful
conduct of the Security Council's proceadings in March.

The reports of the new criminal action by the United States aroused deep
indignation among Mongolian people and the Government of the Nongoliaa Pecple's
Wepublic. That is reflected in the statement issued today by the Government ol the
Mongrlian Pecple’s Republic in regurd to that action. Only a few days &go, the
Security Couwncil discussed the question of United States aggression against Libya,
and many delegations, including ‘thc Nongolian delegation, demanded that the United
States ismediately ceasse its hostile acts against that non-aligned State snd
compensate it for the damages ciused. The United Siates authorities, however, not

only totally disregarded this just demand by the international community, but also
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(Mr. Nyaadoo, Mongolia)

perpetrated a naw, dangerous orime sgainst a covereign State. The United States
Muainistration, pursuing its imperial and neo-global policy, carried out a new,
utterly unprovoked, large-scale act of aggression against non-aligned Libya,
subjecting three of its cities, including its capital, to massive bowbing. Many
regions of the capital of Libya were the targets of this picratical attack,
including tihe residence of the President of the country himself. Libya sufferad
great loas of life and considerable material damage.

The use by the United States of armed force against a small Arah State,
against ita terriiorial integrity, political independence and State sovereignty, is
s glaring viclation of the most fundamental norms and principles of international
laow. This once &gain creates an extremely serious threat to the cause of peace and
security within the region and alzo beyond its borders. No satter what arguments
washington may put forward to justify its actions, it is perfectly cbvious to
everyone that the United States is trying to impose fts will on a small sovereign
gtate., Moreower, in so doing it employs all kinds of means, including the repeatsd
ussé of armed force. That has been pointed cut in the statements of previocus
spetkess.

It should also be noted that the United States is trying to teach Libya &
leason for the sole reason that that country is carrying out an indapendent policy
on the interunational arena and has consistently supported the Palestinian people's
struggie for the implementation of its inalienable right tco self-determination.

Such adventurist actions by the United States can only be viewed a8 an cpen
challenge to the United Nations Charter and to the international coamunity, and as

& step that is extresely dangercus to the causs of international peace and security,
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{Mx . Nyamdoo, Mongolia)

It is allo‘ of particular concern thet the nited States, in carrying out its
new, barbaric attack on Libya, made use not only of its enormous war machine in the
Central Mediterranean but also of its aircraft besed in one of the counties that is

Washington's close partner in the aggressive bloc of the Horth Atlantic Treaty

Organization (IWIO“) .
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{Mr, Nvamdoo, Mongolia)

All of that clearly reveals that the WATO military bloc and American
forvard-based forces in Burope are used by Washington against non-aligned,
developing States and national liberation movements.

The Mongolian delegation vigorously condemns here in the Security Council the
piratical attack by the United States on Libya as & most dangerous manifestation of
the policy of State terrorfism carried out by Washington towards States that refuss
to submit to American diktat. We believe it is neceasary tor the Council not only
toc condamn the United States armed aggression against Libya, but also to take
effective measures to prevent such American actions against Libya and any other
State. In that connection, the Kongolian delegation fully supports the statement
of the Non-Aligned Movement on 15 April, which categorically condemns the Urited
States aggression agsinst Libya.

The Mongolian delegation believes the United States must bear full
responsibility for its acts of aggression against Libya. Our delegation once again
demands that the United States immediastely compensate Libya for all damage caused
to it as a result both of the earlier and the most recent barbaric militery
adventures by the American Administration against that Arab country.

In conclusion, our delegation once again expresses its full solidarity with
the friendly people of Libya and its Governmert, which have become the target of
new, overt acts of aggression,

Eﬁg_gRESIDBNT {intarpretation from French): I thank the representative
of Mongolia for the kind words he addressed toc me.

The next speaker is the representative of Poland. I invite him to take a

place at the Council table and to make his statement.
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Mr. mm (Poland) (interpretation from French): I am happy to take
this opportunity to congratulate your country, Sir, and you yourself on your
assumption of the presitency of the Council. All that ic best about the history of
¥rance is its attachment to justice, its respect for the scvereignty of other
States, big and small, its rationalism and its imagination and clear-sightednass,
which make it possible .to foresee the consequences of all sctions, particularly in
the long term. All those gualities are exesplifid in you, Sir, as has been made
clear to me in the past few days, and as I had discovered imasediately after my
arrival in New York.

(apoke in English)

At the same time I express my delegation's appreciation to the representative
of Densatrk, Ambassador Biercing, for the efficient manner in which he dealt with
the difficult gquestions on the Council's agenda.

For the second tixe in & fortnight the Security Council is seized of the grave
and dangercus situation in the central Meditsrranean, brought about by the military
acticns of the United States against Libya and the repeated use of force against
that country. UDespite the ovsrall cpposition to the escalation of military tension
in the region, an unprecedented campaign against Libya has been lsunched in the
Amsrican wass media, followed by official United States representatives’
proncuncesents of imminent: strikes against targets in Libya.

American actions cannot be described as anything but an act of aggrassion
aguinst a sovereign Arab State, a Membur of the United Nations and the Ron~Alighad

Movement, perpetzated by a persanent member of the Security Council at a time when

the Counclil wes ssised of tho problem and was contidsrisg messurss with o view to
safeguarding peace in the region. Those actions show a complete disregard of the
constructive efforte of the United Nacions. They cannot be described as anything
othar than an act of State terrorism by a big Power against a small State,

violating the generally recognized norms of behaviour of the civilized world.
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Poland condemns the arrogant use of armed force against a smzll non-aligned
country, which resulted in human and material losces, including damage to foreign
enbassies and losses smong the civilian population. It also constitutes a threat
to the life and safety of Polish citizens employed in Libya. We express our
profound indignation over those acts and extend full solidarity with, and support
Lo, Libya in rafeguarding and defending its indapendence, aovereignty and
territorial integrity.

An inadmissible justification of the use¢ of force by the United States
teatifies to a lack of responaibility, and must be considered as a deliberate
attempt to undermine international security.

The accumulation of American military power in the Mediterranean, its
provocative manceuvring and its most recent air strikes against Libya, with the use
of military aircraft taking off from American forward bases in the United Kingdom,
contribute to the heightening of tensions and increasa the danger of conflict that
thréatcnn peace in Europe and throughout the world,

The Amacican acti  ne@ can be construed only as an attempt to undermine the
search for an improvement of international relaticns and to extinguish the positive
trends and expectations which have emarged as a result of the Gencva Summit of
November 1985, We very much regret that.

The acticas against Libya have largely been condemned by the representatives
of countries speak’-g in the Security Council on previous occacions and also by the
Ministers and Heuds of Delegations of the non-aligned countries, meeting in
emsrgency session in New Delhi on 15 April 1986, which indicate the political

fsolation of the United States position.
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The atteck on Libya was made despits the repeated warnings of the scacialist
countries and the non-aligned countries, and aleo despite the rcnervationi of the
majority of the United States allies. That shows a complete lack of sensitivity by
the United States to world public opinion.

We view with particular concern the official statements by the United States
that the method of punitive wilitary expeditions will continue to be practised in
the future. Swh & policy is fraught with uncalculable consequences for world

peace and security.
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Many prior speakars in this debate have drawn attention to the fact that
fundamental principles of international law and the United Nations Charter are at
stake.

The nations of the world expect the Security Council to live up to its
responsibilities under the Charter for international peace and security, to demand
that the United States of Americe put an immediate halt to its military operations
and to take urgent action to condemn that act of aggression and prevent the
tepatition of such acts,

The PRESIDERNT (intecrpretation from French}: I thark the representative
of Poland for the particularly kind words he addressed to my country and to ue.

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

Mr. ENDREFFY (Hungary): At the cutsat, may Y express my delegation's
gratitude te you, Mr. President, and to the wembers of the Security Council, for
the opportunity given us to put forward our position on the issue before hte
Council. I should also like to say how happy we are to see you presiding over the
Council this month, We are confident that you will guideaout work with your
trusted wisdom, sensitivity and widaly recognized diploua‘:ic skills.

It wvas not quite thres weeks that the Hungarian delegation expressed itz
deepest concern over the situation along the Libyan coast, urging the Security
Council to take appropriate action to reduce the tension in the Mediterranean.

Today, in the light of the renawed American military attacks against Libya. we
fesl compelled once again to voice our grave concern. These militacy attacks,
which have resulted in the loss of innocent civilian lives, disregard the
establishad norms of international law as well as the Charter of the United Nations
and seriously threaten stability in the Meditervanean and, in & wider senge,

international peace and security.
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The Charter of the United Natiocus clesrly stipulates that

*All Kembers shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means
in such a manner that international peace and security, and justice, are not
endargered”

ang that

"All Members shall refrain in their internsgional relations from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political
independance of any State, or in any other manner inconsistent with the

Purposas of the United Nntions.'

The isolated suggestion that the armed attack carried out by the United States
wos an act of self-defence is nothing but an ill-conceived attempt to justify the
illegitimate and to misintcerpret another clear rule 68 law.

Those rules are clear, an? rhoss rules are to be respected. Therefore, we
ooncur with the request that the Security Council, as the organ of tha United
Wations with the primary responsibility for “he maintenance of internacicihal peace
and security, devote its attention to the situation in the Kediterranean and take
appropriate action to prevent any further illegal use of force in the region.

I should like to take this opportunity to reaffirm ocur position with regard to
toe conflict between the United States of America and the Socialist People's Libyan
Arab Jumaiiiriya. Hungary is deeply concerned over the haightened tension in the
tagion and at its potentiasl ascalation bsyond all control. We reaffirm our
wolidsrity with the Socialist Peoplets Libyan Arab Jasahiriys. We urge the
{mmediate cessation of aggressive acts, as wall as the prevention of their
recurrence, and call for strict respect of the sovereignty and territorial
‘ntegrity of Libya.

As a policy of principle, the Hungarian Pacple's Republic has always sdvocated

that all international disputes should be solved by pesaceful meuns, through
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pegutiations, as 80 clearly envisaged in the Charter. That position is also valid
regarding the issue now bafore the Security Council.
The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative
of Hungary for his kind words addressed to me.
The next speaker is the representative of Viet Nam, I invite him to take a
place at the Council table and to wake hu. statesent,

Mr. BUX XUAN NHAT (Viot Wam)s #Mr. President, you represent & oountry

vhich bas adopted a reasonable attitude towards the guestion under discussion. We
are thersfore plesassd to sae you p.esiding over the work of the Council for this
sontk. Your vast experience and diplomatic akills will surely be a great asset to
the Council, particularly st this critical tiwe we are facing.

I would alio like to congratulate Ambassado:r Bierring of Densack for the
competent manner in which he conducted the work of the Council for the month of
March. Plially, I wish to thank all other members for giving me another
oppocttunity to speak before the Council.

Spring comes in April, and its pressnce can be felt right here, around the
United Hations Hezdquarters. Yet, far away in Libya, it brought the rumbling of
United Statas warplanes, warships, bombs and shells. Innocent people were killed
ard wounded, cities and property damaged. Is that not the harbinger of spring the
Onited States Administration sent to the Libysan pecple? It is hypucrisy for the
one tha: claiss to be the anti-terrorist chasmpion to send in planes and bowbs to
kill people in their sleep.

Just two weeks ago, during tie debate in this Counci? on the situation in the
Meditercansan, many spsakers condesned in the most vehement terms the threat posed
by the presence of United States armed forces to the independence znd soverefignty
of Libya and to the peace and security of the region. They also called upon the

pacties co.. srnad to desist from the use of force and to resort to prevantive
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diplomacy and pe&c:tui neans to settla their differgpces. But the United States
turned & deaf ear to and acted in total disregard of world public opinion. It is
wow no longer a thraat. It is open United States armed aggression agsinst Libya,
The United States planes that took off frue air bases in Great Britain and Unu.jﬂ! )
States aircraft carxilers in the Meditervanean indiscriminately bombed the cities of

Tcipoli and Benghazi, causing beavy losses to the local people.

It
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The air raid was sneakily conducted early in the morning and it bore &4 strange
resemblance to those raids the United States carried out in North Viet Nam more
thar a decade ago, I took the liberty, in the last debate, to draw tiie Council's
attention to the similarities between the so-called Gulf of Tonkin and Sidra
incidents and to those acts that might follow. In so doing we were not trying to
prophesy; we only spoke from our own axperience of the escalation, American style,
during the Viet Nam war. It was first the hue and cry about the "attacks® on the
Unitad States warships; then came the order by the United States President for air
and naval forces “"to retaliate”. I need not tell the other half of the story,
because by now it has become an open secret. What is happening in the Libyan case
falls noticeably into the same pattern.

The air raid by the United States on Libya is a serious act of aggressaion
against a scvereign State. It cannot be justified, even with the efforts on the
part of the United States to bend the worde of Articles 2 (4) and 51 of the United
Nations Charter. This adventurist act constitutes a flagrant violation of the
Charter and international law and living testimony to tha fact that as a big and
strong Power the United States has arrcgated to itself the right to bully cther
smaller, third world, countries: Viec Nam, Nicaragua, Grenada and now Libya are
just a few examples that can be cited here.

Let us ashow our indignation ac and taise our voices in vehement ccndemnation
of the United States act. Othervwise it will escalate its acts of war and we will
know the grave consequances that arise therefrom. The air raid on Libya is only an
appetizer for more violent acts to folicw. We should do everything we can to stop
the bloody aggression from spilling over. It is ramarkable that the United States
act mat with drastic condemnaticn and protests not only from the Arab community and

progressive forces chroughout the world but from United States allies as well.
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The Socialist Pepublic of Viet Nam condemns in t:h& strongest terms the
aggression by the United States againat Libya and demands that it put an ismediate
end to this criminal act. The urgent meeting of the Foreign Ministers of the
non-aligned countries in New Delhi issued a timely communiqué condemning the
United States aggression. We call upon the Council to take appropriate measures to
help save the innocent people of Libya and thus live up to its solemn pledge to
safeguard world peace and security. We fully support the Libyan people and their
legitimate right to self-defence in the face of the aggression by the
United States, We are confident that that people will overcome the hardships and
difficultiee and stand firm on the ground they have chosen.

on 15 April the Government of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam issued a
statement condemning United Stat~s acts of aggression against Libya. In part, the
gtatement reads as follows:

“On 14 April 1986 the United States Government openly sent its asircraft
to barbarously attack several places in Tripoli, causing heavy human and
material losses to the Libyan people.

"These were new and very serious acts of aggression by the United States
after ite attacks on Libya in March 1986, For the pravious caids the United
States rigged up the pretext of fighting against international terrorism; it
has sought to cover up its unswerving policy of intervention and aggression
against Libya. It must be pointed out that the United States imperialists are
the biggest international t§rror13:z and have carried out the most barbarcus
war of aggressicn against Viet Nam and committed the most brutal crimes

against nations.
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*Now, under the pretext of countering international terrorism, the United
Staiss wante to camouflage {ts blatant acts of aggression against Libya, thus
trampling upon the independence and sovereignty of other nations and
jeopardizing world peace,

"This was an insclent challenge to the Libyan people, the Arab countries,
the non—-aligned countries and peace and justice-loving forces throughout the
world and a gross violation of international law ana the United Nations
Charter.

“The people and Government of Viet Naw strongly condemn these new acts of
aggression by the United States againsc the Socialist People's Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya and call on the world public to urge the United States to stop
immediately and unconditionally its hostile policy towards the Libyan people
and stricty vespact the independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of
Libya and other countries.

"The pecple and Government of Vigi Nam reaffirm their full and strong
support for the juat struggle of the people of Libya and other Arab countries
against all acts of intervention and aggression by the United States
imperialists and the Israeli expansionists to defend tirmly theix
indcpendence, national soverelgnty and territorial integrity.”

Tha PRESIDENT (interpretation from Prench): I thank the representative

of Viet Kam for the kind words he addressed to e,
The next spesker is the representative of Burkina Fasc, I invite him to take
& place at the Council table and to make his statement.

Mr., QUEDRADGO (Buckina Pago) (interpretation from French): Allow me at

the outset, Sir, to congratulate you on your assumption of the presidency of the

Becurity Council for the month of April, Your cutstanding diplomatic qualities are
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too well known for me to stress them here. We are confident that with your
enlightened guidance the Council will achieve just and constructive results on the
question of concern to us.

I should also like to take this opportunity to pay a tribute to your
predecessor, Ambassador Bierring, Permanent Representative of Denmark, for the
cutstanding and particularly coxpetent manner in whigh he conducted the proceedings
of the Council last month.

Like all peace and justice-loving countries, Burkina Faso felt great shock and
indignation on receiving the news of the United States armed attacks against the
Libyan cities of Tripoli and Benghazi, in which it had the collaboration, wiich we
equully condemn, of the United Kingdom, which allowed American aircraft to make use
of its territory. Thus from threats and plots secretly hatched and economic
anbargoes the United States passed to open aggression in its efforts to bring Libya

to ite knees.
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My country finds it insdmizuible that the United States, a great Power and a
permanent mamber of the Security Council, should, on the basis of the notion that
night makes right snd of presusptions as to responsibility for tervorist acts -
which Burkina FPaso condesns - bomb, without a decnlaration of war, the major cities
of an independent and sovereign State. As a non~sligned country, Burkina Faso
vigorously condemns these unprovoked acts of aggression against a non-aligned
country. For my delegation, these acts are a viciation of international law and
the principles enshrined in the Charter of tha United Wations.

My delegation continues firmly to support the position taken by the
Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned Countries at its meeting in Naw York in
Pebruary 1986, when it warned the United States

“agaiust any hasty action in situatione which would be better resolved through

dislogus and not through prassure or uss of force“.

Gn 26 Marchb 1986, the same Bureau in New York demonstrated its great concern given
the provocation and use of foroe undsrtaken against the Socislist People's Libyan
Arab Jamshiriya. I wish to state here thut my country wmore than ever endorses the
communiqué sdopted by the Ministers and Heads of Delegation of Non-Aligned
Countries in New Delhi on 15 April 1986 on the question that 1s the tepic of our
present debate., In that document they reaffirmed theie¢ full support for and
solidarity with the Sociaslist People's Libyan Arab Jamwshirciya in its struggle to
safeguard and defend its independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity. The
international comsunity, through the Security Council, must condemn these zcts of
aggression asgainut the two Libyan cities and take swasures to prevent a repetition
and continuation of such acts,

I cannot conclude witheut asking the Libyan delegation kindly to transmit the
sympathy of the Revolutionary Government and psople of Burkina Paso to the Libyan

authorities and paople on the human and material lostes suffered by them,
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The PRESIIENT (interpretation from French): I thank the representative
of Buckina Fanc for the kind words he addressed to we.

The next speaker is the representative of Saudi Arabia. I invite him to take
& plaoe at the Council table and to make his statement.

Nr. SHIMABY (2audi Arabis) (inteipretation from Arabic)s It is my
pleasure, B8ir, to congratulate you on your assumpticn of the presidency of the
Sacurity Council. I um sure that your excellent po:ional qualities and wide
empercise in varicus fields will be & great halp to us in arviving at a positive
result in our delibecations. I should like also to express wy sppreciation to your
preSeacessor, Ambassador Ole Blerring, Permansent Representative of Demmark, for his
conpetonce in directing the procesdings of the Council during his presidency last
nonth.

All of us seated in this Council have soms kncwledge of history. We know that
the world is becoming move civilized from one generation to anotber and is maturing
osntury after century in the wathods of interaction betwsen individuals, groupz and
States. We know that the law of the jungle was once the basis of inturasction.

Then we advancsd over the centuries and divine pveliefs Lecame our spiritual and
worsl guide. TheSe in turn were translated into international laws and universal
oouventions, until we arvived at the United Nations Charter, which is the covenant
of the civilized world today. While the nutions and peoples of the world have
progressed to different extents in this respect until now, all of them have

mavertheless achieved the level of responsibiiity that requirss from thee silecence
to their commitments to tlu.tmitod Watfions Chatter,

The Hnfted Gtatas bes cummittad an armed attack sgalast Libyu - aggraession
sgainst an indsnendsnt nation by & super-Fower in violation of futernational
conventions, It is an attack ypon sovereiynty that killed and wounded hundreds

vnder the pretext of stopring tercorism.
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There is none smougst us hcfu who would not condemn terrorism in all t.s
manifestations, {ndividual or collective, the most dangerous of which is State
tecrorise since tercorism destrcoys the fabric of society, negates the values of
life and imposes a grave injustice upon all fundawental rights. None of us here
would not support asasuces to deter terroriem, provided that such measures
relntforce the social fabric, preserve the values of life, uphold justice and remove
injustice against individuals and groups.

¥e should not confuse the foregoing with the right of a subjugated pecple to
resist cocupation in order to recover it usurped rights ané free its country. Host
of the pecples of the United Nations today have alresdy been through such an
experience.

The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia deplores the United States attack on Libya and
coudemuns this method that violates all nocms,

Voices are being raised in some countries, especially the United States,
accusing the Arabs of terrorism. Is it not time for this Council to consider the
tecsons for such accusations and their motives? Has the Council ever thought of
linking the spralling injustice, oppression and terrorism being committed in
Palestins, the land of the Palestinian Arab people, with what some Arabs 4o, after
the world has ignored thelr rights, in sacrificing their lives, not for personal
gain but in protest to the grave injustice in which cono of you have participated
and even refuse to recognize? Would it have been possibie for any Arab today to
commit a sacrificial act of any type had the problem of Palestine not baeen created
and remained vithout solution? If members gave thiz ascwe thought it might be easy
for the Council to remedy an important aspect of the world crisfs. Does the United
States believa that by attacking Libya with fts fleet and atircraft it can subdue
the struggle againzt the injustice taking place in Palestine as well &s sgainst the

oppression that Iscsell aggression is iw.flicting upon the region?
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Isragl is the largest tertorist establishment in history. It was created
originally by terrorist gangs that were thon led by the currei leaders of the
Israeli régime, We are all awire of how it is committing the most repugnant acts
of texrorism inside and ocutside of Palestine, undeterred. It is even protected
hece from accountability by the veto. Have you fought tecrorism, what are your
criteria for fighting terrorism and is the life of the Arab huuén being cheaper in
your opinion than the life of others? Certainly the Arabs do not consider this to
be the case.

We are swrprised that the United States of America, a key United Nationas
Charter signatory, has attacked the Libyan people undar the pretext of liguidating
terrorism. Can you by such an aggression liquidate terrorisme? History before you
has demonstrated similar lessons in the escalation of violence.

If the United States wants - and there is no doubt that it dces - to stop
violent acts, then it has to address the Zionist aggression about which we all
complain and work to remove the causes. And if the United States iz unable to
addrees *hose grievances and alleviate the escalating Zionist oppreasion against
them, then it is no doubt aware that feeding 2ionist opprec-iva is a grave
responsibility whogse tragedy is being lived by millions of Arabs to the detriment
of thelr freedom and mean3 of Jlivelihood.

The attack against Libya is a violation of international conventions and
rights that is deplored by the united Nations Charter and all of u¢. This attack,
with its unacceptable pretext, is & licence for Israeli terroc to attack wherever,
whenever, and however it wants under the pretext of self-defence. And we ask
ourse¢lves: How would it be possible for the United States to condesn the Zichist
war machine when it attacks an Aruab nation under the pretext of self-defence, whilg

we all know that Icrael is the real threat to every Arab country? Moreover, how
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would it be possible for it to condemn any otier country, whether large or small,
which may attack another country under the pretext of self-defence in the manner
that it is justifying unto itself.

As to the media campaign against Arabs and so-culled Arab tercorisa,
especlally in the United States, we have to ask ourselves: Coes this campaign
really benefit the United States and its interests? This campajgn creates gaps
betweeen nations. 1Is not Israel its largest beneficiary?

We know, they know and history will record that this political Zionist
terrorist media campaign against the Arabs is not in the interest of America, wor
is it in the interest of its allies. It aims, amongst other actions ccmaitted by
Zionism, to create an historical ermity between the Arabs and sowme Weatern nations.

We in the Xingdom of Saudi Arabia, while condemning the aggression and
standing beside the Libyan Arab people and every other Arab people that is exposed
to attack and aggression, reqguest the Council to take a position whose strength as
a matter of principle, action and responsibility is commansurate with the gravity
of the American attacks against Libya and any future aggression committed by any
country against another, a position that addresses the causes and motives of terror
a8 Well as recovers for the world sows of its moral and international values.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Prerch): 1 thank the representative
of 8audi Arabia for the kind words he addressed to me.

Because of the large nusber of speakers still on my list for this meeting and
in the light of the budgetary restrictions - and here I am looking at the
Secretary-Gengral - I propose to adjourn the meeting now. However, the
repregentative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya has agked to speak in exercise of tha
right of reply. 1In calling on him now, I sxpreds the hopa that his scatement will

nct be too long in view of the laterese of the hour.
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Mr., AZZIARQUK (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): I
apologize, Sir, for speaking at this late hour, following upon a long list of
Speakers. But what was said this morning and Monday morning by the representative
Of the United States of America, and also this morning by the representative of
Australia, does require an answer.

Unfor tunately, we do not appreciate the words of the representative of
Australla, who tried to justify the acts of the United States sgainst civilians,
which resulted in many innocent victims losing their lives ~ children, women and
the elderly.

To try to ascribe terroriem to my country is part of the defamation campaign
launched by the United States against my country in order to isolate it and to
undernine its ceputation, since all the other American attempts at Jdestabilization
had failed. That is why the United States decided to carry cut a premeditated
military pian of action designed to eliminate the revolutionary and progressive
Government in the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.

The United States laid the ground for this plan by propagating a great number
of lies and allegations to make Libya appear responsible for all acts of terrorism,
wherever they occur, bDespits categorical denials and comdemnations by the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya of such acts, the United States, in order to bring its plot to
fruition ~ and the culminating point was the raid on residential areas in Tripoll
and Benghazi ~ continued to pursue its plan.

This sorning the representative of Australia repeated the same allegations
reported by the American media. We sxpected of that representative that he would
dinounce the uae of force lu internaticnal relations, in keeping with Article 2 (4)

of the United Mations Charter.
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We were surprised to hear him repeat out-and-out lies, It sounded as if he

wanted to reformulate Article 51, thereby wmaking it appear that the United States
had acted in self-defence; thus the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, the victim of this
barbaric raid, would seea to be the aggresgsor.

It is not so easy to distort truth and the facta. The international
comnunity's condemnation in thie Council of that barbaric raid is the best possibla
answer to all the lies and false allegatioms.

It gives me pleasure now to read ocut from a statement by the leader of our
courtry and of our revolution. At a press conference today he said:

“After many contacts and wmuch consideration of the international
situation, I have decided not to escalate military operations in southern
Europe. Italy and Spain must prevent any action against us by the Sixth Fleet
and from United States bases.

*We have given no orders that anyone, anywhere in the world, should be
killed. Rather, it was Reagan who ordered our children killed and our cities
boubed.

"We haii the position of Prance; that State refused to permit its
sirapace to be used in the bombardsent of our country. Wo welcome and respect
that posicion, We also welcome the position taken by Malts, a friendly
country which is making sincere efforts t€o bring an end to tension in the
Med | tercsnean,

“Libya has not orderad anyone killed. We are not responsiblie for
operations that have been carried cut in Europe or anywhere else. It is
Reagan who is the killer of children. It is he who sent his aeroplanes to

destroy our haspitals, schools and sicfields and to kill our citigens.”
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The PRESIDENT {interpratation froa French): The next meeting of the
Security Council to continue consideration of the item on its sgenda will take

place tosorrow, Thursday, 17 April 1986, at 10.30 a.m.

The wmeeting roze at 6.0% p.m.




