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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF SYRIA 

held in Casablanca, Morocco, on 
16 January 1984 at 13.00 hrs. 

Present: 

GP/~ rig, SG 
File: Syria 
XRef: Lebanon 
b/f: VD/EO/AS/PK 
cc: Mr. Urquhart 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Alvaro de Soto 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Abd al-Halim Khaddam, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs 
of the Syrian Arab Republic 

One Aide 

The Secretary-General stressed the need to address the whole 
problem of the Middle East as a priority target. although, of 
course, the Lebanese situation should be clarified in order to reach 
an atmosphere of calm and peace. 

The Foreign Minister said that a possibility of a solution to 
the Lebanese crisis should not be ruled out. The key to the problem 
lay in the United States-Israeli position. 

The Secretary-General said that if the Israelis started 
withdrawing from Lebanon, the situation in that country would be 
greatly improved and the development would have a snowball-effect. 

The Foreign Minister added that, in fact, the Israeli 
withdrawal and the abrogation of the 17 May agreement were key 
elements in the solution of the problem. 

The Secretary-General recalled that he had encouraged the 
United States to bring about an Israeli withdrawal as soon as 
possible. Should this come about, the United Nations would also be 
prepared to help the situation. The members of the Multinational 
Force in Beirut were also eager to leave. They had already 
approached the Secretary-General to see whether the United States 
could fill the vacuum to eventually be left by the MNF. 

The Foreign Minister recalled that the MNF had been established 
in Lebanon in order to protect the refugees, but it had changed its 
mandate and now only supported President Gemayel. In fact, the 
Multinational Force was nowhere to be seen in Beirut, as those 
soldiers were now confined to their trenches. Therefore, there was 
no vacuum to be felt if the Multinational Force were to leave, no 
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situation to be saved. The reality was that Beirut was much calmer 
before the arrival of the Multinational Force. withdrawal of the 
Multinational Force would, in fact, pressure the parties to find a 
Lebanese solution. 

The Secretary-General argued that, while on one side Syria 
advocated the removal of the MNF, their security problem for Lebanon 
envisaged the deployment of international observers. Wasn't there a 
contradiction of approaches? 

The Foreign Minister said that while the Multinational Force 
was deployed in Beirut, the observers that had been thought about 
were to be deployed along the "contact line" outside Beirut. 

The Secretary-General emphasized that a United Nations role in 
Beirut would be for that reason most useful because the United 
Nations military would not become part of the problem, siding with 
one faction or another. 

The Foreign Minister noted that the Multinational Force was 
implicated in various d egrees with the factional fighting. The most 
implicated were the French and the Americans, The United Kingdom 
had only ninety people and the Italians had never been involved in 
actual fighting. 

The Secretary-General repeated that it was his impression that 
the United States also wished to leave Beirut, even if the reasons 
for doing so were of a tactical nature. However, Washington seemed 
not to dare to do so, 

The Foreign Minister did not share this latter view, as the 
situation had become more complicated following the deployment of 
the Multinational Force. On the prompting of the Secretary-General, 
the Foreign Minister commented on the Rumsfeld mission by saying 
that the American envoy had not come up with any new practical 
proposals, He had only listened to what others had to say. He was 
pursuing the idea of a broad-based Government in Lebanon without 
taking into account the opposition request that a clear programme 
for such a government be first agreed upon. The abrogation of the 
17 May agreement would also have to be considered in this context. 
In Geneva, the Lebanese parties had agreed to do away with the 17 
May agreement and had instructed President Gemayel to discuss with 
Washington ways to do it. Unfortunately, President Gemayel had 
discussed exactly the opposite in Washington. 

The Secretary-General confirmed that in his view, Washington 
was very attached to that agreement. 
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The Foreign Minister noted that the problem of that agreement 
was that it had been discussed only with some of the Lebanese 
political parties and with Israel and not with the majority of the 
Lebanese and with the Syrians. However, the major issue was not the 
agreement or the lack of it. The real problem was the 
close-mindedness of U.S. policy makers. They still felt they were 
fighting the Soviets in Lebanon, whereas it was the American 
military presence in Lebanon which had been the greatest service to 
the USSR in the region. Wherever an American military presence was 
established, it would unavoidably lead to a Soviet one. 

The Secretary-General wondered whether some action could be 
taken on the short term and recalled his letter to the President of 
the Security Council on the question of the International Conference 
on Palestine. He expressed to him his personal view that the 
Security Council would be a better framework for discussing a Middle 
East comprehensive solution. However, what was important was to 
have a forum where all parties concerned were present. 

The Foreign Minister concurred that this was the most logical 
way to proceed; but he added, "we are dealing with parties which 
have lost all logic". 

The Secretary-General repeated that in order to create a 
positive atmosphere in the area, it was essential to begin with an 
Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon and to a halt to the policy of 
settlements in the West Bank. 

The Foreign Minister added that unfortunately, the United 
States was not in a position to pressure Israel in an election year. 

The Secretary-General said he felt that something could still 
be done within the coming six months. He then asked the Foreign 
Minister if his Government's position on a United Nations military 
presence in Beirut remained as described to him during their last 
meeting in October 1983. He specifically wondered whether a United 
Nations role in Lebanon through a redeployment of UNIFIL or through 
the enlargement of 0GB would be considered by Damascus. 

The Foreign Minister replied that it all depended on the task 
entrusted to the United Nations force and on the composition of that 
force; "if the purpose was to find a way out for the MNF, then Syria 
could discuss it, but if it was to increase in the future the United 
Nations presence in Lebanon, then it was another matter ... " He 
added again that "if it was only to replace the Multinational Force, 
this could be discussed". He expressed scepticism at the 
possibility of the Rumsfeld mission succeeding and wondered 
rhetorically why Washington was first opposing Syria and then coming 
to Damascus for concessions instead of asking Israel to make 
concessions. In conclusion, the Foreign Minister reaffirmed his 
Government's co-operation, both with the Secretary-General 
personally and with the United Nations, and expressed his sincere 
hope to see the Secretary-General in Damascus in the near future. 
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The Secretary-General said that he would consider such a visit 
if he knew that some positive results would emerge. 

The Foreign Minister noted that positive results were to be 
produced not only by Syria but by everybody concerned. 



0053 S GP/jk 
File: 
XRef: 
b/f: 
cc: 

rig: SG 
PLO 
MidEast 
VD/EO/AS/PK 
Mr. Urquhart 

NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE CHAIRMAN OF THE PALESTINE LIBERATION ORGANIZATION 

held in Casablanca, Morocco, on 
16 January 1984 at 12.15 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary--General 
Mr. Diego Cordovez 
Mr. Alvaro de Soto 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

Mr. Yasser Arafat, Chairman of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization 

Mr. F. Kaddoumi, Spokesman for Foreign 
Affairs of the Palestine Liberation 
Organization 

Two Aides 

The Secretary-General at the outset informed the Chairman 
of the letter he had sent to the President of the Security 
Council in pursuance of the General Assembly resolution calling 
for the convening of the Conference on Palestine. He also 
added that in his personal view, the Security Council with the 
appropriate procedural flexibility could be a better framework 
for a comprehensive discussion of the Middle East problem. 
Tackling the question at its core remained indeed the priority 
despite the gravity of the Lebanese situation. In fact, the 
Lebanese events had distracted the attention of public opinion 
from the real problem of the Middle East. As for Lebanon, he 
felt that progress could be achieved if the Israelis were to 
begin withdrawing . This would lead the Arab world to 
unanimously request Syria to leave Lebanon. While this may or 
may not be achieved, efforts should continue to put an end to 
settlements at the West bank as the passage of time would make 
it more and more difficult. At the moment, financial 
difficulties in Israel appear to have put a limit to Israeli 
settlement in the West Bank, but there were no indications that 
a political decision to this effect had been taken. He was 
hoping that the meeting between Secretary of State Schultz and 
Foreign Minister Gromyko could be the opening of a dialogue 
between the two major powers on the Mi ddle East and lead to a 
"rapprochement" in the Security Counc i l on this q uestion. 

7 
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The Chairman expressed his appreciation for the 
Secretary-General's decision to provide the ships which took the 
Palestinians out of Tripoli with the United Nations flag. It was a 
courageous and sound decision by the Secretary-General. 
Unfortunately, the departure of the Palestinian forces from Lebanon 
had also coincided with a new period of instability in that 
country. He noted that when Palestinian forces were protecting the 
United States Embassy in Beirut, no terrorist attacks had been 
perpetrated against it. In fact, at the time of Palestinian control 
of South Lebanon, no sectarian violence was reported in that part of 
the country. It seems that the multinational force was much less 
effective than the Palestinian force. 

The Chairman briefly touched upon his difficult times in 
Tripoli and informed the Secretary General that that very day the 
Israeli navy had captured, off the coast of Cyprus, a boat bound for 
Tripoli with supplies for the Palestinians. Despite the 
difficulties, the support of the Palestinian people for its leaders 
remained strong. The Chairman expressed hope that an initiative by 
the Secretary-General within the framework of the Security Council 
would materialize. 

The Secretary-General felt that in the absence of any action 
within the Council, a dialogue between the two major powers should 
be encouraged. He then asked if the Chairman would be resuming his 
contacts with King Hussein. 

The Chairman confirmed that this would be the case, though for 
the time being he would not go personally to Amman. He was pleased 
to have heard that the King of Jordan was prepared to start a 
dialogue without any conditions. As for the recent reshuffle of the 
Jordanian cabinet and the reconvening of its parliament, he had been 
informed that these moves were a matter of internal procedure and 
were not to be seen as a political step. Jordan had admitted that 
the PLO remained the only representative of the Palestinians. 

In reply to a question, the Chairman said that the situation in 
the West Bank for his people continued to deteriorate. The Israeli 
authorities were now prevented from building even small huts; the 
lack of hospital facilities was becoming more and more crucial. 
He feared that the Ben-Porat Plan, while still under discussion in 
the Knesset, would be implemented. 

As for political moves regarding the overall problem of the 
Middle East, he wondered whether the Franco-Egyptian text should be 
revived. 
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The Secretary-General said that Foreign Minister Cheysson had 
mentioned to him some other ideas . He reiterated, however, his 
preference for a discussion of all the plans, being tabled so far, 
within the context of working groups of the Security Council. He 
regretted that such a formula was not as yet favoured either by the 
Soviets or the Americans. 

The Chairman underlined the importance of the time factor and 
said that any move would have to be made within the next six months. 

The Secretary-General said that in Lebanon this could be 
achieved if foreign forces were to start withdrawing and if the 
multinational force were to be replaced. The possibility of UNIFIL 
being redeployed and an enlargement of 0GB came to mind. 

The Chairman hinted that as the United States appeared to be 
needing the United Nations in order to disengage the multinational 
force, and the Security Council needed the United States to pursue 
its diplomatic efforts towards a solution of the Middle East plan, a 
possible deal may be envisaged. Of coursa, the role of the Soviet 
Union in all this would have to be prominent. 

The Secretary-General shared the view that unless all major 
powers were to participate, no solution to the Middle East problem 
could be found. 

The Chairman insisted that the time limit for any action to be 
significant was July 1984. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE HEAD OF STATE OF QATAR 

held in Casablanca, Morocco on 
16 January 1984 at 10.45 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Diego Cordovez 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Sheikh Khalifa bin Hamad Al-Thani, 
Head of State of Qatar 

H.E. Mr. Bichara, Secretary-General, 
Gulf Co-operation Council 

Two Aides 

The Emir made it clear at the outset that the Iran-Iraq war was 
the most serious crisis now facing the international community and 
urged the Secretary-General not to spare any effort in dealing with 
this matter. 

The Secretary-General said that he shared that assessment of 
the situation and that he was indeed using his good offices in the 
most imaginative manner by exploring with the parties ways and means 
to avoid having any diplomatic vacuum. He referred to a 
conversation he had had with the Iranian Ambassador in New York and 
to the suggestion he had made to him to dispatch Mr. Cordovez to the 
area shortly to assess the situation and to discuss the 30 September 
7-point agenda submitted to both sides for consideration. While the 
Iranian side had not yet replied, Ambassador Rajaie had gone 
personally to Teheran to obtain a response. The Government, of 
course, was stressing the need for a second mission to investigate 
damage to civilian targets. 

The Emir recalled that resolution 540 was indivisible in its 
component parts. By isolating any of the elements of it, one would 
betray the very thrust of the political line of those who prepared 
that text and those who supported it. The Gulf Co-operation Council 
had endorsed resolution 540 and was prepared to support all the 
Secretary-General's initiatives aimed at implementing it. The 
unanimous adoption of that resolution underlined the isolation of 
the only country that opposed its implementation. It was 
unfortunate that a Security Council resolution could be defied by a 
Member State. The ineffectiveness of the Security Council was a 
major problem for all Member States but particularly for small 
countries. 
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The Secretary-General, while sharing this assessment, noted 
that he could not resign himself to accepting inactivity simply 
because one member of the Organization refused implementation of 
that resolution; for this reason, he was exploring other avenues 
which would permit the parties concerned to move forward in the 
search for a resolution to the war. He was considering sending 
Mr. Cordovez to the area to prepare for an eventual visit by Prime 
Minister Palme in late February or March. He felt that it was his 
duty to pur~ue his efforts, particularly since other endeavours 
had not been successful. 

The Emir stressed the need for concrete results to be 
achieved through diplomatic efforts, as lack of that would lead to 
a spreading of the war. 

The Secretary-General said that when he had broached the 
subject of a new Cordovez mission to the Iraqi authorities, he had 
also suggested that this could be combined with an investigation 
of the civilian areas allegedly affected by the war. The idea of 
a combined mission seemed to him more likely to be acceptable to 
Iran. Iraq, however, had not so far accepted this approach. 

The Emir made it clear that if the Iranians were not to 
present other conditions for the mission, the Gulf countries would 
persuade Iraq to accept the idea of a combined mission. He then 
expressed scepticism at the real desire of Iran to put an end to 
the war. The war had permitted the regime to rally the Iranian 
people around it. He also questioned the Islamic character of the 
Iranian regime. He reaffirmed his country's support for the 
Secretary-General's approach, as the major objective was, in his 
view, to hamper Iran from escalating the war. 

(There followed a brief discussion during which the 
Secretary-General explained to the Emir the contents of the 
7-point agenda and during which the Secretary-General expressed 
appreciation for Qatar's support in this endeavourJ 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE LEADER OF THE TURKISH CYPRIOT COMMUNITY 

held in Casablanca, Morocco on 
16 January 1984 at 09.30 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Rauf R. Denktash, Leader of 
the Turkish Cypriot Community 

Mr. Necati Munir Ertekun, Spokesman 
for Foreign Affairs for the 
Turkish Cypriot Community 

One Ai d e 

The Secretary-General outlined to Mr. Denktash his recent 
exchanges with President Kyprianou and referred to the proposals 
which the Greek Cypriot side gave in confidence to the 
Secretary-General. While the Greek Cypriot leader did not express 
himself favourably on the 2 January ideas tabled by Mr. Denktash, he 
did not rule out the possibility of this idea being discussed. The 
Greek Cypriot set of ideas was not to be seen as a counter proposal 
but, rather, as an expression of the Greek Cypriot position at this 
point in time. It was the Secretary-General's understanding that 
both sets were negotiable, and he intended to treat them as such. 
The proposals of President Kyprianou were then outlined to 
Mr. Denktash, as per the attachment. (He gave the impression of 
knowing quite well the text in advance, which was confirmed to me 
subsequently by Turkish sources. He looked a bit upset at not being 
given the full text.) 

The Secretary-General continued by saying he would study the 
two sets of ideas and look for common denominators from which he 
would then develop his own position He would then be prepared to 
present his position to the parties and, on that basis, to work for 
the convening of a high-level meeting. 

Mr. Denktash asked whether Mr. Kyprianou was prepared to return 
to the intercommunal talks. 
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The Secretary-General said that before this was possible, he 
should prepare the ground and create the necessary atmosphere. He 
felt that a meeting at a high level should precede a return to the 
intercommunal talks. 

Mr. Denktash agreed to the idea of a high-level meeting on the 
basis of the agreed procedure. He rejected the fact that there were 
any preconditions to the high-level meeting. His impression was 
that the Greek Cypriot side wanted to depart from the 1977 
guidelines and the 1979 ten-point agreement. Mr. Kyprianou called 
for demilitarization as a precondition for a solution, and his 
requirement that Famagusta and Morphou be returned to the Greek 
Cypriots was proof that he wanted to depart from the evaluation 
paper. He would not object if Mr. Kyprianou were to bring to the 
negotiating table whatever proposal he wished, but it was important 
first to find out that there was good will. He explained the 
significance of his Varosha offer and the unfortunate rejection of 
that offer by the Greek Cypriots. He was disappointed at the 
negative influence on the Cyprus question by Prime Minister 
Papandreou. He also expressed regret at the condemnation of UDI by 
some Western powers. 

The Secretary-General noted that Mr. Kyprianou presented 
proposals in private to the Secretary-General and that the Turkish 
Cypriot proposals were instead being made public. He had made it 
clear to President Kyprianou that reversal of UDI as a precondition 
would not be a reasonable point of departure. Other countries had 
also understood this point. He, the Secretary-General, interpreted 
UDI as a move to accelerate the process toward a federal solution. 
The efforts of the Secretary-General should, therefore, continue; 
and he intended to propose ideas of his own. While convening 
intercommunal talks at this point would not be fruitful, he was 
prepared to go to the area personally to discuss the specifics of a 
beginning of a dialogue and prepare the ground for an overall 
solution to the problem. 

Mr. Denktash again belittled the significance of 
Mr. Kyprianou's proposal by quoting the new suggestion on the 
guarantors and their inability to intervene. 

The Secretary-General took this comment as a further indication 
that he would have to do alot of work by shuttling between the two 
leaders if a useful meeting between the two were to be called. 

Mr. Denktash noted that the Secretary-General was the only hope 
in the whole context of Cyprus. The Turkish Cypriot Community 
respected him and expected the Secretary-General to explain to the 
Greek Cypriots that UDI could not be reversed and that Turkey could 
not give up its guarantor powers. What should be brought to the 
table were ideas within the context of the 1977 and 1979 
agreements. He recalled that a division of the executive according 
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to a proportion of 70,30 was, in fact, at the basis of the problems 
in Cyprus. The existence of one judiciary was also a reason for 
difficulty and the discussion about demilitarization as separate 
from the question of guarantors was an impractical approach. The 
latest proposals by Mr. Kyprianou were aimed at replacing the agreed 
procedure. 

The Secretary-General said that he intended to be in touch with 
Mr. Denktash and to discuss with him other ideas of his own at the 
moment when he embarked on a personal d iplomatic effort. He 
reiterated his attachment to the concept of the intercommunal 
talks. He noted again that President Kyprianou appeared interested 
in the Varosha idea, although it needed to be improved. 

Mr. Denktash asked the Secretary-General not to take as his own 
Mr. Kyprianou's constitutional proposal. In his view, the 
philosophical differences of the two parties on this question was 
that the Greeks started from the assumption that the central 
Government had every power and that the provincial governments were 
guaranteed their competence by the central authority. The Turkish 
approach was that the residual powers were vested in the provincial 
governments, as it was there that the power lay. It would be for 
the provinces to divest themselves of what they considered to be 
given to the central government. 

The Secretary-General undertook to produce something d ifferent 
from what the parties had produced to be discussed within the 
context of a summit meeting. 

Mr. Denktash noted that he was already being confronted by some 
members of his own Community with the idea of asking the Greek 
Cypriots to renounce their role as Government of Cyprus before 
starting any negotiating process. He was aware that this approach 
would not be realistic but wanted to inform the Secretary-General of 
the mood now prevailing within the Turkish Cypriot Community. 

The Secretary-General stressed the need not "to rock the boat" 
at this time. He had asked the same thing of the Greek Cypriots. 
He would therefore ask the Turkish Cypriots to do likewise. He also 
recalled that his role had been limited by the recent resolutions 
and he would, therefore, have to work on a parallel path to the 
Security Council resolution. 

Mr. Denktash noted that what was important was to find out 
whether there was a will to find a solution, In this context, the 
Secretary-General's good offices were very important. To sum up, he 
said that the Turkish Cypriots were for the good offices of the 
Secretary-General and for resuming the negotiations on the basis of 
the agreed procedure. He was prepared to speak to President 
Kyprianou, if he had good will, 
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The Secretary-General then asked whether Mr. Denktash wished to 
meet with him again so as to maintain a balance between the number 
of meetings he had had with the leaders of the communities. 

Mr. Denktash noted this would not be necessary. He said that 
he would indicate to the press that the conversations had focused on 
Mr. Kyprianou's proposals and on the chances of resuming the good 
offices mission of the Secretary-General. 

Attachment 



... 

Annex 1 

1. De-militarization of the island. 

2. UN Force to provide internal security and external defense. 

3. International guarantees to be provided by others than 

interested powers; guarantors could not use force. 

4. Territory:25% of the republic to be under Turkish-Cypriot 

5. 

administration, provided that such areas as Famagusta and 

Morphou would be under Greek Cypriot administration. 

Constitutional arrangements: a Federal system where regions 

or provinces "will have considerable autonomy and powers". 

Executive - the presidential system would be structured as 

follows: a) Greek Cypriot president and Turkish Cypriot 

Vice-President 

Legislature 

Judiciary 

b) Federal Council of Ministers composed of 70% 

Greek Cypriots and 30% Turkish Cypriots 

preferably unicameral system, alternatively 

a bicameral system consisting of a lower chamber 

(proportional representation) and an upper chamber 

(representations to be determined). 

equal representation of the two communities in the 

Federal Supreme Court. 

Powers and functions of the Federal Government: 

as follows-

indicatively 

i) Foreign Affairs 

ii) Federal Finance 

iii) Defense and National Security 

iv) International communications 

v) International telecommunications 

... I ... 
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vi) Appointment of Federal officers 

vii) Natural resources 

Federal Justice viii) 

ix) Co-ordination, harmonization, standard-setting and 

Adivsory function 

x) Provisions for transfer of powers from -.Federation 

to provinces and vice versa if agreed. 

Provincial powers, to be agreed. 

6. Human Rights and freedoms - arrangements could be made to 

overcome certain practical difficulties in their implementation 

and should not negate or restrict them. 

7. The economic and social policy of the federal republic should 

ensure equal standard of living for all citizens. Transition 

measures in respect to the economy would be envisaged. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE VICE CHAIRMAN OF THE REVOLUTIONARY COMMAND COUNCIL OF IRAQ 

held In Casablanca, Morocco on 
15 January 1984 at 19.30 hrs. 

Present, 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Diego Cordovez 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Izat Ibrahim Al-Douri 
Vice Chairman of the Revolutionary 
Command Council of Iraq 

H.E. Mr. Tariq Aziz, Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of Iraq 

H.E. Mr. Ismat Kittani, Ministry for 
Foreign Affairs of Iraq 

H.E. Dr. Riyadh M. S. Al-Qaysi, 
Permanent Representative of Iraq 
to the United Nations 

The Secretary-General briefly outlined the state of the game, 
as it were, on the question of the implementation of resolution 540 
and the effect that the different positions taken by Iran and Iraq 
had on his mission of good offices. He referred to his recent 
conversation with the Ambassador of Iran and his attempt to maintain 
a dialogue so as to eventually bring the Iranians to the negotiating 
table. He had ask e d the Ambassad or of Iran to accept a visit by 
Mr . Cordovez to the area for a general assessment of the situation 
and, specifically, to clarify the reaction of the Iranian Government 
to the seven-point agenda handed over to both sides by him in 
September 1983. Depending on the assessment of Mr. Cordovez, 
Mr. Palme could then be asked to go to both capitals. He wondered 
whether in order to stimulate a more positive reply from Iraq, the 
idea of strengthening Mr. Cordovez's team with specialists at 
evaluating damages to civilian targets could be considered, thus 
taking into account the Iranian request for a second mission of this 
nature. He was envisaging that Mr. Cordovez would deal with the 
diplomatic aspect of the mission, while part of his team would visi t 
the civilian areas allegedly affected by the war. He indicated that 
according to many observers who had been in touch with the Iranians, 
the Secretary-General still had the trust and confidence of 
Teheran. Such trust should be strengthened and, for this reason, 
imagination was needed. It was important that this connexion 
between the Secretary-General and Teheran not be lost. He did not 
wish the Vice Chairman to provide him with an immediate answer but 
indicated that the timing he had in mind was short. 
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The Vice Chairman expressed appreciation for the efforts of the 
Secretary-General and welcomed his initiative aimed at ending the 
war. His Government would try to be as helpful as possible. 
Resolution 540 was very clear, and the Secretary-General had the 
responsibility of implementing it. In fact, that resolution should 
be clear in the minds of all the Secretary-General's aides working 
on the issue and should be borne in mind also by all United Nations 
agencies involved. 

As for the specific suggestion of the Secretary-General, the 
Vice Chairman noted that the dispatching of Mr. Cordovez to the area 
for the purpose of implementing resolution 540 was quite welcome. 
He wondered, though, whether it was appropriate for the 
Secretary-General to send a mission on the basis of pure allegation 
by one of the parties. The previous mission on this subject had 
made a report to the Security Council. In the aftermath of that 
report, Iraq had made clear its intention to reach an greement with 
Iran on this very matter to save civilian areas from being affected 
by the present war. Any request for a further investigation would, 
at this point, be a dilatory maneuver aimed at bypassing a sincere 
effort at finding a solution. Iraq was offering again to Iran the 
possibility of reaching an agreement on this issue and was prepared 
to have this agreement supervised by the Secretary-General. He 
expressed appreciation at the endeavours of the Secretary-General to 
draw Iran to the negotiating table. But he interpreted the double 
mission idea as a way of further encouraging the indecision of Iran 
and falling into the trap of Iran, which was that of blackmailing 
the international community and the United Nations. If Teheran was 
eager to avoid further civilian damages, it should accept Iraq's 
good will offer. He hoped that the Secretary-General woul <l send a 
mission for the purpose of implementing resolution 540. 

The Secretary-General said that he had spoken to the Iranian 
Ambassador about dispatching Mr. Cordovez there just before 
Ambassador Rajaie left for Teheran. He was looking forward to 
receiving the authoritative reaction shortly. He made it clear that 
the idea of a combined mission had not been devised in order to 
please one of the parties but in order to pursue the final aim, 
which was that of bringing the two sides to the negotiating table. 
In the context where one of the sid es did not accept a United 
Nations resolution, the Secretary-General was used to pursuing 
parallel efforts so as to obtain the same result. He was doing so 
on a number of other issues. While he was respectful of the Iraqi 
point of view, it was his duty as Secretary-General to explore all 
avenues which would lead to the final objective of putting an end to 
the war. No parties should be given the excuse of not proceeding 
along the path of a negotiated solution because of lack of action by 
the Secretary-General. He recalled the great confidence in the 
United Nations which had been created by the first mission on 
civilian damages. He undertook to be in touch with Iraq upon 
receipt of the Iranian position. He considered the Iran-Iraq war 
the potentially most dangerous problem facing the international 
community, and he felt that the exceptionality of the conflict 
required more than just the traditional approach. 
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The Foreign Minister, repeated the point of view of the Vice 
Chairman with regard to a mission by Mr. Cordovez, wanting it 
confined to discussing the seven-point paper. However, with regard 
to the second purpose of the mission, as suggested by the 
Secretary-General, he said that if Iran could not accept 
Mr. Cordovez for only one purpose, Iraq would be prepared to discuss 
further with the Secretary-General the idea of a combined mission 
through his Ambassador in New York. While Iraq did not wish the 
Cordovez mission to contain other elements than those of 
resolution 540 and felt that a mission on that basis was fully 
justified, he was, however, prepared to send back Ambassador 
Al-Qaysi to New York immediately so that he could be contacted in 
case of developments. He stressed that the seven-point agenda which 
his Government had accepted contained alot of elements which should 
be pleasing to Iran. 

Mr. Cordovez interjected that the approach suggested by the 
Secretary-General was in order to be ready should Iran not accept a 
visit to the area only on the basis of 540. He also added that 
should this idea develop, the same team that went for the first 
mission on civilian damages would also go for the second visit. 
He recalled that at the time of a different event, namely, at the 
time of the United States hostage crisis, the Iranians had indicated 
to the Commission of Enquiry that before approaching that subject, 
the members of the Commission would have to visit the victims of 
Savak. When the mission arrived in Teheran, it had no choice but to 
be presented with those victims before any discussion on the 
hostages was undertaken. If a similar situation developed in 
Teheran, and if the mission sent by the Secretary-General were 
rebuffed, the whole role of the Secretary-General on the matter 
would be undermined irreparably. 

The Secretary-General undertook to wait for the Iranian 
reaction and to be in touch again with the Iraqi Government on the 
matter. He reiterated his determination to continue to act as an 
honest broker, despite terrible odds. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PRESIDENT OF PAKISTAN 

held in Casablanca, Morocco, on 
15 January 1984 at 18.30 hrs. 

Present, 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Diego Cordovez 
Mr. Rafeeuddin Ahmed 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. General Mohammad Zia-Ul-Haq, 
President of Pakistan 

H.E. Mr. Sahabzada Yaqub-Khan, Foreign 
Minister of Pakistan 

H.E. Mr. Ghulam Ishaque Khan, 
Minister for Finance of Pakistan 

H.E. Mr. Niaz Naik, Foreign Secretary, 
Ministry for Foreign Affairs 

The Secretary-General referred to his meetings in November and 
September with the Foreign Minister and did not hide his 
disappointment at the lack of progress at that time. 
The methodology which had been adopted to pursue the search for a 
settlement on Afghanistan was being seen with critical eyes by some 
quarters. Some, in fact, also attributed the slowness of the pace 
to the methodology itself. The major objective was, indeed, the 
withdrawal of foreign troops; and for that purpose, he was in 
continuous contact with the Soviet Union. The Soviets were 
apparently reassessing their position and , due to this, not many 
signals were being sent from Moscow. The present international 
climate was not helpful. There was a need for a dialogue between 
the two superpowers. The lack of communication between Washington 
and Moscow was particularly clear with regard to the Afghan 
question. Mr. Cordovez was ready to pursue his activities, but more 
preparation was needed before a trip to the area. 

With regard to the question of refugees, the Secretary-General 
noted that the lack of unity among the refugees had not made things 
easier. While hasty decisions on how to approach them should not be 
made, he wondered whether Pakistan could envisage setting up a 
commission of three or four countries that would approach them, thus 
avoiding undermining the United Nations involvement. The Afghan 
side had been very rigid on this matter, but he was convinced a 
formula could be found. It was essential to explore entirely new 
procedures. 
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Mr. Cordovez added that it had become very clear that the 
Afghan side was not prepared to accept any of the procedures 
suggested by the United Nations in the summer of 1983. 

The President expressed sympathy for the difficulties of the 
Secretary-General in dealing with many problems at the same time, 
particularly since there were no rules of the game available to 
him. Pakistan had a tremendous regard for the initiative of the 
Secretary-General. However, he recalled that not many problems had 
been solved through the United Nations. What was important was not 
really the instant solution of a problem but, rather, the fact that 
the Secretary-General was focusing on the issue; it might take many 
years to solve it. To stress his point, he drew attention to the 
question of Palestine. Nevertheless, he noted the Afghan issue had 
received a huge degree of attention, also because of the efforts of 
the Secretary-General. The Foreign Minister and himself were not 
dissatisfied with the progress achieved so far. The United Nations 
had with great skill been able to defuse the situation. Not all 
negotiations needed to succeed. Indeed, there were three basic 
issues. The first one was that of the Soviet withdrawal; in this 
regard, he noted that there had been a report in the press some few 
days earlier to the effect that Moscow had confided to Pakistan its 
intention to withdraw within a period of eighteen months. He had 
not been informed, of course, of any such proposal by the Russians; 
but he was convinced that this was a signal emanating from Moscow. 
In fact, he was convinced this was the timeframe that all were 
looking for in the context of the negotiations. This signal, in his 
view, proved that there was some thinking in Moscow about 
withdrawal. The second issue was the question of consultations with 
the refugees. Indeed, the methodology could be discussed; but they 
would eventually have to be approached. His Government was 
considering different methodologies, which it would like to discuss 
with Mr. Cordovez when he traveled to the area, possibly before 
April. These methodologies would protect the position of the United 
Nations. Some of these methodologies, though, while being 
acceptable to the Pakistani Government, would not be acceptable to 
the refugees. He said that maybe Mr. Cordovez should expedite his 
trip to the area. 

The Foreign Minister noted that the spokesman for the refugees 
would speak at the summit, an achievement which had not been 
obtained three years earlier in Tai£. He reassured the 
Secretary-General that the refugees would co-operate and would play 
according to the rules of the game, as it were. The idea of meeting 
with them in groups of thirty or forty in different localities could 
be explored; alternatively, a larger meeting could also be 
envisaged. Indeed, if the objective was to avoid any contact 
between "United Nations agencies" and this procedure, then the 
problem would be quite complicated. Whatever was done, the issues 
of the refugees had to be ascertained. 
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The Secretary-General referred to the presence of the Afghan 
refugees at the Conference and said that he would not object if they 
were to be in touch with Mr. Picco. He shared the view that the 
refugees would have to eventually support the arrangements made as a 
result of the comprehensive settlement. 

Mr. Cordovez insisted that their support was necessary for any 
final arrangements to be workable. He outlined the efforts of the 
Secretary-General in this regard to convince the Afghan side to be 
more forthcoming. He felt, however, the the Government of Pakistan 
should consider other means, in view of the difficulties encountered. 

The Secretary-General then recalled the institutional 
difficulties he had in discussing more formally the question of the 
settlement with the refugees. As a non-governmental entity, the 
refugees could not be approached for political discussions on a 
political solution. This would create a dangerous precedent for the 
United Nations. It was agreed that a formula for listening to the 
refugees would have to be devised. He wondered whether the Soviet 
Union could treat Afghanistan as a test case to revert the present 
trend in international affairs. The objective remained the 
withdrawal of foreign troops; and to this end, one should move 
forward and make the negotiations as dynamic as possible. Dynamics, 
therefore, should not hamper the achievement of the final 
objective. To this effect, he wondered whether something could be 
done to move the procedure from the present indirect status, if not 
yet to that of direct discussions. He wondered whether a meeting in 
the same premises would help in giving a sense of urgency and 
sending the right signals to Moscow. Indeed, imagination was needed 
if movement forward were to be achieved; and he wondered whether Mr. 
Cordovez should, in fact, go to the area if proof of movement was 
not forthcoming. 

The President recalled that the position of both sides on the 
procedure was quite rigid. He recalled that on the occasion of the 
death of Marshall Tito, he had physically met Mr. Dost but that 
Mr. Dost had been quite embarrassed by that encounter. 

The Secretary-General then wondered whether the United States 
was giving enough importance to the issue and whether anything would 
emerge from the contact between Mr. Shultz and Mr. Gromyko in 
Stockholm. 

The Foreign Minister recalled that during his recent visit to 
Turkey, the lack of dialogue between the two superpowers featured 
prominently in the discussions. He wondered whether the United 
States would like to solve the problem too quickly. Indeed, 
Washington was sincere in its desire to solve the issue, but he 
wondered whether, at this point, they would agree to talk directly 
to the Soviets about it. 

The Secretary-General said that a school of thought was saying 
that Washington preferred to have the USSR involved in Afghanistan, 
while Pakistan was paying the price for it. He recalled that 
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Mr. Cordovez was in touch with the United States on this issue, but 
it was always because of his initiative. The Foreign Minister 
referred to a letter received by his Government some three weeks 
earlier supporting the efforts of Pakistan aimed at arriving at a 
peaceful solution. 

The Finance Minister intervened to express puzzlement at the 
trend of the discussion. In his view, it was not the procedure but 
the substance that was the matter. The fact was that the 
negotiations were stuck on the question of withdrawal. The Russians 
would have to be pressured on that question by many sides. As for 
the contacts with the refugees, he noted that it should not be seen 
as an opposition to the Government, but they should be approached as 
refugees. The problem there was a human problem, not a political 
one. He stressed that from his point of view, it would have been 
futile to consult the refugees until it was clear what the Russians 
wanted to do. The problem could not be solved without this 
consultation. If the refugees would not accept to return to 
Afghanistan, there would be no solution. 

The President reiterated that it was indeed a human problem and 
that a way to consult the refugees would have to be found. 
He insisted, however, that a key remained the withdrawal of the 
Soviet Union. The President then intimated to the Secretary-General 
that the signal he had referred to earlier about an eighteen-month 
period should be clarified. He wondered whether the 
Secretary-General could check whether that was a signal emanating 
from Moscow. He expressed appreciation for the endeavours of the 
Secretary-General, who undertook to clarify the alleged signal. 

* * * * 

P.S. In a meeting between Mr. Cordovez and the Foreign Minister on 
the evening of 16 January, the Foreign Minister made clear that the 
question of the refugees had better be postponed for the time being; 
but he left the thought open on the question of holding meetings 
within the same building. 
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Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Paul Kavanagh 

H.E. Mr. Hoang Bich Son 
Permanent Representative of Vietnam 

to the United Nations 

1 Aide 

The Secretary- General had invited the Ambassador to the 
meeting so that he could convey to him a message from the US 
Representative, who had asked the Secretary-General to exercise 
his good offices to persuade the Vietnamese Government not to 
mount a large-scale armed intervention on the Thai-Kampuchea 
border. The US had information which seemed to suggest that 
Vietnam was planning to mount such an operation as in previous 
years before the end of the dry season. The Secretary-General 
conveyed this message to the Ambassador and said that the US 
had also asked him to request the Vietnamese authorities to 
exercise restraint. 

The Ambassador thanked the Secretary-General for this 
information and said that at present the situation in the area 
was calm. However, it was "the law" of military operations in 
the area that "regular" action took place in the dry season 
while the "Pol Pot and other reactionary and anti-people forces" 
mounted guerrilla actions in the wet season. Accordingly, there 
was a general expectation of large-scale engagements during the 
imminent dry season. There would be military struggle so long 
as the guerrilla forces were active. 

Vietnam wanted good relat ions with the ASEAN countries and 
with Thailand in particular. However, Tha iland allowed its 
territories to be u s ed as a sanctua ry for Pol Pot forces. So 
long as Thailand provided s u ch sanc tuary hostilities would 
continue. The Vietnamese Government was nonetheless showing 
restraint and would continue to exhibit good will. 

The Secretary-General agreed to convey the following message 
to the US authorities: 
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Tension in Kampuchea is not caused by Vietnam alone . 
It is well-known that China and some ASEAN countri e~ 
supply weapons to the Pol Pot and other forces . If 
the US desires a lessening in tension, it should not 
lend support to these weapons supplies. Should the 
US continue to stand with China in opposition to 
Vietnam, there will not be any lessening of tension 
or normalization of relations in the region. 

The Secretary-General suggested that in view of his imminent 
departure for Africa, the Ambassador might liaise with Mr. Dayal 
as necessary. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
12 January 1984 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF ITALY 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
12 January 1984 at 11.00 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Brian Urquhart 
Mr. F. T. Liu 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Dr. Giulio Andreotti, Minister 
for Foreign Affairs of Italy 

H. E. Mr. Umberto La Rocca, Chef de 
Cabinet of the Foreign Minister 

H.E. Mr. Bruno Bottai, Director General 
of Political Affairs 

Mr. Bartolomeo Attolico, Head of Press 
and Information of the Foreign Ministry 

Mr. Gaetano Zucconi, Charge d'Affaires 
of the Permanent Mission of Italy 
to the United Nations 

The meeting started with a brief exchange on the forthcoming 
visit to West Africa the Secretary-General, The Foreign Minister 
welcomed the decision of the Secretary-General to co-ordinate the 
assistance provided to those Governments. Italy, indeed, as one of 
the contributors, felt the need for such co-ordination, 

The Foreign Minister then referred to the situation in Lebanon 
and to the lack of unanimity which now prevailed in the Italian 
Parliament with regard to the presence of the Italian contingent in 
the Multinational Force. Despite this, the Government of Italy 
would not withdraw unilaterally. The prospects of national 
reconciliation in Lebanon were bleak, but some positive developments 
might come about on the Syrian and Israel fronts for different 
reasons. He particularly stressed that the difficult financial 
position of Israel might force Tel Aviv to reassess its presence in 
Lebanon. For the same reasons, Israeli policies on the West Bank 
might also have to be changed. He had met with President Assad some 
three months earlier and had received from him the impression that 
Syria would not like the status quo in Lebanon to continue, as it 
would affect the stability of the whole region. 

As for the Palestinians, President Gemayel had already asked 
the Italians to cease their patrolling of the Sabra and Shatila 
camps, but the Italian authorities had refused to do so in the light 
of recent actions by the Lebanese Army vis-a-vis the Palestinians. 
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He recalled that some four hundred Palestinians had been taken out 
of the camps handcuffed, and their fate was not known. He intimated 
that while President Gemayel would not insist that the Italians 
withdraw from the camps, he might consider major attacks on the 
Shi'ites. He asked whether a United Nations presence to protect the 
Palestinians could be envisaged. He had spoken to the Soviet 
Ambassador in Rome on this matter and had received the impression 
that if the United Nations presence was to be specifically limited 
to the protection of the refugees, Moscow might be prepared to go 
along. 

Mr. Urquhart interjected that on all these matters, of course, 
the position of the Lebanese Government would be important. 

The Foreign Minister stressed again his Government's concern 
for the future of the Palestinian refugees, particularly since it 
would not like to become accessory to any action taken by the 
Lebanese Government against the Palestinians. He wondered whether a 
United Nations force or United Nations observers could be positioned 
in those camps. 

The Secretary-General recalled the conditions for establishing 
a new peacekeeping operations, which were a request from the 
Lebanese Government, the concurrence of the Security Council, the 
co-operation of the parties concerned and, fourthly, the agreement 
of the contributing countries. 

Ambassador La Rocca noted that the Multinational Force 
contributors might convince President Gemayel to make such a request. 

Mr. Urquhart noted that it might be advisable to envisage a 
United Nations presence in a larger context. Connecting the United 
Nations only to the Palestinians would not, in his view, encounter 
the favour of the Lebanese President. 

The Foreign Minister openly stated that the best solution 
indeed would be the simple substitution of the Multinational Force 
by a United Nations force. Both the Foreign Minister and Ambassador 
La Rocca tried to explain the advantages of a small humanitarian 
operation as compared to the difficulties of a larger framework. 

Mr. Liu recalled that just after the Sabra and Shatila 
massacres, UNIFIL had a contingency plan to send 2,000 United 
Nations soldiers to the Beirut area, but the Lebanese Government, 
which initially had supported this plan, changed its mind and 
instead requested the return of the Multinational Force. 

The Secretary-General, commenting on the position of the 
United States, felt that Washington was not in a position to 
withdraw its contingent from Beirut at this point in time. He had 
suggested to Secretary of State Shultz that he discuss the whole 
Lebanese affair with Foreign Minister Gromyko while they were in 
Stockholm. 
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The Foreign Minister added that he would also speak to Gromyko 
in Stockholm. 

Mr. Urquhart stated that if Israel should proceed with further 
withdrawals, it might be possible to enlarge the activities of 
UNIFIL for the purpose of facilitating Israeli withdrawals. This 
could in turn make it easier to explain the United Nations role in 
the Beirut area. 

The Secretary-General referred to a conversation he had the day 
before with the Saudi Ambassador and to the opinion expressed by the 
latter that the key to a solution to the situation in Beirut was a 
withdrawal of Israel. 

Mr. Urquhart noted that for the first time the possibility of a 
further withdrawals was being discussed in Israel. 

Mr. Liu added that the main condition set by Israel for its 
withdrawal seemed to be adequate security arrangements rather than 
simultaneous Syrian withdrawal. 

The Secretary-General recalled that Israel had drastically 
changed its attitude vis-a-vis UNIFIL. 

The Foreign Minister interjected that an Israeli withdrawal 
should be done in such a way as not to create more problems. 

Mr. Urquhart said that if the security plan now being discussed 
were carried out, it might be easier to meet Mr. Shamir's security 
requirements and this, in turn, might facilitate the process of a 
larger United Nations presence in Beirut. 

The Foreign Minister said that the objective of the Italian 
contingent of the Multinational Force was to leave as early as 
possible but, of course, no unilateral decision would be taken. 
There were still 2,200 officers and men in Beirut, members of the 
Italian contingent, but efforts were being made to reduce the number 
to 1,100 as agreed with the Lebanese Government. The Italian 
contingent had excellent relations with the local population, 
possibly for two reasons: First, the field hospital was at the 
service of the civilian population. (In fact, he noted that of the 
few thousand surgical procedures performed in the hospital, only 
seven were for the benefit of Italian soldiers.) The second reason 
was the policy of good relations that Italy maintained, both with 
Syria and Israel. He admitted that risks for the Italian contingent 
could possibly come from Islamic fanatics. Italy's relations with 
Iran, although not bad, were not excellent. He recalled that Italy 
had refused to give mili tary s upplies to Iran, although some 
projects were still under consideration in Rome. 
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The Secretary-General thanked the Foreign Minister for the 
Italian contributions to UNIFIL and then outlined his recent move 
with regard to the Iran-Iraq situation. He explained that he 
thought it might be possible to send shortly a mission to both 
countries for the dual purpose of discussing the war situation and 
investigating the damage to the civilian population as requested by 
Iran. He planned to meet in Casablanca with the Iraqi President, if 
he were to be there. 

He then briefed the Foreign Minister on the situation in Cyprus 
in the light of the set of ideas tabled by Mr. Denktash on 2 January 
and by President Kyprianou on 11 January. He intended now to 
develop his own approach, which would be aimed at an overall 
solution but would not exclude a partial package deal. He would not 
hesitate to travel to the area to personally negotiate the matter, 
if this could facilitate a solution. He asked whether the Italian 
Government could intervene with the Greek Government to show some 
souplesse. He would meet with President Evren in Casablanca. 

The Foreign Minister undertook to meet with his Greek 
counterpart when he saw him in Stockholm. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH PRIME MINISmER 
TRUDEAU OF CANADA, 11 JANUARY 1984 AT 4.00 P.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Virendra Dayal 
Mr. Brian Urquhart 
Mr. Diego Cordovez 
Mr. Jan Martenson 
Mr. J. Paul Kavanagh 

H.E. The Hon. Pierre Elliott Trudeau 
Prime Minister of Canada 

H.E. Mr. Gerard Pelletier, Permanent 
Representative of Canada to the UN 

Mr. Peter David Lee, Deputy Permanent 
Representative 

Mr. Thomas Axworthy, Principal Secretary 
to the Prime Minister 

Mr. Robert Fowler, Asst. Secretary to 
the Cabinet (Int. Affairs) 

Mr. Michael Shenstone, Asst. Deputy 
Minister, Dept. of Ext. Affairs 

Mr. Gary Smith, Staff Member 

The Secretary-General welcomed the Prime Minister, as leader of a country 
which was trad i tionally v ery close to the UN, and invited him to describe the 
progress made in his efforts to improve the international atmosphere. The 
Prime 1inist er ' s endeavours were, he said, in parallel with his own. The 
Prime Minister agreed that their preoccupations were parallel an~ 
coincidental. He had read with delight the Secretary-General's remarks at his 
press conference of 21 December. Political dialogue would have to be restored 
in o r der to offset the increased tension between the superpowers and between 
NATO and the Warsaw Pact. There was a common concern in the Prime Minister's 
statement at Gu elph in October - "East-West relations have become too charged 
with animosity to be left to the superpowers alone" - and the 
Secretary-Gener al's q u estion "who gave the nuclear powers the right to decide 
our fate?'' It was indeed the duty of heads of Government to take 
responsibility for easing tension and t he Secretary-General ' s words to this 
effect were very welcome. He had visited all the NATO countries which would 
be deploying mi ssiles under phase II of the December 1979 decision, as well as 
Washington, Tokyo and Beijing. He had also been to the Commonwealth Summit in 
New Delhi , which had not only support ed his initiative but also expressed a 
strong commitment to the UN. He did not wish to describe in detail all his 
various contacts but he would willingly answer any of the Secretary-General's 
questions. 

His initiative would have to help the UN play an increased role. This 
present me eting was taking pla ce t owards the end of the initiative ' s first, 
consultative, phase. He hoped to-take-up an invitation to visit President 
Andropov but he had been a s ked not to press for dates . He had expressed a 
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willingness to visit Moscow , even if he could not meet with the Soviet 
President. Perhaps some arrangement would emerge from the forthcoming meeting 
between the two Foreign Ministers in Stockholm. He wished to have Soviet 
views before summing up his various contacts and proceed ing to the next step, 
which would be decided in a matter of weeks. In any event the dispositions of 
the various sides would be clearer after the Ministerial meetings in Stockholm 
and the Prime Minister would then decide on a future course. 

The Prime Minister saw some hopeful signs of an improved atmosphere and 
he hoped to build on the forthcoming political contacts in Stockholm. By 
meeting bilaterally with Hungarian leaders, Mrs. Thatcher was showing a 
different attitude to that which she had displayed to date, for example at the 
Williamsburg Summit. President Reagan had repeatect in Tokyo his assertion 
that "a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought". He felt that the 
recent NATO Ministerial Communique showed a renewed respect for the Soviet 
Union and a willingness to acknowledge that it too had legitimate security 
interests. The tone of recent statements by certain governments was less 
strident. He hoped that the Stockholm Confe rence would capitalize on this 
upward trend. The middle powers would react very strongly if this promising 
atmosphere proved in reality to be no more than words. The Prime Minister 
then listed some of the specific areas which were of interest to him: 

he has been campaigning for renewed political dialogue and he 
was now pleased that the Stockholm Confer e n~e would convene at 
Ministerial level; 

he wanted progress in MBFR , a forum in which NA~O had decided 
to review its position. The FRG would take the initiative in this 
political process and he had written to Chancellor Kohl in this 
regard that very morning; 

he wished to see a meeting, at political level, of the five 
nuclear powers; 

his representatives would be making three initiatives in the CD, 
covering inter-alia Anti-Satellite Weapons Systems, means of 
national technical verification and mobility of ICBMs. 

He then focussed in on the question of a 5-power meeting. China, France and 
the UK had supported the idea but thought that it might not be opportune at 
the present time. They did not wish to distract public opinion from the two 
superpowers, which between them possessed 95% of the global nuclear arsenal. 
The three were not willing to include their armaments in arms reduction talks 
until START registered progress. Moreove r, they did not wish to concentrate 
the attention of the peace movements on their own weapons. In reply the Prime 
Minister had told the three powers that they also had a special responsibility 
as nuclear nations and Permanent Members of Secco. It was not enough that 
they merely wish him well. He could exert a certain pressure from inside 
NATO, but the Five could exert a greater pressure on each other. The 
Secretary-General could also exert a moral influence in this direction. 
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·while he had suggested a Five-Power Conference, he had told the three, 
France in particular, that they would not necessa r i l y have to ren uc e their 
national arsenals immediately. It was possible, indeed, that the three could 
increase their arsenals in the context of a wi der package by which the 
Superpowers would reduce their nuclear forces, which they in turn would only 
do if they remained convinced of mutual assured dest r uction (MAD). He haa 
assured Prime Minister Thatcher that he was not asking the UK to reduce its 
forces but to pressurize the two Superpowers to red uce theirs. In his opinion 
the Five could engage in discussion of verification procedures and 
confidence-building measures leading to arms reductions, witho ut discussing 
specific numbers at the outset. Initial discussions could take place at 
Ambassadorial level, perhaps among the five Permanent Representative s to Secco. 

The Prime Minister then raised the question of the next NPT Review 
scheduled for 1985. He was not encouraged by the noises he had heard in New 
Delhi and Beijing. In his opinion, many Third World leaders were reluctant to 
renew the treaty because of the failure of the five major powers to observe 
their responsibilities under its terms. Some felt that it was only just that 
they too should have nuclear weapons, adding that while they woul d like to 
halt horizontal proliferation, they were not in a position to curb vertical 
proliferation. The Prime Minister had fl oated an idea in New Delhi whereby 
developing countries might sign the treaty if there were progress in START and 
the money saved on armaments production diverted to development purpos e s. 
This suggestions had met with a cool response. 

So, the Prime Minister said, he would lik e to hear the 
Secretary-General's views on the possibility of starting discussions between 
the Five major nuclear powers, or the two Superpowe r s. The UN Charter had 
bestowed privileges on the Five but had also omposed the responsibility to 
initiate action in support of peace. In this connex ion, the Military Staf f 
Committee might perhaps be reactivated to good effect. 

* * * * 
The Secretary-General thanked the Prime Minister for his interesting 

expose and said that he had been following the Prime Minister's init ia tive 
very closely. In his meetings with Presidents Andropov and Reagan during 1983 
he had stressed the need for their initiating a dialogue to reduce the nucl e ar 
arms race. While both had reacted with interest and good will, nothing had 
been done. An excess of rhetoric on one side and a lack of moveme nt on the 
other had hampered all efforts to promote dialogue. He deplored negotiation 
by public communiques and had recently written to the two leaders aga in 
suggesting that they renew negotiations. An underlying difficulty was the 
lack of trust between the parties. The rise of the peac e movements was 
perfectly understandable. He hoped that all the nuclear powers, including the 
US, would realize the importance of getting the two Superpowers to the 
negotiating table with the support of public opinion. IT'he World Disarmament 
Campaign was important but could not succeed in the face of orchestrated 
high-pitched rhetoric. The Prime Minister's personal stature and Canada's 
known independent stance would make his visit to Moscow a crucial event. 
Canada was very well suited to the role of go-between and accordingly, the 
Prime Minister deserved the UN's full moral support. 
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The question of how the UN could offer a way forward had been mentioned 
in two specific areas: 

Secco coula provide a useful context for discussions among the 
Five. To operate effectively as envisaged in the Charter, 
however, a certain level of cooperation among the Five was 
required. At the present time, Secco was hamstrung by the 
difficult relationship between the US ano the USSR. For example, 
an expansion of the UN peacekeeping role in the Beirut area was 
being blocked by US-USSR discord. The Secretary-General had 
in fact asked Secretary of State Shultz to discuss this problem 
with Mr. Gromyko in Stockholm. In sum, therefore, the effective
ness of Secco was impaired by the very difficul ties which it 
would seek to remove. 

The history of the Military Staff Committee was not a brilliant one 
and the Secretary-General had doubts about its possible effective
ness at the present time. Besides, he woula not wish to unaer
mine in any way the work of the CD in Geneva. 

The Secretary-General concluded his initial reacti on to the Prime Minister' s 
expose by saying that he shared the Prime Minister 's concerns and that he was 
convinced of the need for the nuclear powers to set an example. 

* * * * 
Mr . Martenson considered that the Prime Minister's vi ews and those of the 

Organization were parallel in many respects. He felt that the Socialist 
countries were willing to make an arrangement provided that it estahlishea a 
balance of forces between both sides. They would not accept a position of 
relative weakness. He added that the situation regarning th~ NPT review was 
very alarming and suggested that it would become more serious if the nuclear 
powers did not show a willingness to move from their establ ishea positions. 
It was possible that a complete test ban or a temporary moratorium would be 
mooted. While every state hail a right to be mindful of its national security, 
a mutually verifiable balance was required. In some respects there were 
grounds for less pessimism: 

as a result of recent developments, all political leaders 
now know that a nuclear war cannot be won; 

the cost of the arms race, at over $1 million per minute, is 
becoming excessive in times of historically high inflation, 
recession and unemployment; 

a greater role is being played by an increasingly well
informed public opinion; 

~he World Disarmament Campaign, generously supporten by Canaila, was playing an 
important educational role. Regarding the Military Staff Committee, it was 
his understanding that this body assistea Secco and worked un er its direct 
aegis. 
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t1r. Urquhart suggested that while the Committee would probably not 
achieve a great deal in present circumstances, it did nonetheless re f lect the 
obligations which the Charter put on the Five to study ways and means of 
promoting disarmament. The aim should be less to revive the Committ ee than to 
remind the Five of these obligations. 

The Prime Minister asked if it would not be possihle to buil0 a 
collective pressure on the Five, initially through discrete meetings between 
the Secretary-Gene ral and their Permanent Repres e nt a tive s, which cou l <'l 
concentrate on the dangers of horizontal proliferation. He was not trying to 
enlist the Secretary-General's support for his i niti a tive , but none thele s s, 
both could work either in tandem or separately to focus attention on the 
collective responsibility of the Five. The Secreta r y -General agre ed and said 
that he might speak privately with the five Permanent Members of Secco. It 
was important to raise the discussion above ideology . 

In Mr. Urquhart's view the basic concern should be to restore the concept 
of collective responsibility for peace and security , whi ch aros e a f t e r World 
War II. ':'his responsibility system, under the umbrella of the Five, applied 
equally to disarmament an t:'1. to international peace and secu r ity . The two 
aspects could not be separated . There was no substitute for the Prime 
Minister's process. The Se cretary-General me nt i o ned the ve r y real link 
between disarmament and economic development. mhe Prime Minister remarked on 
these "interesting" points and then retur ned to his view tha t the pitch of 
Western statements had become less shrill in the past year. He wondered i f 
Soviet statements woul d follow the same course or wh ether the Soviet 
leadership would wait out the US election process. I t was unlikely that the 
other Warsaw Pact countries could exert on the Sovi e t Union the same d egree of 
influence which NATO countries and the US opposition exerted on the White 
House. It was possible that both sid es could have sat i sfi e<l their se l f-esteem 
by beginning to deploy Pershing and Cruise and b y discontinuing INF and other 
talks respectively. While it was possibl e to envisage NAmn mak ing a positive 
gesture, woul d it be realistic to expect a similar gesture from the other 
side, such as an agreement to allow the Soviet Permane nt Repr e s en t at ive to 
d iscuss the situation a cinq in New York. He asked if the Secretary - Genera l 
would be prepared to encourage suc h a pr o c e s s . 

The Secretary -General replied that in h is opinion the Soviet Union was 
not willing to assist President Reag a n politically without a posit iv~ gesture 
on his part. r1r. Cordovez agreed that the gesture would have to come from the 
US. President Reagan's forthcoming statement (1 6 January) on East-~st 
relations would be examined carefully. The Secretary - General asked for the 
Prime Minister's views on the efforts o f Rumani a to play a med iat ing role. 
The Prime Minister said that President Ceausescu has requested a bilateral 
meeting with him. The proposal which he and Mr. Papandreou had mad e jointly, 
c alling for a moratorium on aeployment of Pershing and Cruise in return for no 

1 retaliatory Soviet deployment had been untime l y . It wouln have b een more 
appropriately broached several months after the commencement of NATO 
deployment. The INF d ebate was politica l rather than mi lit a. rv in na t ure. The 
Secretary -General noted that the Prime Ministe r had the goodwill of China, 
France and the UK but, he asked, di d Ruma nia 's involvement repr e s ent any thing 
other than its own ind ividual interest in progress. The Prime Minister sai d 
that the convening of the Stockholm Confer e nce at Min1st e r1al leve l 

I represented clear progress over the situation that obtained in October last. 

I 
I 
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Every effort should be made at the Conference to build on this progress. It 
was unlikely that President Reagan would attend any meetings of the Conference 
in this election year and it was similarly unlikely that President Andropov's 
health would make his presence an option for the Soviet Union. Accorr1 ingly, 
he had broached the idea of a quasi-Summit of some of the Permanent Members of 
Secco at a high level. The UK's reaction had been favourable. Franc e had 
hinted that it might take a favourable view once NATO deployment was under 
way. It was conceivable therefore that Presidents Reagan and Mit~errand and 
Prime Minister Thatcher could agree to meet privately, perhaps in the 
Secretary-General's office. \'lould there be any possibility of holding such a 
meeting in a UN framework? Mr. Urquhart recalled that previous high-level 
meetings of the Secco had tended to become bogged down in formality. The 
Secretary-General mentioned that a recent examination of a possible 
resuscitation of the Military Staff Committ ee had been unpronuctivc . Mr. 
Martenson said that the Prime Minister's basic approach was sound. Itwas 
indeed desirable to induce the various powers to resume negotiations. The 
Prime Minister had received a reasonably favourable response from three 
nations and the Stockholm Conference would probably give him an opportunity to 
make an assessment of his options. Hr. Urquhart underscored the difficulty 
caused by the effect of the US election campaign on leaners in both Mosco\! and 
Washington. Mr. Martenson felt that the common concern regarding the NP~ 
Review could open a door for progress at the CD in February. The Prine 
Minister agreed that the prospect of a difficult relationship with several 
developing countries on this issue could well frighten the major powers. The 
Secretary-General then said that he was prepared to invite the Permanent 
Representatives of the Five to call on him in the NPT cont ext . It wa s his 
duty to warn them of the dangers and he could organize this after his return 
from Africa. 

r1r. Cordovez said that the Canadian Government was in a goo~ position to 
ask certain developing countries to exercise an additional pressure on the 
nuclear powers. Such countries suffered from the lack of effectiveness of the 
NAM and the G77. Nonetheless they felt a little left out by the restricted 
scope of Prime Minister Trudeau's initiative . The Prime Minister replied that 
he and Prime Minister Hawke of Australia had had difficulty in getting a 
reference to horizontal proliferation incluned in the Goa Declar a tion of the 
recent Commonwealth Summit. Prime Minister Gandhi had asserted that the real 
problem was vertical proliferation and the Superpowers bor e a par t-:. icular 
responsibility in this regard. It was his impression therefore that it might 
be difficult to include Third World leaders in his initiat ive . Mr. Coraovez 
then underlined the high quantity and quality of armaments which were pouring 
into developing countries. One could see an evolut ion of attit ud es towarfs 
armaments in the Third World and some countries were now economically fitted 
to think in terms of acquiring nuclear weapons. r1r. Urquhar t sai n that many 
countries had to export arms to sustain their own military spending, citing 
Israel as an example. The Prime Minister said that at the CommonHealt1i. 
Conferrence in New Delhi he had given a high profile to the link between 
disarmament and development in an effort to win support for the NPrn among 
developing countries, but to no avail. When the Secretarv-General convened 
the Representatives of the Five he might impress on them the seriousness of 
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this problem . ~he Prime Minister would prefer it if the Secretary-General 
d id not publicize whatever initiatives he decidea to pursue. He for his part, 
would be putting pressure on the Five in public and he would say that he ha~ 
mentioned this during the meeting. The Secretary-Genera l rea ffirmea tha t he 
would sound out the Five under the Secco umbrella before he spoke in Stockholm 
on 17 February. 

* * * * 
The Secretary-General then br iefed the Prime Minister on his recent 

efforts in a number of areas: 

Cyprus: He said that President Kyprianou had left him a comnreh0nsive 
set of-proposals which addressea all aspects of the problem. While Mr. 
Denktash's ideas were more limited in scope , it was now up to the 
Secretary-General to formulate his own ideas and, if necessary, begin 
negotiations with the parties. He hoped to see President Evrnn on Sunday 15 
January in Casablanca. Prime Mi nister Papandreou continued to make the 
withdrawal of Turkish troops and the rev0rs - 1- of UDI prer equ isites f or 
negotiations. ~he Secretary-General did not feel that this position, which he 
agreed was less flexible than that of Pre ~; ir'lent Kypr ianou, wou lr br inq early 
progress. President Kyprianou now realized that such a qui d -pro-quo would be 
self-defeating. The Prime Minister fel +-_ tha t this represented some progr e •- s, 
since Presi d ent Kyprianou ha not demonstrated such realism in New Delhi. "'he 
GkCyps must realize that they now had the ir last chance to develop a soluti on 
~na accordingly Prime Minister Papandreou woul d not undermine any 
negotiations. In Mr. Urquhart's opinion it woul d be counter -proc'lur:ctiv0 for 
t he Gk~yps to mount further international pressure on the ~kCyps. 

Iran/Iraq: The Representative of Iran hac returned to Teher~n with the 
Secretary-General's suggestion tha t his Government receive Mr. cordovez. 
While Mr. Cordcpvez could assess the situat 1 on , it rema iner1 pre""af:.ure to asl~ 
Prime Minister Palme to visit the region. "'he Secretary -General hopea to meet 
President Hussein of Iraq in Casablanca . 

"'he Secretary-General had some slight hope of a solution to the Namibian 
prohlem. 

He mentioned that the UN was prepared for an expansi0n of its 
peacekeeping role in the Beirut area. ~he Prime Minister felt that the 
Superpowers were learning the dangers of peJ cekeeping by non-UN for 1~cs . The 
Secretary-General agreed that this le"Zocess had begun. 

J. Paul Kava'< a<Jh 
1 7 ,January 1984 

\ 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PRESIDENT OF CYPRUS 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
11 January 1984 at 10.00 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Brian Urquhart 
Mr. Virendra Dayal 
Mr. James Bolger 
Mr. George Sherry 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Spyros Kyprianou, President 
of the Republic of Cyprus 

H.E. Mr. George Iakovou, Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of Cyprus 

H.E. Mr. Constantine Moushoutas, 
Permanent Representative of Cyprus 
to the United Nations 

H.E. Mr. Harry Voivides, Director 
of the President's Office 

Mr. Andreas Christophides, Spokesman 
for the President 

Dr. Phedon Phedonos-Vadet, Deputy 
Permanent Representative of Cyprus 
to the United Nations 

Meeting after his visit to Washington, President Kyprianou 

said his Government had prepared a framework for a comprehensive 

settlement which represented the correct answer to the present 

political circumstances. The document dealt with all the basic 

aspects of the problem and contained some ideas already known 
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to the Secretary-General from the time of the Greek Cypriot 

reply to the Secretary-General's soundings of ~ugust 1983. 

With regard to territory, the framework suggested that 

25 per cent of the Republic of Cyprus · would constitute the Turkish 

Cypriot province. He added that such a territorial arrangement 

was the maximum that his Government could concede. He then 

formally handed over the text to the Secretary-General. 

(See attachment 1.) He clarified that the text of the framework 

would not be made public, although its existence would be made 

known. The forthcoming weeks were crucial for the solution 

of the Cyprus problem, and such time should be utilized; 

everyone should assume his own responsibilities, especially 

those Governments who had so far failed to do so. This was the 

time to find out whether Ankara had abandoned its partitionist 

policy. Many Governments could help in this regard, but all 

should encourage the Secretary-General to do whatever he could. 

While he did not wish to diminish the relevance of the role of 

the Secretary-General, he stressed that the co-operation of 

interested Governments could be solicited. His Government felt 

that it should now seek an overall solution and not an interim 

one, as this latter approach would play into Turkey's hands 

and would permit Ankara to escape outside pressure, while avoiding 

a final solution. However, pursuing an overall solution did not 

rule out the possibility that the Secretary-General could 

secure1 in the proces51 some concrete, although partial, results 

as, for instance, the return of Greek Cypriot Varosha to the 

Government of Cyprus. He emphasized the role of the American 

Government in view of its special relationship to Ankara. 

There was increased interest in the United States Congress, and 

such an interest might find a new expression in late January 

or early February. He also did not wish to under-estimate the 
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role o;f the United Kingdom, particularly as it was a guaranto,r 

power. Jn this connexion, he added that he intended to make 

public an offer to meet with Mr. Denktash in the presence of 

the Secretary-General, provided Security Council resolution 541 

was implemented. He read the text of the public statement 

that he would make at the end of the meeting, which contained 

such a proposal. (See attachment 2.l He added that this proposal 

did not mean that the. diplomatic activity of the Secretary-General 

should come to a halt until such a high-level meeting were 

possible. It only meant, in fact, that resumption of the 

intercommunal talks, at this juncture, was not possible. 

While realizing that the Turkish side could not reverse its 

position without losing face, he implied, without specifying, 

that a formula could be found. However, if the effort to maintain 

international non .... recognition of the Turkish Cypriot entity should 

fail, the situation would deteriorate . 

The Secretary-General suggested the possibility of inducing 

the Turki.sh Cypriots to "freeze" UDI, that is to say, to refrain 

from any follow-up in practical or legal terms to implement UDI 

(no appointment of a new "legislative assembly", no setting up of a 

new t'government", etc.1 

President Kyprianou objected to this formulation since it 

would oblige his side to negotiate under the threat that any postponed 

steps would be reinstated if the results of the negotiations were not 

to the liking of the Turkish side. Something more than just 

freezing was, therefore, needed. He again implied that if Ankara 

had the political will to do it, it could be done. 
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His Government believed that, without undermining resolution 541, 

the Secretary-General could start consultations on the comprehensive 

Greek Cypriot proposal and visit the area. 

The Secretary-General noted that, on one side, he faced 

the Greek Cypriot position that no negotiations could take place 

until resolution 541 was implemented and, on the other, the 

Turkish position that UDI might be reversed only at the end of the 

negotiating process. 

The President hinted again that if the Turkish side wanted 

to embark on a new effort, it was not impossible to find a 

suitable formula. 

The Secretary-General replied that he intended to embark 

as soon as possible on such an effort; and if the parties agreed, 

he would start his own negotiations on the basis of the resolution 

and of the sets of ideas put so far on the table. He mentioned 

that he would ·see President Evren in Casablanca in a few days 

and felt that on that occasion, he sho.uld ask from him 

something quite specific and practical as, for instance, a more 

serious proposal on Varosha which should be politically acceptable 

to the Secretary-General and to the Greek Cypriot side. If this 

were achieved, he would keep it, as it were, in his pocket and then 

start negotiations on a comprehensive framework. It was also 

important to secure a commitment by Ankara to negotiate the 

overall solution. 

In answer to a question by the Secretary-General whether he 

was authorized to show the new Greek Cypriot comprehensive proposal 

to the other side, President Kyprianou replied that this would be 

for the Secretary-General to handle as he deemed fit. There would 

be no objection to showing the proposal to President Evren. 
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The President emphasized that nothing should be done to 

facilitate recognition of the Turkish north and to obstruct 

the search for an overall solution. 

Upon the request of the Secretary-General, he concurred 

that he should make clear in his statement to the press that 

the efforts of the Secretary-General would not have to await 

the implementation of resolution 541. He also noted, in reply 

to a question by the Secretary-General, that his proposals 

were not a reply to the 2 January ideas put forward by 

Mr. Denktash. In fact, he thought it might well be the other 

way around, since Mr. Denktash might have come to know about 

the preparation of this proposal by the Greek Cypriots. He submitted 

that the Secretary-General should receive the help of other 

Governments in preparing his meeting with President Evren. 

The Secretary-General then sounded out the President on 

what was the view of the President on the timing of the 

Secretary-General's next diplomatic move. 

The President noted that following his first meeting with 

President Evren in Casablanca, it would be helpful if a further 

meeting with the Turkish President could be held in Ankara in 

a short time. The Secretary-General would, of course, be 

welcome in Cyprus as of 23 January. 
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In reply to a question by the Secretary-General, the President 

noted that his proposals were indeed flexible, with the exception 

of the territorial percentage. There was flexibility particularly 

with regard to the question of the refugees: some Greek Cypriot · 

refugees might have to return to their homes under Turkish 

administration. There was flexibility on the functions of 

the central Government and particularly on the autonomy granted 

to the provinces. If a formula were found to implement 

resolution 541, and if the Secretary-General sensed that Ankara 

would be prepared to solve the problems, he (President Kyprianou) 

was prepared to sit down with the Secretary-General and 

with Mr. Denktash to discuss the situation for a number of days 

until a solution could be found. He was against sounding out 

partial ideas, which would simply lead to an erosion bf the 

Greek Cypriot position. 

The Secretary-General noted that both Ankara and Mr. Denktash 

were on record for having stated publicly that they were against 

partition. This public position should be exploited, particularly 

by the major powers, in assisting in the process. 

The President noted that the international climate was in 

favour of a solution to the Cyprus problem. There was a positive 

mood, both in the Moslem countries and in the West. The 

Secretary-General could tell for himself the validity of this 

impression when meeting in Paris with French authorities and in 

Casablanca with Moslem leaders. Nevertheless, while an overall 

approach should be pursued, if in the process the Secretary-General 

could obtain something on Varosha, it would be welcome. On the 

other hand, the President felt that Mr. Denktash had pursued 

partition from the outset, with support from Ankara. 
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The Foreign Minister explained some of the features of 

the proposals, noting that there was room for maneuveur with 

regard to the powers of the provincial authorities and that the 

functions of the central Government had beenlimited to the 

minimum. He called the attention of the Secretary-General to 

that part of the proposals which should overcome Turkish fears 

of Greek economic domination of the Turks. 

The President stressed that his proposals could not be 

termed unreasonable by any stretch of the imagination. He noted 

that if no positive developments were secured in the forthcoming 

weeks, he would have to go to the General Assembly, either in 

March or in April. 

The Foreign Minister noted that as for the confidentiality 

of the document, the Secretary-General might find it fit not to 

provide the full text to President Evren but just to outline 

the major points. 

In reply to a question, the President noted that the 

United States Government did not have the full text of the document 

but only a speaking note. He did not see why major countries 

which were asked to help could not have the full text. 

The Secretary-General agreed that for the time being, the 

full text would not be given to the Turkish side, but he would 

explain the major positive elements. 
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Mr . Urquhart interjected that a modus operandi should 

first b e agreed on b efore tabling all the proposals. 

In reply to a question, the President said that if in the 

course of February no developments were visible, he would have 

to proceed to the General Assembly. 

Following an exchange of views, it appeared that it was 

generally indicated that the personal involvement of the 

Secretary-General could come a bout in early February. 

The Secr e t ary- Ge n e r a l pointe d out that the new Turkish Government 

had a ppare ntly not yet addres s ed the Cyprus question and that 

the mee ting with President Evren offered a unique opportunity. 

The Pres ident then referred to the Treaty of Guarantee 

and said that his l e gal adviser, Professor Browle y, had opined 

that t he machinery of the Trea ty of Guarantee could be connected 

with the -Secretary-General's good offices, as it was a regional 

arrangement mentioned also in the preambular part of Sec urity 

Council resolutions. The Treaty of Guarantee would ·be invoked 

in the light of the Charter and, in his view, t he "invocation 

of the mach i nery of the treaty coul d be combined with the good 

offices of the Secretary-General". 

The Secretary-General said that he would seek Mr . Fleischhauer's 

views on this matter. 

There fo.llowed an expose on the issue of mi ssing persons 

by t he Fore ign Mini s ter, whose major concern was that the issue 

was not to be polit icized. More specifically, Mr. Iakovou 

wanted to secure an assurance that Mr. Pilloud, the third member, 
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would be prepared to suspend the meetings of the CMP in case 

Mrs. Birgen pretended to represent the "Republic" of Northern 

Cyprus. It should not be the responsibility of the Greek Cypriot 

member of the CMP to do so. 

The Secretary-General explained that he would be asking 

Mr. Pilloud to come to New York in early February to brief him 

about the situation. Mr. Sherry interjected that the issue 

was covered by the CMP terms of reference. Mr. Pilloud would 

be briefed in New York. Mr. Bolger added that he would be in 

close touch with both sides in Nicosia to prevent snags. 

The Foreign Minister insisted that the assurance he required 

be given to him and wondered whether, in fact, he should insist 

that the meetings not be publicized at all. If such assurance 

were provided, his side would be prepared to go ahead with the 

CMP meetings. The Committee could start its work by the end of 

February. 

The Foreign Minister then asked whether the Secretary-General 

was considering all possible eventualities with regard to the 

future of UNFICYP. He hoped that if UNFICYP were challenged, 

it would not give in to Turkish pressure. 

Mr. Sherry outlined the position of the Turkish side on the 

matter, making a distinction between the de jure and de facto 

position of the Turkish Cypriot authorities: They regarded 

UNFICYP as their "guests" but expected it to continue to operate 

as before, at least until 15 June 1984. 

The Secretary-General assured that he had both legal and 

military contingency plans but that, of course, the best instrument 

to avoid problems with UNFICYP was to secure progress on the overall 

solution of the problem at an early stage. 
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Mr. Holger interjected that, indeed, the request by 

the Turkish Cypriots for a separate status of force agreement 

with UNFICYP could not be complied with by the United Nations 

and that, in this line, a further escalation by the Turkish 

side could be forecast. 

Both the President and the Foreign Minister underlined 

that a withdrawal of UNFICYP from the buffer zone would have 

dramatic consequences, but they seemed to be more flexible 

with regard to a withdrawal from the north, although they 

would not like such an eventuality. 

The Secretary-General underlined the need to create an 

atmosphere of restraint and to avoid both direct and indirect 

confrontations. He was pleased, therefore, to note that 

recourse to the General Assembly by the Government of Cyprus 

would be carried out only if progress were not achieved in the 

meantime. 

The President stressed clearly that the Government of Cyprus 

expected UNFICYP not to back down. 

The Secretary-General assured the President that no move 

would be made with regard to UNFICYP without the approval of the 

Security Council. 

The Presidetit insisted on the need for UNFICYP to "resist" , 

in the exercise of its right of self-defense . 
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The Foreign Minister then referred to the unofficial flows and 

contacts now existing between Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots 

with regard to electricity and other supplies, as well as the 

contacts between foreign diplomatic missions and the Turkish Cypriots 

with regard to international assistance. He recalled that the EEC 

had already accepted that it would not insist that a portion 

of its international assistance to Cyprus be given to the 

Turkish Cypriots and had left this up to the Government of Cyprus. 

The Government of Cyprus, of course, would help the Turkish Cypriots 

but not the illegal regime of Mr. Denktash. He wondered what 

UNDP's position would be in this regard. The northern entity 

existed illegally, and it would be quite a surprise if the 

United Nations were to be the only international organization 

to deal with it. 

The President noted that the north was like the case of 

Rhodesia: it was illegal, but it existed and sanctions had 

been imposed on it. 

The Secretary-General observed that cessation of activities by 

UNDP in the north would prove that, in fact, the north was a 

separate state entity . He wondered whether any contact with 

them should be preceded by a preamble to the effect that for 

the United Nations, the Turkish Cypriot community existed and 

not the Turkish Cypriot state. 

The President noted that this would not help. It would 

still make the United Nations the only international organization 

to deal with Mr. Denktash, now that the EEC and the Commonwealth 

had decided not to do so. It was agreed that the Foreign Minister 

and Mr. Bolger would continue discussions on this matter, and it 

was understood that Mr. Iakovou would meet the following day with 

the UNDP _AssociateAdministrator, Mr. Brown. 
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The Foreign Minister noted that, in effect, his Government 

was subsidizing the Turkish Cypriots, by providing electricity 

and other supplies, to the extent of about $30 million annually. 

The Secretary-General said that the United Nations could 

not be more Cypriot than the Cypriots by stopping all assistance 

in the North while the Government had not done so. 

The President added that some Governments had decided 

to deposit all assistance to the Turkish Cypriots into an 

escrow account until a solution was found. 

There followed a brief discussion on the announcement 

the Secretary-General would make to the press. (See attachment 3.) 

Attachments 



ATTACHMENT 1 TOP SEC'.t?F.T 

;FP~'.P.T. FOP. A CO?t"?l".E!'!:P.NS!VF. SETTLE~?~ 

or TH!!: CYPRUS FROSLF.M 
--------------------

l. A basic prerequisite to a solution of the CYI'rus problem 

is for the Republic of CYI'rus to be completely demilitarised, 

In the first instance all Turkish occupation troops should 

~e withdrawn together with the colonizers imported f.rom 

Turkey. At a later stage all troops provided fo~ under the 

Treaty of Alliance (~reek and Turkish contingents) should 

he withdrawn, and the Cyprus National ~uard and the so~ 

called "Turkish Cypriot Security Poree" shoulrt he dis~anrled, 

Demilitarisation is intend,,ed to contribute as an element of 

internal stability but alsp alleviate Turkey ' s paradoxical 

"fears" that Cyprus may be used against her militarily, 

2. An International force under the auspices of the United 

Nations comprising men from countries with no direct involve

ment in the Cyprus prohlem should he stationed in ~~rus to 

secure its external defence and internal ~ecurity. In 

addition, certain police duties could ~e allocated to i t for 

an agreed period of time. This arranqenent i s not o nly 

essential for a solution to the Cyprus prohlen hut it would 

also contribute towards consolidating a peaceful situation 

and cre~ting the appropriate cl i mate and cond i t ions for the 

reunification of the country and the people. I n such 

circumstances rP-conciliation and cooperation hetween Greek 

Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots would be poss ihle i n a ver;, 

short period of time. 

3. The (1Uestion of effective international ~uarantees ls of 

~reat significance in view of the bitter exper i ence of the 

past. The i ndependence, territorial integr i ty, unity ( and 

non-alignment) of the Republic of Cyprus shoulrt he 

guaranteed hy International Treaty. Interested powers 

should he excluded f rom partici~ating in t h e ~reatv . -he 

duty of the guarantor5 should be a collectiv e one and t he 

use of force should be specifically excluded from the possihle 

courses of action in the enforcement of the ... :-eat:· . 
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4. The Repu.hlic of C~rprus should ~ea Federal State. !n 

considerinq the territorial and constitutional arrangeMents 

of a Federal P.enuhlic of. Cy!'rns, the hasis for solving 

these issues, as in fact all other issues anrt asrects, 

are the r,esolutions of the !Tni ted Nations anrt tl"-e !-'iqh

level Agreements (~akarios-)')en1<tash 1977 and !(yprianou

Denr.tash 1979). In determining the territorial and 

constitutional issues the composition of. the population 

of ryr,rus must alwa:'s be horn in l'lind. An outline of 

the solution envisaged follows. 

5. Territorial As~ect 

Despite the inherent dangers and constitutional 

difficulties involved in the concer>t of two re'lions or 

two provinces, yet this concept has ,een acce~tec. 

It r.iust of course he emphasised that t'ie c'urJ,:l_sh 

r.Y!'riots constitute the 181 of the ~o~ulation of ~~rus. 

Colonizers frol'l ~urr.ey and any other ~ersons i~norte<' 

into r.y~rus since the invasion in 1174 can under ~o 

circ\ll!lStances be regarded as Cy~riots. Desrite t'i e 

fact that the ratio of the Turkish Cypriot po~ulat1on 

is only 101, yet it has already heen state~ tot~• 

Secretary-General of. the l'nited ~rations on 30th S•~t•lllh•r 

1983 that the Greer. Cypriot side is willinCT to ~•ootiate 

on the hasis of 231 for the region or rrovince to~. 

under ~urkish Cypriot a~.ministration. However, 'or 

t.'ie riurrose of securin~ without delay an overall 1ol~•.1on 

of the C~'!'rus !"ro~lem, it would he nossi~le to con1i~•r 

agreeing that ?.SI of the territory of tre ~e~u~lic ~. 

under ~urkish Cvpriot administration, rrovi~ed t~at 

areas such as F'amaCTusta and 1•on,hou, which were 

thicl~ly ror,ulated hy Gree'< <"~rpriots, hefore t -~•Y 

-,ere ~orci.hl:• uprooted f.rom their homes hv t.'ie ".' \Jr'" 1sr. 

, , 
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invading forces, would he under Greek Cypriot 

ad"linistration. 

6. Constitutional Aspect 

It should he borne in mind trat, unc'l.er a "'ec'eral S"sten, 

the reqions or r.rovinces will have consirlerahle autononv 

and powers. "'here fore, any checlt:s. and ha lances 

at the ~ederal level should ~e restrictec'I and '"'e o~ 

such a nature as not to in~ede the smooth functioninq 

of t~e ~P.c'P.ral r.,ovP.rnnent or~ans or lean to imr,asses and 

deadloc~s. ~his is particularly important since, in 

a Federation, the powers and ~unctions of the "'ec'P.ral 

or,;ans are t 11ose whic!',. safe<Juard the unit:, of the 

:itate; and, therefore, if these functions are ~isruptec' 

the State runs the rlanryer of c'issolut i on. 

( 1) :.xecutive 

The Presidential sy!ltem nrovided un~er t~e 1~~n 

Constitution is considererl arrronriate and shoul ~ ,..~ 

preserved: 

(a) "'here should he a "resic'.ent of t'"e 0 enu.hl1c, who 

should be a ,reek C:-priot, and a '.'ice-rresi ! ent 

who shoulrl lie a Turl-:ish ~._,priot. 

(h) rroviderl that the ~recess of tar i ~~ ~ec1s ion ~ cs 

such as not to lead to i m~asses and to t ~• 

rlisru~tion of the sMOoth function1 ~1 o• ~ ~ • c ~ate, 

the rederal r.ouncil of l'.inisters coulc' ~~c: .. ~• a 

hicrrer prorortion of memhershin_ of. -url': 1 s!'l - ·rr iots 

than t heir nonulation ratio, nar1el:• t!-• r..-eral 

~ounci~ of. ~inisters would '"'e co!'IT'ose<' o • -~, r.reP.~ 

r :,:,riots :iinisters and 30' "'urrish r:';'rl o ts "!.nist.ers. 

Pl ',e,iislaturi, 

In t.'"i, circumstances o~ ~Y!'rus, i t is ~on • ~••rec' t'"at 

a "nicarneral ~v!ltem is rnore ar..,rooriate. ..ec!"an ~ sr.s wou ).--i 

he provid~d to ensure s~eerly resolution o! an•• -:: r o ... l ems 

t~at ni ryht a=isP.. 
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Alternatively, there could be a Bi-cameral system 

consisting of: 

a Lower Chamber: representation of the two Communities 

to be on the hasis of population ratio; and 

an Upper Chamher: representation in the tT!:)per 

Cham.~er would depend on the powers and functions 

of such Char.ther and on the provision of deadlock

resolving mechanisms so as to ensure that the 

legislative ~rocess is not impeded. 

3. Judiciary 

Equal representation of the two Col!'ll!lunities i n the 

Federal Supreme Court in respect of all federal matters. 

4. Powers and Functions of Federal r.overnment and nrovincial 

Powers 

~he powers and functions of the ~ederal Government to 

be such as to ensure the unit'! of the state . 

Indicatively , these should include: 

(il Foreiqn Affairs (including Citizenship, ~ut 

certain functions may be nrovincially ~elenated); 

(ii) ~ederal ~inance (includin~ ~ustoms l; 

(iii) Defence and National Security; 

( iv) International Comr.iunications (air and ~ea l ; 

(v) International -elecommunications; 

(vi) Ap!:)ointnent of Federal Officers; 

(vii) Matural Resources; 

(viii) Federal Justice 

(ix) ~o-ordination, harr.ionisation, standar~ ~•t~ i ~n 

and advisory functions; 

(x) Provision for transfer of ~ewers ~rom rederat i on 

to Provinces a.~d vice-versa if agree<' . 

List of extensive Provincial Powers to be aare.d. 
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5. quman ~ights and Fundame ntal Freedoms 

quman Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (includinq the 

three freedoms of ~ovement, Settlement and ~ight of 

?roperty) shoul~ be safeguarded both at Federal and 

?rovincial levels, and should form part of the 

~ederal Constitution. 

Any arranqements with regard to the three free~oms 

(of )'-tovement, <;ettlernent and Piql-tt of Propert~,) l'lhould 

relate solely to overcomin~ certain Dractical difficulties 

in their im~lementation ann shoul~ not neqate or 

restrict them. 

6. Economic ~atters 

~he F.conomic and social policy of the Federal 0 enuhlic 

0€ Cyprus should ensure the economic proqress and 

development of Cyprus as a whole and should safeauard 

for all citizens of Cy~rus an enual standard o~ livinq 

and equal op~ortunities to ~roqress, develonment and 

welfare. Suitable machinery should he establisl-ted to 

il!l!)lement this ~olicy for the henefit of the wrole 

no~ulation. Thus, economic assistance will he ~iven 

to less economically develo~ed areas . rurt~er.10re, 

measures could he discussed of a temporary, 

transitional nature, in resnect of the economv, to 

take ef~ect after a solution. 

11 ,Tanuary, 19911. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

STATEMENT BY H. E. SPYROS KYPRIAfTOU 

PRESIDENT OF THE P£PUELIC OF CYPPUS. ------------------------------------
The Government of the Republic of Cyprus is more 

than anyone else anxious to secure a peaceful, just, 

lasting and comprehensive solution to the Cyprus problem 

as quickly as possible, in the interest ct the people of 
Cyprus 

alike. 

to the 

as a whole, Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots 

For this purpose I have this morning submitted 

Secretary-General of the United ~ations a 

framework for such a settlement of the r.yprus problem. 
I strongly believe that this proposal, which is in full 
conformity with the Resolutions of the United Nations ann 

the High T,evel Agreernents of 1977 and 1979, proviqes in 

the circumstances the way for a speedy solution ensuring 

an independent, sovereign, territorial integral, united, 

peaceful and non-aligned Republic of Cyprus, without 

occupation troops and external interferences. The 

principles laid down within the context of thi• framework 

would fully meet the requirements for internal and 

external security and for a workable system of federation 

whilst ensurin~ the human rights and fundamental •reedoms 

of all the citizens of the Re~ublic of Cyprus. 

In order to achieve early results I proposed to the 

Secretary-General that after COlTl!)liance with Security 

Council Resolution 541 ~n all its aspects there 1hould he 

a meeting between myself and Hr. Denktash in ':.be ;, resence 

of the Secretary-General of the United "ationa. -~is 

meeting which may taJre place anywhere, preterat,l ·• 1n 1 1(,,;/ 
Cyprus or at the United Sations ~eadquartera--;";ould las 

for as lon~ as necessary in a detert'lined and 1uata1ned 

effort to achieve an overall settlement of the ~rrus 

prohlem. ~his of course depends on the g~tll both 

of Ankara and of~- Denktash, and whether t~• "'•cessa~ 
political will does now exist on their part. ~ny attempts 

and plans for secession and partition mu•t ~efty1nely ~e 

abandoned for ~ood. The frameworr. for the ~r•ll settle

~ent that I have today submitted to the Secretar-<"◄neral 

of the United ~ations does not exclude the ~••-~1lity of 

raising and 1isc-us•ing at the meeting any o,,.., tpeci!ic 

issue either to be raised by ~r. Denktaah or r •-:f or the 
Secretary-,,eneral of the United Sations. 

. .. 
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I call upon the Turkish Government and rtr. Denktash 

to res9ond positively and with goodwill to my proposal 

with a view to terminating the tragedy of Cyprus and 

its people and rendering a real service to the cause 

of peace and security in the area. 

11 January, 1984. 



•' 

The proposal to meet with Mr. Denktash, as I have 

outlined it, is in addition to my support for the 

efforts that the Secretary-General will be making i n 

pursuance of the implementation of Security Council 

resolution 541 in all its aspects, and within the -'Context 

of which I have today requested the Secretary-General 

to take up my framework proposal. 

I call upon the Turkish Government and Mr. Denktash 

to respond positively and with goodwil l with a -view to 

terminating the tragedy of Cyprus and i ts people anc 

rendering a real service to the cause of peace and 

security in the area. 

11 January 1984 

r: 
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Attachment 3 

SECi.IBTARY-GE'i'JEN\L CONTHTUES EXCHAl-lGE OF VIEW'S WITH 8YPRUS PRESIDSrH 

The following statement 'was ,nade today i>y the Spokesman for the 
Secretary-General: 

Secretary-General Javier Perez de Cuellar met witi1 Spyros Kyprianou, 
President of the Republic of Cyprus, from 1000 to 1245 hours on 11 January 
1934. They continued their wide-ranging and constructive exchange of views, 
with empi1asis on the imple;nentation of Security Council resolution 5lfl 0983) 
in all its aspects, whico was ·Degun on 9 Ja,1uary. The Secretary-General 
received from ?resid~nt Kyprianou a proposed "Framewori< for the Co,nprehensive 
Settlement of the Cyprus Probleill'', and he assured the President that he would 
intensify his good officzs efforts. 

-------·------··----····· .. ---······--··--··--------··-·-·-------· 
3459P For Information media - not an official record 
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C O N F I D E N T I A L 

NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH THE PERMANENT 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UK AND THE HEAD OF CHANCERY 
10 January 1984 at 11.15 a.m. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Kavanagh 

H.E. Sir John Thomson, KCMG 
Permanent Representative of the UK 

to the UN 

H.E. Mr. David Gore Booth 
Head of Chancery 

Ambassador Thomson had requested the meeting on instructions 
from his Government, who wished to see a successful disengagement 
of forces in Angola on 31 January. The UK had already made 
approaches in the capitals of the Fron t- Line States to encourage 
£he Governments concerned to facilitate such a development in 
whatever way they could. He asked how the Secretary-General saw 
his own role at the present time, adding that in the opinion of 
the UK an early meeting of the Secco would not be helpful. 

The Secretary-General described his meeting with Ambassador 
von Schirnding the previous day. He had wanted to check with the 
South African Ambassador the accuracy of his draft report (under 
resolution 546) in reflecting the position of the South African 
Government. The Secretary-General had informed Ambassador von 
Schirnding that he was very willing to contact the Angolan 
Government with South African ideas, given the evidence that 
Angola is acting increasingly on its own initiative, without 
consulting the Front Line States. He had impressed on Ambassador 
von Schirnding the importance of the time factor, in view of his 
imminent departure for West Africa. 

Ambassador Thomson confided to the Secretary-General that he 
had received a call from Ambassador von Schirnding that morning 
during which the South African representative described how he had 
recommended to his Government that it avail itself of the good 
offices of the Secretary-General to bring about an understanding 
which would permit disengagement to take place. Ambassador Thomson 
added that neither he nor his South African colleague were clear 
as to whether disengagement would actually occur on 31 January. 
The Secretary-General felt that disengagement could well go ahead. 
Ambassador Thomson, however, mentioned his South African colleague's 
impression that the Secretariat was too confident in the possibility 
of unilateral wi thdrawaL While the Secretary-General felt that 
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the South African conditions could be taken to apply to an 
extension of the ceasefire, Ambassador Thomson understood that 
the South African conditions would have to be satisfied even 
before the ceasefire got under way. The Ambassador had been 
experiencing difficulty in contacting the Angolan representative, 
who was "out of town". Moreover, according to his information, 
Ambassador Figueiredo had not attended a meeting of the Front 
Line States the previous day. This, he felt, could be explained 
by an unwillingness on the part of the Angolan authorities to see 
a common Front Line States position evolve at the present time. 

The Secretary-General said that in the event of a request 
from Ambassador von Schirnding for the use of his good offices in 
the promotion of a disengagement, he would immediately contact the 
Angolan authorities, telephoning the President in Luanda directly 
if necessary. In answer to a question he said that he would follow 
developments particularly closely while in Africa. He had the option 
of changing his schedule at very short notice in the event of any 
dramatic development. Ambassador Thomson reiterated that the problem 
touched on important national interests of the UK. Over the weekend 
the UK had made two approaches in Pretoria in an effort to persuade 
the South African Government to be as forthcoming as it could possibly 
be in its contacts with the Secretary-General, so as to facilitate 
a report which would avoid an early meeting of the Secco. He had 
received indications from Maputo and Lusaka to the effect that 
Mozambique and Zambia might be prepared to urge restraint on the 
Angolan Government. He hoped to be in a position to report further 
to the Secretary-General on UK contacts with the Front Line States 
before the Secretary-General's departure for West Africa. 

The Secretary-General briefed Ambassador Thomson in a general 
way on his meeting the previous day with President Kyprianou of 
Cyprus. He emphasized that UDI was reversible. It was the TkCyp 
position after all that a retraction was possible in the context of 
a comprehensive settlement. Ambassador Thomson agreed that it would 
not be conducive to progress and moreover not in the interests of 
President Kyprianou for the Cyprus Government to make a resumption 
of dialogue contingent upon the reversal of UDI. He added that his 
Government also wished to influence President Kyprianou in this 
direction. The Secretary-General agreed that it would be useful 
for Prime Minister Thatcher to speak in these terms during her 
forthcoming meeting with the President. The Secretary-General had 
meanwhile received some ideas from Mr. Denktash and had requested 
ideas from the GkCyp side. He would analyse both positions carefully 
and was even prepared to travel to the region to help reconcile the 
two positions and his own. In view of the forthcoming visit of 
President Kyprianou to London, he undertook to brief Ambassador 
Thomson more fully on the situation prior to his departure for West 
Africa. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
10 January 1984 

J 
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C O N F I D E N T I A L 

NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH THE VICE
CHANCELLOR OF AUSTRIA - 9 JANUARY 1984 AT 4.30 P.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Paul Kavanagh 

H.E. Mr. Norbert Steger 
Vice-Chancellor of Austria 

H.E. Dr. Karl Fischer 
Permanent Representative of Austria 

to the United Nations 

Dr. Strohmayer, Personal Assistant 
to the Vice-Chancellor 

Mr. Haas, Personal Assistant to 
the Vice-Chancellor 

The Secretary-General briefed the Vice-Chancellor on his 
forthcoming visit to Africa, which he would use to focus inter
national attention on the particularly serious economic situa-
tion there. He described his meetings earlier that day 
with the 52 African Ambassadors and a large group of donor countries. 
He had left the meetings encouraged that the response of the 
international community would be amplified. The individual efforts 
of bodies within the UN system would, however, need to be well co
ordinated. He saw a dangerous trend emerging in some developed 
countries whereby Governments shifted resources from multilateral 
to bilateral assistance. 

The Vice-Chancellor said that the coalition Government in 
Austria had increased its ODA funds this year. He welcomed the 
fact that the Secretary-General would be visiting Austria in 
April and expressed interest in new posts in the independent 
Inspection Unit and UNIDO. He then invited the Secretary-General 
to address an international seminar for diplomats in Salzburg, 
which was scheduled by the Austrian Government to be opened on 
Monday 20 August. The Secretary-General replied that he would be 
delighted to accept the invitation if his timetable permitted. 

The Vice-Chancellor asked the Secretary-General for his views 
on the situation in the Middle East. The Secretary-General said 
that the Lebanon situation continued without improvement. The UN 
was always ready to help in peacemaking and peacekeeping. The 
Organization had contingency plans to take over the job of the MNF 
and this had been made clear to the MNF troop contributors as well 
as to the Governments of Lebanon, Syria and the Soviet Union. The 
Secretary-General added that there were 4 pre-requisites for an 
expanded UN presence in and around Beirut, viz: 
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1. a specific request from the Lebanese Government 

- it was not at all certain that such a request 
would be received, given the Government's attach
ment to the MNF forces as constituted at present; 

2. the consent of troop-contributing countries 

- this would be necessary whether the UN involve
ment took the form of an increase in the number 
of Observers or a redeployment in part of UNIFIL; 

3. the consent of the Security Council 

- it remained unlikely that this consent would be 
forthcoming, given the Soviet contention that the 
problem in and around Beirut was internal in nature 
and that an expanded UN presence would internationalize 
the problem, leading to a situation like that which 
developed in the Congo. The Secretary-General did not 
share this view; 

4. the consent of all parties concerned, including Syria 

- the Secretary-General continued to have doubts whether 
the Syrian Government was prepared to endorse an expanded 
UN role at present. 

It would be dangerous, however, if any of the MNF troop contributors 
decided to withdraw now, creating a vacuum. It remained possible 
that the Soviet Union and Syria might agree to a discreet UN 
presence, i.e. Observers, which, in the present circumstances, might 
be more suitable than UNIFIL. 

The Vice-Chancellor then asked for the Secretary-General's 
views on the Cyprus problem. The Secretary-General replied that 
he had rejected the declaration of UDI made by Mr. Denktash as an 
illegal act even before the adoption of resolution 541. He hoped 
that no more countries would recognize the legitimacy of this move. 
At the time of UDI Mr. Denktash was careful to leave the door open 
for progress. UDI, he had said, could be reversed if and when a 
comprehensive solution to the Cyprus problem was devised. That 
morning at a meeting with President Kyprianou, the Secretary-General 
had expressed understanding of the Cypriot Government's position, 
but had urged the President not to make a reversal of UDI a necessary 
pre-condition for the continuation of negotiations. In the absence 
of negotiations there remained the danger that Islamic countries 
would join in recognizing the fait-accompli in the North. Mr. Denktash 
had recently come up with some ideas which, while interesting in them
selves, were not, in the Secretary-General's opinion, sufficient to 
allow progress. He had nevertheless asked President Kyprianou to 
react to these ideas so as to enable him, the Secretary-General, to 
continue to search for common ground. He expected to receive 
President Kyprianou again on 13 January. 



- 3 -

Finally, the Secretary-General expressed his deep 
appreciation of the effectiveness and impartiality of Force 
Commander Greindl, who had gained the confidence of both 
communities. The Vice-Chancellor conveyed the best wishes of 
his Head of Government and the meeting concluded. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
11 January 1984 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF TURKEY 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
6 January 1984 at 15.30 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. A. Coskun Kirca, Permanent 
Representative of Turkey to the 
United Nations 

Dr. Osman Faruk Logoglu, Counsellor, 
Permanent Mission of Turkey 

The Secretary-General said he wanted to discuss with the 
Ambassador the 2 January Turkish Cypriot proposals and particularly 
to make sure that these proposals were indeed negotiable ones. 
He hoped that the Greek Cypriots would come out with their own set 
of ideas. If both sides had fresh ideas on the table, he, the 
Secretary-General, would then study them both and perhaps produce 
suggestions of his own. These negotiations could develop thro ugh 
the good offices of the Secretary-General rather than through direct 
discussions between the two sides. 

He further indicated that he would like to meet with Presi dent 
Evren when in Casablanca on the occasion of t he Islamic Summ it 
Meeting. 

Ambassador Kirca noted that wi th regard to the proposa ls by t he 
Turkish Cypriots, they were indeed flexible ones. The Turki sh 
Cypriot side had made it clear that the negotiations could start 
without prejudice to their respective institutional positions. The 
proposals were an improvement on the previous position of t he 
Turkish Cypriot side for a number of reasons. The Varosha 
suggestions had been detached from the proposal on the air po r t , as 
well as from the lifting of the "embargo". The substance o f the 
Varosha proposal was also an improvement as it made clear t hat t he 
area to be resettled by the Greek Cypriots would not be an enclave 
but would become, for practical purposes in fact, part and pa r cel o f 
the south. There was no longer an insistence on the tripart i t e 
administration, either over the airport or Varosha. It wa s t r ue 
that the Varosha proposals were now linked to the resumpt io n of t he 
negotiations, but this had to be read as mean i ng that neqot iations 
on Varosha would be the first item of the agenda. 



-2-

He complained about what he described as negative reaction by th~ 
Greek Cypriots. As for the Casablanca meeting, he confirmed that 
President Evren would be there and asked for more details about the 
partic i pation of the Secretary-General at that conference. 

The Secretary-General amplified that his request for a meeting 
with the President was for the purpose of exchanging views on a 
number of issues, not only Cyprus, and particularly Iran-Iraq and 
the Middle East. He was going to meet with other leaders present 
there for the same purpose. He further intended to meet with 
Mr. Denktash. 

The Ambassador indicated that he would indeed communicate with 
Ankara this request and hoped it would be possible to arrange such a 
meeting. Reverting to the question of Cyprus, Ambassador Kirca felt 
that the Greek Cypriot side would not make a decision on whether to 
proceed to negotiations until 23 January, when the United States 
Congress was to meet again. It was evident that if President Reagan 
would be able to master Congress on the issue of Cyprus, the Greek 
Cypriots would be left with no alternative but to return to the 
table. This is what he expected and also assumed that the Soviet 
Union would encourage Akel in this direction. The position of 
President Reagan on the matter was quite clear. The importance of 
Turkey was such that President Reagan could not risk a further 
crisis in NATO. He was also confident that President Kyprianou 
would receive the same encouragement to negotiate in all the 
capitals he was going to visit. He added that Mr. Papandreou's 
policy on Cyprus had failed and that his latest defeat was taking 
place in the EEC, where no sanctions a gainst Turkey had been 
approved. He recalled that the United Kingdom and the United States 
had served notice that they would recog nize the passports of the 
Turkish Cypriot Republic as travel documents. He then intimated 
that UDI could not be reversed, except through negotiations. 
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Mr. Liu 

NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED KINGDOM 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
6 January 1984 at 11.50 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. F. T. Liu 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Sir John Thomson, K.C.M.G., 
Permanent Representative of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland to the United Nations 

Mr. Charles T. w. Humfrey, First Secretary, 
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom 

The Ambassador handed the Secretary-General a message from 
Prime Minister Thatcher (attached). 

The Secretary-General, upon reading it, commented that in his 
view, the priority was to reach an understanding between the United 
States and the USSR and that without this contact between the two 
major powers, no improvement of the situation could be secured. 
As to the presence of the United Nations Force in Lebanon, it 
remained linked to the four conditions, namely, a request from the 
Lebanese Government, concurrence of contributing countries, approval 
by the Security Council, and finally, co-operation by all concerned. 

Mr. Liu added that recent developments were indicating a 
possible change in the situation: the security plan, and a change of 
the Israeli attitude vis-a-vis their disengagement from Lebanon. 
That is to say, many quarters in Israel were now thinking about 
disengagement without a simultaneous withdrawal of the Syrians or 
without implementation of the 17 May agreement but rather on the 
basis of some security arrangements. Furthermore, there was an 
evolution in U.S. public opinion with regard to the presence of the 
United States contingent in the Multinational Force. The presence 
of a United Nations force north of the Awali could conceivably come 
about, thus facilitating a deployment in the Beirut area. 

The Ambassador expressed scepticism at the chances of success 
of the security plan and at the real attitude of the Israelis. He 
wondered what the connexion would be between the deployment of the 
United Nations Force north of the Awali and in Beirut. 
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Mr. Liu felt that the deployment north of the Awali would 
improve the image of the United Nations in Lebanon and would create 
a more sympathetic attitude by some of the Lebanese parties and by 
Syria. Furthermore, a deployment north of the Awali would be linked 
to the withdrawal of the Israelis and could, therefore, take place 
within the existing mandate. 

The Ambassador wondered what could be done by his Government to 
facilitate the process toward a new United Nations involvement in 
Lebanon, without proceeding at cross purposes. He also recalled 
that his foreign secretary would be visiting Damascus on 11 January. 

The Secretary-General said that, indeed, for United Nations 
involvement, a Lebanese Government request was necessary and alot of 
convincing of the Syrians was indispensible. 

The Ambassador thought that the Lebanese Government did not 
feel the United Nations was its first priority, as the Multinational 
Force could be more effective in protecting the present leadership. 
He was also sceptical that the United States was at this point 
prepared to discuss the situation with the Soviets, although he 
concurred with the Secretary-General that this might change. 

The Secretary-General added that it would be important to be 
prepared to have a number of countries acceptable to all parties as 
troop contributors to a United Nations Force. It was understood 
that neither the United States nor the Soviet Union would be 
acceptable. 

The Ambassador felt that in Damascus rather than in Moscow lay 
the key to future developments. Syria would not agree to a United 
Nations role in itself, but it might in the context of a political 
action which could involve also a withdrawal of some foreign troops 
including Syrians. Therefore, a possible redeployment along the 
Awali should not be used in isolation, but might be linked to a 
larger political action. He then asked whether the idea of having 
United Nations flags in the refugee camps in Sabra and Shatila would 
be well received by the Secretary-General. 

The Secretary-General noted that while many of the refugee 
camps were part of the UNRWA structure, he doubted that the United 
Nations flag in itself would be protection enough. 

* * * * * 
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Turning to Cyprus and to the forthcoming visit to New York of 
President Kyprianou, the Ambassador hoped that the Secretary-General 
would be able to convince the Greek Cypriots not to reject outright 
the Turkish Cypriot proposals of 2 January but to come out, although 
privately, with counter proposals. 

Indeed, the Secretary-General noted this had been his approach. 
If President Kyprianou were to table his own set of proposals, he 
would then elaborate on the ideas of both sides and would be 
prepared to negotiate his own new set of proposals with the 
parties. He hoped to have a useful discussion with President Evren 
in Casablanca. 

In reply to a comment by the Secretary-General, the Ambassador 
noted that his colleague in Athens had recently indicated that Prime 
Minister Papandreou appeared to be less interested in the Cyprus 
case, as not enough political gain could be gotten out of it. 

Attachment 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRIME MINISTER OF THE UNITED KINGDOM, 

MRS MARGARET THATCHER, TO THE UNITED NATIONS SECRETARY

GENERAL 

"Sir John Thomson expressed to you before Christmas, on 
instructions, British interest in the remarks which you 
made at your end of year press conference about UN 

Peacekeeping Forces being perhaps the best way of 
preserving peace in the Lebanon. The British Government 
has, as you know, both in the Security Council and else-

' 
where repeatedly made clear our wish to see a greater 

involvement by the UN in ~eace keeping in that tragic 

country. My support for this has not altered since we. 

had our useful discussion on the subject last September. 
I am therefore much . encouraged by your own continuing 

advocacy of such a course. Clearly every effort has to 

be made to find a solution to what is a complex and 

potentially dangerous situation and we should not be 
deterre-d -from attempting this by possible objections from 

some of the interested par_t ies. The British Government 

will work actively in co-operation with others concerned 

to promote more extensive involvement by the United 
Nations in peacekeeping in the Lebanon. We are 

consulting our partners in the Multinational Force, and 
will want to . remain in close touch with you in order to: 

exchange views on the possibilities, and to offer our 

assistance where this may be helpful to you." 

6 January 1984 
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Notes on the Secretary-General's meeting with 
the Permanent Observer of the Republic of Korea 

Held at Headquarters on 6 January 1984 at 1115 hours 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Miss Hisako Shimura 

H.E. Dr. Kyung-Won Kim 
Permanent Observer of the 
Republic of Korea to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Ri Hoon Hur 
Counsellor 

The Secretary-General informed the Ambassador of the letter 
he had just received from President Kim Il Sung of North Korea 
in response to his own message of 29 November 1983 sent to 
President Kim and to President Chun Doo Hwan. He showed the 
letter to the Ambassador and asked how the paragraph which read 
"Proceeding from such a point we think it necessary for you to 
work well with the United States and South Korean authorities 
for the sake of relaxation of tension ... " was rendered in the 
Korean original. Ambassador Kim said that that paragraph in 
Korean was not clear, either, since it was not ordinary 
idiomatic Korean usage. The Korean expression for "to work 
well" would literally mean "to do business well", but such an 
expression would not be used in South Korea; perhaps it meant 
"to co-operate". 

The Secretary-General said that, whatever the precise 
language, he intended to take advantage of the paragraph by 
interpreting it positively and to send a reply to President Kim. 
When Ambassador Han of North Korea had brought the letter on 
4 January, the Secretary-General had told him frankly that his 
Government's position of insisting on pre-conditions before 
opening a dialogue would only lead to a vicious circle. 
Ambassador Han had reiterated his Government's position that 
North Korea would not negotiate with the present Government of 
South Korea, and the Secretary-General had pointed out that, 
in his efforts relating to Afghanistan, he was also serving as 

I j 

a broker between two Governments which did not like or recognize 
each other. Negotiations could commence through proxy and at 
some stage move to direct dialogue with or without United Nations 
participation. Since Ambassador Han might not convey these 
views to his Government, the Secretary-General said, he intended 
to reply to President Kim and try to renew what former 
Secretary-General Waldheim had done, namely to offer the 
Secretary-General's good offices or at least his help as a 
channel of communication. He might also suggest that North Korea 
make a token gesture, to show some flexibility. For example, 
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any steps to reunify separated families would immediately 
improve the tense atmosphere after the two recent tragic 
incidents. The Secretary-General wished to inform South Korea 
of what he intended to do. 

Ambassador Kim thanked the Secretary-General and said 
what he had said was completely consistent with the views of 
his Government. South Korea had always offered to talk to 
North Korea on any level, not out of high regard for the 
latter but because it was necessary for Governments to deal 
with each other. In view of the bombing incident in Burma, 
his Government was forced to review its position. However, 
for the high purpose of preventing tragedy and keeping the 
peace, South Korea was willing to talk to North Korea if the 
latter were ready to have serious discussions. If the 
Secretary-General could persuade North Korea to alter 
its posture on dialogue and contribute to the problem of peace 
in the Korean peninsula, South Korea would welcome it. The 
situation was extremely tense. Kim Il Sung was old and was 
readying his son Kim Jong Il as his heir apparent. The younger 
Kim was impatient and not experienced. He had grown up in a 
"psychopathological" environment and he had never had to deal 
with the intractable world outside. Many observers were 
convinced that the Burma incident had been his handiwork. South 
Korea was therefore seriously concerned and considered it 
important to reduce tension. 

The Secretary-General informed the Ambassador that he 
intended to send his letter to President Kim before he left on 
his travels on 13 January. He said he had been told that, as a 
consequence of the Burma incident, North Korea was rather isolated, 
even its relations with China and the Soviet Union having been 
strained. Ambassador Kim said that Soviet diplomats did not 
hide their contempt for the North Korean "dynasty", as it was 
contrary to Marxism. China was more subtle. Its geopolitical 
position was more vulnerable as well. It had welcomed Kim Jong 
Il's visit to China. After the bombing in Rangoon, China had 
not overtly condemned it, but by withholding support, it had 
indicated that it was distancing itself. The recent change of 
the North Korean Foreign Minister might be related to these 
developments. Former Foreign Minister and Vice Premier Ho Dum, 
who had held the foreign ministry portfolio for many years, had 
been replaced on 30 December 1983 by Mr. Yon Nam Kim. The latter 
had been a party man in charge of international affairs with wide 
contacts in the West. He might thus be more subtle and sophis
ticated than his predecessor. On the other hand, his background 
in para-diplomatic, illegal activities might mean that he could 
be more dangerous. 

The Secretary-General thought that during the forthcoming 
visit of the Chinese Premier to the United States, Korean 
question would no doubt be among the issues discussed. He asked 
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Ambassador Kirn to inform his Government of his efforts to keep 
alive United Nations involvement. Ambassador Kirn said it was 
important to make every effort since the situation was so 
"desperate". He hoped that the Secretary-General's efforts 
would lead to constructive result. 

The meeting rose at 1145 hours. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF JAPAN 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
5 January 1984 at 16.00 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Mizuo Kuroda, Permanent 
Representative of Japan to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Motohiko Nishimura, Counsellor 
(Political and Legal Affairs), 
Permanent Mission of Japan 

The Permanent Representative expressed the deep concern of his 
Government at the continuing conflict between Iran and Iraq. 
Japanese dependence on imported oil from that region was much higher 
than any other nation's and that made Tokyo particularly sensitive 
to developments in the Gulf. The Foreign Minister of Japan had 
visited Iran and Iraq during the summer of 1983; and Japanese 
diplomacy continued to be active, with the aim of avoiding a further 
deterioration of the conflict. The Deputy Foreign Minister of Japan 
had visited Iraq in October and was scheduled to go to Teheran in 
mid-January. His visit to Teheran had been arranged on condition 
that discussion would only focus on bilateral issues and would not 
touch on the question of the ceasefire. Nevertheless, the Japanese 
Government hoped that the contact would be useful. Japanese 
diplomacy was also active on local levels in Baghdad, Teheran and 
Tokyo. Its objective remained to prevent a further escalation of 
the conflict and to maintain safe passage through the Gulf. 
The Japanese Government was appreciative of the efforts of the 
Secretary-General, particularly since Iran had indicated its great 
confidence in the Secretary-General, while maintaining a very 
sceptical attitude vis-a-vis the Security Council. In this 
framework, Tokyo was hoping that the Secretary-General would 
intensify his efforts. The Government of Japan felt that as far as 
the problem of escalation was concerned, the key lay in Iraq. It 
was essential not to drive the Iraqi Government into a corner. In 
this context, the international community had a joint 
responsibility. 
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The Secretary-General thanked the Ambassador for exchanging 
views with him on this issue and, in fact, for co-ordinating action 
with him. He was aware of the confidence that Iran had in him, as 
it had been reiterated by the Iranian Permanent Representative only 
the day before. He felt that it was unfortunate that Teheran 
perceived the Security Council as being .partial, as he (the 
Secretary-General) did not feel that this was the case. He outlined 
the events which brought about the United Nations mission on 
assessment of damage to civilian targets during the summer of 1983, 
and the second request by the Iranian authorities for a further 
mission on the same matter. He underlined that the success of the 
first mission was also due to the fact that the team visited both 
countries. The position taken by Iraq on the second mission, 
namely, that it be linked to implementation of resolution 540, made 
it impossible to bring about at this time a mission to both 
countries. However, he had not as yet given up his efforts in this 
regard and intended to make this point to the Iraqi Government. A 
second mission of that kind would help in building more confidence 
in the United Nations and thus pave the way, hopefully, for further 
discussions. He intimated that he was thinking about sending Mr. 
Cordovez to Iran and Iraq on a mission shortly which would have a 
double purpose. The Ambassador of Iran had been apprised of this 
idea and was now in Teheran trying to obtain the support of his 
authorities for it. He intended to make the same point to the Iraqi 
leadership when meeting with them in Casablanca on the occasion of 
the Islamic summit meeting. 

The Permanent Representative noted that his Government had 
tried to help Iraq in exporting oil by sea but that technical 
problems had arisen. Tokyo remained convinced that the 
Secretary-General's efforts remained the only valid instrument to 
tackle the matter. 

The Secretary-General further explained that he had refrained 
from asking Mr. Palme to proceed to the area as prospects would not 
justify such a move. Mr. Cordovez, however, could sound out and 
prepare the ground for an eventual further mission led by the 
Swedish Prime Minister. 

* * * * * 
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The Secretary-General referred to some difficulties he had been 
encountering in finalizing the appointment of Mr. Turkmen as Special 
Assistant for Humanitarian Aid to South-East Asia. Both had come to 
the conclusion that the position required an expert administrator 
rather than a good politician. There also appeared to be some 
differences in the perception of the role which a Special 
Representative in that area should perform. Taking this into 
account, the Secretary-General intended, therefore, to consider one 
of the Japanese candidates put forward by the authorities in Tokyo 
for that position. 

The Permanent Representative soundly recommended the name of 
Mr. Horiuchi, which appeared first in the list of four names 
provided some time ago to the Secretary-General. 

(It was agreed that the Permanent Representative would consult 
with Tokyo and would confirm to the Secretary-General its opinion of 
Mr. Horiuchi.) 

The Secretary-General intended to proceed to the appointment 
(at the ASG level) before leaving for Casablanca on 12 January and 
after appropriate consultations with other Member States. In this 
regard, he recalled that the Vietnamese authorities had expressed 
full confidence in whatever choice the Secretary-General would make. 
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Notes of a meeting between the Secretary-General and 
Ambassador Marinescu of Romania, held on 5 January 1984 
at 10.30 a.m. at United Nations Headquarters 

Present: The Secretary-General H.E. Mr. Teodor Marinescu 
Permanent Representative of 

the Socialist Republic of 
Romania to the United Nations 

1. Ambassador Marinescu stated that his Government had 
been active in its contacts with Greece and Turkey, both 
of whom had tacitly accepted that Romania could serve as 
a channel of communications between them on their bilateral 
problems. President Ceausescu had personally been in touch 
with General Evren and Prime Minister Papandreou, the latter 
having visited Bucharest recently. 

2. The Ambassador added that, given Romania's efforts, 
he wished the Secretary-General to consider a request from 
President Ceausescu that a senior Romanian, of relevant 
experience, be appointed to serve in the staff of the • 
Special Representative of the Secretary-General in Cyprus. 
The Secretary-General took note of the request, withQut 
making any commitment. 

3. The discussion turned to current developments relating 
to Cyprus. The Secretary-General suggested that the Romanian 
Government encourage concrete proposals from President 
Kyprianou, so that an appropriate process of negotiat i ons 
could be set in motion. The Ambassador assured the 
Secretary-General of the support of his efforts. 

4. On the arms talks, the Ambassador mentioned that 
President Ceausescu and Prime Minister Papandreou had sent 
messages to Mr. Andropov and Mr. Reagan urging them to 
resume negotiations. The move had special significance 
since Romania and Greece, while representatives of different 
blocks, had acted together in this matter. 

Virendr Dayal 
5 January 1984 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF IRAN 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
4 January 1984 at 18.00 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Dr. Said Rajaie-Khorassani, 
Permanent Representative of the 
Islamic Republic of Iran to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Ali Achraf Mojtahed, Attach~, 
Permanent Mission of Iran 

The Ambassador, on the eve of h is departure for Teheran, wished 
to clarify to the Secretary-General that when he first requested a 
mission to investigate the damages to civilian targets in Iran 
earlier in 1983, he had done so out of his own choosing and not upon 
instructions from Teheran. He had felt at that time that it was his 
duty to give concrete form to expressions uttered by many mullahs in 
Iran. Fortunately for him, the mission was successful and it 
produced, as a side effect, an increased prestige for the 
Secretary-General in Iran. When he asked again for another mission 
in October 1983 he had done so upon instructions. While Iran would 
not have any objection if the mission were to go to Iraq, it woul d 
not feel that Iraq could hamper the dispatching of a mission to Iran 
alone. 

The Secretary-General said that the reason the mission during 
the summer was a success was due to the fact that it went to both 
sides of the border and that the findings could therefore be 
compared. Such a success could not be achieved if a mission were to 
go only to the Iranian side of the border. Nevertheless, he 
intended to continue pressing the Iraqis to concur with the second 
mission on the basis that this would maintain the credibility of the 
Secretary-General and of the organization when dealing with the war 
issue. 

Ambassador Rajaie referred to further incidents which had just 
occurred in Abadan where unexploded chemical shells had just been 
dropped close to the gendarmerie station in that town. He wondered 
whether the issue of chemical weapons could be separated from the 
investigation on civilian damages. He mentioned that the use of 
chemical weapons by the Iraqis had already been proven by foreign 
doctors who had attended a seminar in Teheran some time ago. 
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The Secretary-General requested that the Ambassador sound out 
his authorities with regard to a possible mission by Mr. Cordovez. 
Mr. Cordovez's mission to Teheran could be combined with the mission 
to investigate the damages of war to the civilian population. 

Ambassador Rajaie recalled that such an idea had been broached 
by a diplomat of the United Kingdom but had already been rejected by 
Under Secretary Kazempoor Ardebili. He thought the idea had some 
merit and would therefore try to approach Foreign Minister Velayati 
and convince him of the validity of it. He thought that Mr. 
Cordovez could go and discuss a few of the points contained in the 
non-paper of 29 September, as the paper as such had not been 
favourably received in Teheran. He then asked the Secretary-General 
to provide him with a further copy of the seven points as he would 
try to extrapolate from that paper some elements for discussion with 
Mr. Cordovez. His personal idea was that he would explain to his 
authorities that Mr. Cordovez would come for the purpose of the 
mission on civilian damages but that, of course, being an old fri~nd 
of Iran, he would be allowed to discuss other issues as well. 
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held at United Nations Headquarters on 
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The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Han Si Hae, Permanent 
Representative of the Democratic 
People's Republic of Korea to the 
United Nations 

One Aide 

The Ambassador made a series of general remarks complaining 
about the aggressive policies of the United States in the Korean 
peninsula and repeated his Government's line with regard to the 
withdrawal of foreign troops from South Korea. He was concerned 
that in the present atmosphere of rearmament of both major powers, 
his country would fall as a victim in between. 

The Secretary-General wondered whether before making any 
demands, the North Korean authorities would consider entering into a 
dialogue with the South Koreans, either directly or indirectly. 
If a dialogue were to be started, it would have an effect on the 
public opinion of the world, and particularly in the United States. 
But as there were no negotiations going on between the two 
countries, those who wished to maintain the foreign military 
presence in South Korea had an easy task. 

The Ambassador stressed again his Government's well-known 
position that no dialogue could start without withdrawal of foreign 
troops from South Korea and a dialogue could not start with a regime 
which was a "puppet of a foreign power". 

The Secretary-General, in a frank manner, remarked that this 
was a vicious circle and that by the same token the South could use 
the same argumentation with regard to the North. He encouraged, 
therefore, that the vicious circle be broken and a policy of 
dialogue be started. 

The Ambassador again repeated that under the circumstances, his 
Government would be prepared to discuss with Washington but not with 
South Korea. 

________ J 
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The Secretary-General again frankly noted that the purpose of 
negotiations was to secure some results and that no results could be 
obtained before the negotiations. 

The Ambassador noted that his Government appreciated the role 
of the Secretary-General, and the North Korean leader still 
remembered the meeting he had held with the Secretay-General almost 
ten years ago. In this context, the Ambassador conveyed a personal 
letter to the Secretary-General from President Kim 11 Sung in reply 
to a message from the Secretary-General of November 1983. 

The Secretary-General, upon reading it, said that he would 
study it carefully and communicate its substance to the South 
Koreans and to the United States. He thought that the letter 
contained some encouraging elements. 


