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STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL AT THE ACC

LONDON, APRIL 1978

The General Assembly endorsed the recommendations of

the Ad Hoc Committee on Restructuring at the time when

it affirmed that all negotiations towards the New International

Economic Order should be conducted within the United Nations system.

Therefore, the restructuring process should be seen as

an integral element of our collective efforts towards that end.

Restructuring also provides a welcome opportunity .for the

United Nations system to reappraise the direction and emphasis

of its activities, to bring about necessary changes of approach

and to strengthen institutional relationships and co-operative

arrangements.

When the restructuring recommendations were adopted,

I emphasised to governments in the General Assembly that

restructuring and reform would not compensate for lack of

the political will to act. Undoubtedly, our own response

to the restructuring recommendations depends upon the extent

to which our respective inter-governmental bodies are willing

to give practical meaning to these recommendations.

I believe that at this stage the ACC should adopt a positive

approach and express its readiness to evolve innovative and

effective measures to deal with the inter-agency aspects of

'the restructuring process.
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Resolution 32/197 requested all organs, organizations

and bodies to implement the restructuring recommendations

within their respective spheres of competence, and to submit

progress reports to the Assembly at its 33rd session

through the Economic and Social Council. We should

articulate in the ACC report to the Council our own

perceptions of the manner in which we intend, collectively

and individually, to implement these recommendations and

enhance our ability to assist governments in their endeavours

to establish a New International Economic Order.

r

The main emphasis of the restructuring recommendations

concerning the functioning of the ACC is on flexibility

with a view to achieving better communication and a

greater degree of inter-action with inter-governmental bodies.

The main purposes of the reforms that have been called for

are to enable the organizations, collectively and individually,

to formulate action-oriented recommendations for consideration

by inter-governmental bodies and to promote a more concerted

implementation of policy guidelines, directives and priorities.

,I should like to mention, in this context, that the Economic

and Social Council held a series of informal meetings last week

at which it considered proposals, the underlying premise of which

is the need for a greater involvement of the competent organizations

in the policy-making processes of governments.
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The proposals specifically envisage extending an invitation

to the executive heads to participate more fully in.the

deliberations of the Council, particularly in the context of

the new system of subject-oriented sessions that it proposes

to institute in pursuance of the restructuring recommendations.

/

A change of approach to the methods of work of the^ACC,

and the introduction of certain innovations, as well as economies,

in the structure of its subsidiary machinery, has been called for

in the Ad Hoc Committee's report. In response to these

recommendations we may envisage convening, in the'future,

in addition to formal sessions, subject-oriented meetings

on issues of special importance and priority. Consideration

should also be given to the possibility of devising procedures

for ad hoc meetings of officials directly concerned with

a specific problem, for the establishment, as necessary,

of task forces of limited duration, and other similarly

flexible arrangements .

The subsidiary machinery of the ACC needs to be streamlined

'in a manner to enable the ACC itself to focus attention on

substantive issues of fundamental importance and on emerging

developments of international concern. I would suggest that

the preparatory committee be replaced by a "Committee of Deputies"

which would consider all matters which, by common agreement,

need not take the time of the ACC, as well as prepare effectively

for ACC discussions.



If the executive heads agree to raise the level of our

main subsidiary body, I would suggest that the Director General

for Development and International Economic Co-operation

should chair its meetings. One of the tasks of the

committee of- deputies, in order to respond to another

preoccupation of the Ad Hoc Committee, would be to review

the terms of reference of the standing machinery of the ACC

with a view to reducing it to a minimum.

One specific recommendation that we must consider

in this context is that which provides for the merger with

the ACC of the Inter-Agency Consultative Board, the

Environment Co-ordination Board and the Advisory Committee of UNIDO.

The decision to be adopted by the ACC should apply equally

to these three bodies, and it would be understood, of course,

that we will consider specific aspects of the functions

which presently devolve upon them, as and when the need arises.

The restructuring recommendations set out the main objectives

to be sought by the United Nations system through operational

'activities for development. The aims are to promote a

real increase in the flow of resources; that operational activities

should conform to the national objectives and priorities of

the recipient countriesj that they should conform to overall

development strategies-T and that optimum efficiency and the

reduction of administrative costs be promoted in all relevant aspects
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The institutional aspects of the recommendations in this area

apply, in the first instance, to the United Nations, but

I am sure that the ACC will wish to keep their inter-agency

implications under continuing review as and when decisions

are adopted in this context by the relevant inter-governmental bodies,

One aspect which I should like to draw to the attention of

executive heads at this juncture relates to the recommendation

concerning the appointment at the country level of a single official

who should exercise team leadership. I would suggest that

the existing procedures for the appointment of the resident

representative should be maintained, except that the agreement

of the governments would be sought by the Secretary-General,

and that the letter of accreditation would be signed by him.

Naturally, in the light of the provisions of the restructuring

recommendations, special consideration will be given,

in the appointment of resident representatives, to the
•«r-

sectoral interests of the country of assignment.

The restructuring recommendations relating to regional

co-operation received broad support and were, on the whole,

based upon earlier decisions taken by the Economic and Social

Council and the General Assembly. They envisage a strengthening

of regional co-operation and of the role of the regional commissions,

taking into account the special needs and conditions of their

respective regions, and bearing in mind the responsibilities of

the specialised agencies in specific sectoral fields.
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The recommendations also envisage the participation,

under the authority of the Secretary-General, of the

executive secretaries in the work of the ACC in matters

of concern to the respective commissions. A large degree of

co-operation already exists between the organizations of

the system and the regional commissions. It will not •

be difficult, therefore, to implement the restructuring

recommendations when the measures concerning the functioning

and machinery of the ACC are formulated. If a new system

of subject-oriented meetings of ACC is put into effect,

for instance, it should be possible to envisage the

participation of the executive secretaries at such meetings

on matters of special interest to them. Also, the secretariats

of the commissions might be more closely associated with

the technical work of the subsidiary bodies of ACC.

In accordance with the recommendations addressed to me,

as chief administrative officer of the United Nations,

I have already taken certain steps towards the re-organization

of the Secretariat. In addition to the appointment of the

Director General for Development and International Economic

Co-operation, I have established the Department of International

Economic and Social Affairs, which would provide a focal point

within the system for inter-disciplinary research and analysis

and for co-operative programming and planning in the economic

and social sectors.
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This Department will seek at all times to discharge its

responsibilities on the basis of the closest possible

collaboration with the organizations of the system.

The intention is that through system-wide co-ordination it

should fulfil these functions without duplicating the

research capacity which exists in the competent organizations

of the system. The Department will be responsible for

the provision of substantive support services in the

economic and social fields to the ACC and its subsidiary machinery,

f

The Department of Technical Co-operation for Development

has been established to deal with technical co-operation matters

for which the United Nations, through the former Department of

Economic and Social Affairs,was executing agency.

This Department will also maintain close relations with

concerned organizations within the system.

The Office of Secretariat Services for Economic and

Social Matters will seek to integrate more fully the

technical servicing of United Nations inter-governmental bodies,

on the one hand, and of the inter-secretariat machinery,

on the other. This will ensure greater flexibility in

the management of the agenda and the calendar of meetings,

and in the development of reporting procedures which hitherto

have not been always well adjusted to the requirements of

both sets of bodies.



The office will assist in bringing to the attention of

United Nations inter-governmental bodies decisions taken by

the organizations of the system. Arrangements have already

been made for the establishment of the closest working relations

on a day-to-day basis between the Department of International

Economic and Social Affairs and the Office of Secretariat

Services for Economic and Social Matters.

These are, in my view, the main issues before us

v/ith regard to the restructuring process. There is no doubt

in my mind that all my colleagues are conscious of the

significance of the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee

for the future of the system, and I therefore look forward

to discussing with you the ways and means in which we intend

to give them effect.

** ** * A



STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL TO TASS NEWS

Question: Mr. Secretary-General, would you please comment on

..... the recent statement made by Mr. Leonid Brezhnev,

General Secretary of the Central Committee of the

CPSU and President of the Presidium of the Supreme

Soviet concerning contemporary international problems

and, in particular, on a number of major disarmament

issues?

Answer: The statement of President Brezhnev contains a number

of specific proposals which will, no doubt, be carefully

considered by governments of Member States of the

United Nations. I particularly welcome the announcement

that the Soviet Union will accede to the Treaty of

Tlatelolco on the banning of nuclear weapons in Latin

• America. The statement is also a very timely one , as

the international community is now directing its

attention towards the special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament scheduled to begin

later this month. I was gratified to note the support

that Mr. Brezhnev has expressed for the special session.

I am confident that, with the co-operation of member

states and the active involvement of the world public,

the special session will be able to make progress in

this important field which has far-reaching implications

for the future of mankind.



STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL TO TASS AGENCY

I have noted with great interest the statement of Mr. Leonid Brezhnev,

General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU and President of the

Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR concerning contemporary international

problems in which he made comments on a number of major disarmament issues.

I am particularly gratified with his references made with regard to putting

a complete stop to any further quantitative and qualitative growth of armaments

and armed forces of States with a large military potential, as well as to the

position of the Soviet Union on the non-use of nuclear weapons. I also welcome

his announcement of the decision of the Soviet Union to accede in due manner to

the treaty banning nuclear weapons in Latin America. This fact will undoubtedly

significantly contribute to the efforts being made for the prevention of nuclear

danger throughout the world.

The statement by Mr. Brezhnev comes at a time when the international

community is directing its attention towards the special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament scheduled to begin next month. The views

expressed by General Secretary Brezhnev are of importance for the work of the

special session and for the efforts of Member States to find a generally

acceptable approach to concrete progress in the field of disarmament.

27 April 1978
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April 25, 1978136 EAST 67th STREET, NEW YORK, NY. 10021

LEONID BREZHNEV ON CONTEMPORARY INTERNATIONAL
PROBLEMS

MOSCOW, April 25, TASS. Speaking today in Moscow at the 18th Congres
of the Leninist Young Communist League Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary
of the Central Committee of the CPSU, President of the Presidium of the Supreme
Soviet of the USSR, dwelt on several international problems. He said:

"Comrades! The youth of your fathers passed on the fronts of the Great
Patriotic War. It was, indeed, as the poet said, "A battle not for the sake of
glory, but for the sake of life on earth";'Decades have passed since then.
Today, more than half the country's population knows about the war, its hard-
ships and sufferings , only from the older folk, from books and films. But now,
too, the battle for life on earth is continuing under different conditions. To
secure lasting and durable peace - this is the aim of our foreign policy, of
such of its basic principles as peaceful coexistence, and relaxation of inter-
national tension. ;

Today, detente is neither theory; nor slogan, nor wishful thinking. It has
quite a few good, perfectly concrete and tangible deeds to its credit. In Europe
it has laid the groundwork for mutual relations betwe'en states and has extended
to different fields of their life. For all the ups and downs in Soviet-American
relations, these, too, have a new appearance, more favourable to the cause
of peace. The policy of detente has earned recognition and is being backed by
the peoples as the only sensible policy in our troubled times.

The most essential and .urgent task of our days is to secure a further
easing of the war danger and to check the arms build-up. All peoples are con-
scious of this, and the majority of the government recognize it. This is also
borne out by the fact that a session of the United Nations General Assembly
specially devoted to arms limitation and disarmament wi 11 open , for the first
time in history, a few weeks from now. We wish it success, which we shall
actively promote.

We are in favour of general and complete disarmament. It is not our fault
that the talks on this problem, now nearly twenty yents oM,
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And yet agreements on arms limitation in certain fields have been con-
cluded during this period. And talks are under way on a number of questions.

The central goal of our struggle for peace in the present conditions is to
reduce the menace of another world war and of mass extermination of people
with nuclear weapons. For this purpose the Soviet Union has undertaken a
set of major actions. One of these 'are the negotiations with the United States
on the limitation of strategic offensive arms.

As you know, Moscow has just been visited by the U.S. Secretary of
State, Mr. Cyrus Vance, who came on President Carter's instructions. There
was a thorough exchange of opinions. As a result/ some progress was made in
working out an agreement, on strategic arm's limitation. Not all problems by
far have yet been resolved-.We can by no means accept certain positions of
the American side. I believe, however, that by reciprocal efforts based on
sensible and realistic compromise we can-complete fthe drafting of an agree-
ment that will justly take into account the security interests of both powers.
This will enable us substantially to bridle1 the arms race and therefore also
help t o strengthen peace. - • • : • - ' ' ' • •

For a.number of years the.Soviet Union has been pressing for an agreement
on the genera I'-and-: complete banning of nuclear-weapons"tests. We are negotia-
tingi-.with the United States and Britain oh banning tests in all media (i.e. ,
including underground tests). And we are gratified to note that definite progress

.has: been -made.iri-these talks of late."We would like-to hope that the matter
wiirbe brought to completion and that a treaty will be' signed in the near future.
This., will-be -an appreciable achievement in the struggle for peace and interna-
tional security. , . ;

. * -. . : • • : ' r" • ' i • • -

Along with other peace forces in the "world; the" Soviet Union is taking
active steps to prevent the development of the neutron bomb, which is a new ,
especially inhuman weapon of mass annihilation. Our stand on this issue is
absolutely clear and radical: before it-is too.late/to conclude an agreement
between the countries concerned, reciprocally renouncing manufacture of this
weapon. And may mankind be delivered from it, once and for all.

: • i '_' • J •

Unfortunately, the United States, which is poised to develop the neutron
bomb, has not yet agreed to our proposal. President Carter has recently decla-
red, however, that he has put off a final decision on begining the manufacture
of neutron bombs. This, of course, does not settle the matter and is at best a
half-measure. But I can inform you that we have taken the President's statement
into account and that we, too, will not begin production of neutron arms so
long as the United States does not do so. Further developments will depend on
Washington.
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In line with its fundamental policy aimed at reducing the nuclear war
danger , the Soviet Union has also decided to accede in due manner to the
international treaty banning nuclear weapons in Latin America. Under this
treaty, the Soviet Union, like the other nuclear powers, will assume the com-
mitment not to assist any Latin American state in gaining access to nuclear
weapons, and not to use such weapons against the states party to the treaty.

So, as you see, comrades, the work for peace is continuing, and our
motherland is taking ever new steps to this effect.

We intend that my coming visit to the FRG shoud also help not oniy to
determine the prospects for further broad, mutually advantageous cooperation
between our two countries (which is important in itself), but also contribute
to the consolidation of detente and universal peace, especially in Europe.

Of late, the opponents of detente and disarmament in the NATO countries
all these generals dabbling in politics and all these warlike politicians - have
been raising a propaganda howl and spreading fabrications about an allegedly
threatening military superiority of the Warsaw Treaty states over the NATO
bloc in Europe, about alleged Soviet aggressive intentions in Europe, and the
like. Needless to say, all this is nonsense. Not harmless but malicious non-
sense, however, because it serves to justify and camouflage actions that are
really dangerous and potentially aggressive: precipitating another round in the
arms race, building up military forces, and contaminating the international
atmosphere with venomous fumes of fear, suspicion and hostility.

More than any other country does the Soviet Union, which suffered the •
greatest ravages in the second world war, want peace in Europe never to be
violated again and for Europe to be a continent of lasting peace and peaceful
cooperation. And, to be sure, no other state has done more for this than our
country.

For some years, at the /talks in Vienna, we have been working for a
considerable reduction of the armed forces of West and East in Europe - without
prejudice to the security of any side - but have so far only encountered Western

attempts at changing the relation of strength in its favour. True, a few days ago
in Vienna the Western countries submitted slightly refurbished proposals. They
take account of the standpoint of the socialist states in some respects, though
the general imprint of a one-sided approach has clearly remained. Well, this
means that the work will have to go on. We are prepared to do everything in
our power to find mutually acceptable solutions and to relieve military tension
in a region of the world where it is especially great and dangerous.
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Everybody ought to know that, far from harbouring any aggressive designs
and building up any "strike forces" in Europe for actions against the West, the
Soviet Union has always done and will continue to do everything it can to reliev
tensions ans facilitate agreement. Unlike the NATO countries, we have not
been enlarging our armed forces in Central Europe for a long time, and do not
intend - this I want to stress most emphatically - do not intend to increase
them by a single soldier, by a single.tank.

And we call on the Western states to follow this salutary example.

Trying to distort the meaning and goals of Soviet foreign policy, i'mperia-
list propaganda maintains that there is a contradiction between our policy of
detente and peaceful coexistence and our relations with countries that have
thrown off the colonial yoke. The Soviet Union and other socialist countries
are being falsely accused of interference in the affairs of young states. Our
opponents go to the length of imputing an "expansionist policy" and "stoking
up tension". All this, of course, is a fabrication of the purest water with no
basis in fact. :

We want friendly cooperation with those countries on a basis of complete
equality. We support their independence and their development on the road of
peace and social progress. The Soviet Union invariably advocates strict respect
for the sovereignty of these - and all other - states, for non-interference in
their internal affairs , and for the inviolability of their frontiers.

It is the imperialist powers that continuously interfere - quite overtly or
with but slight camouflage - in the affairs of independent newly-free states.
They interfere in order to obstruct their progressive development. They infringe
on sovereignty in order to secure the selfish interests of their monopolies or
the plans of their military strategists.

As a rule, such interference leads to violence and encroachments on the
rights of the peoples. This occurs either in the home life of the countries con-
cerned, as, say, in the case of Chile, or in the form of undisguised external
aggression, as in the case of the brazen conduct of the Israeli rulers.

The facts show that the peoples of the young states defend their indepen-
dence and vital interests all the more successfully, the more solid their unity
and solidarity, and the more solid their friendship with the countries of the
socialist world, on whose support they can rely in their just struggle.

Here, too, there are many examples. It was thanks to the solidarity of
the progressive forces that theettempts of the imperialists and their puppets to
overthrow people's power in Angola and to diismember revolutionary Ethiopia
were foiled.
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Peace, non-interference in internal affairs, respect for independence
and territorial integrity, equality, and mutually beneficial cooperation - all thes<
are the indispensable and the most important elements of detente and lasting
peace. Such is our policy in Europe, and it is the same in Africa, Asia, Latin
America, and everywhere else in the world. And if anyone thinks that the Soviet
Union can be diverted from this course with slander and threats, then he's deep-
ly mistaken.

Comrades, analysing the world situation, we have arrived .at the firm con-
viction .that it is high time that thought should be given to putting a complete
stop to any further quantitative and qualitative grown of the armaments and
armed forces of states with a large military potential, and thereby create con-
ditions for their subsequent reduction. Specifically, we are putting up for
discussion a programme of the following measures, to be put into effect within
a definite time limit:

- to stop manufacturing all types of nuclear weapons;

- to stop manufacturing and to ban all other types of mass destruction
weapons-

- to stop developing new types of highly destructive conventional arms;

- to renounce expanding the armies and increasing the conventional
armaments of the permanent members of the UN Security Council and countries
associated with them under military agreements.

Certainly, it is no simple matter to agree on these things. Probably, we
could first tackle some one angle - say, the termination of nuclear arms manufac-
ture, as we have already proposed. The main thing is that the problem as a
whole is made easier to solve by the fact that these steps will not upset the
balance of strength prevailing at present between states. Nobody v/ould be
the loser.

We must not, nor have we the right to forget that the nuclear peril is still
hanging over the world and rousing alarm among nations for their future. Obvious
ly, joint efforts of all the nuclear powers are needed to remove this peril. And
each of them can and must do its bit. For its part, the Soviet Union declares
unambiguously: We are against the use of nuclear weapons; only extraordinary
circumstances, an aggression against our country or its allies by another nuc-
lear power, can compel us to resort to this extreme means of self-defence.
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The Soviet Union is doing and will continue to do everything to prevent
an atomic war, so that the nations should not fall victim to atomic strikes -
neither a first strike nor subsequent ones. This is our firm line, and we shall
act accordingly.

To preserve our earth and tohand it over to the rising generation with all
its wealth and beauty, unblemished by a nuclear holocaoust - this, as we see
it, is the goal to which the thoughts of humanity shculd be directed. The Soviet
Union is doing everything in its power to maintain and consolidate peace. We
trust, our dear young friends, that your future will be one of happy free work
on a peaceful planet.



y

Summary of Mr. Brezhnev's sta«emê t at the Youth Congress on' I^
25 April 1978 - I I x

SALT

Mr. Brezhnev refers to the recent visit of Mr. Vance to Moscow

and expresses his belief that through reciprocal efforts based on

realistic compromise the drafting of an agreement can be completed

that takes into account the security interests of both states.

^ -U
refers to the trilateral negotiations with the U.S. and

Britain and notes with gratification "that definite progress has

been made"- lately and hopes that "a treaty will be signed in the

near future".

Neutron Bomb

Mr. Brezhnev declares himself in favour of an agreement

reciprocally renouncing the manufacture of this weapon. Responding

to Mr. Carter's recent statement deferring production of the neutron

bomb, he calls it a "half-measure". He announces that the Soviet

Union will not produce neutron arms as long as the United States

does not do so. This decision is of importance for the bilateral

negotiations with the United States as well as vis-a-vis China.

Treaty of Tlatelolco

Mr. Brezhnev declares that the Soviet Union has decided to

accede to that treaty banning nuclear weapons in Latin America.

This is a reversal of the earlier Soviet position criticizing that

treaty which had prevented the S.U. from signing Protocol II.

General Disarmament Programme

The following measures are being put forward by Mr. Brezhnev:

- the termination of manufacture of all types of nuclear

weapons and other weapons of mass destruction;

- no further development of new types of conventional arms;

- no further expansion of armies, in particular of the

permanent members of the Security Council.

IL/JP 27.04.78



Main Points of Significance in the Brezhnev

Speech of April 25. 1978

1. The wording suggests that the Soviet side has concluded -

after a year of doubt - that it can work with the Carter Administration.

2. The absence of any mention of U.S. interference in the domestic

affairs of other states (i.e. human rights) would indicate the USSR

has decided it can live with this aspect of U.S. policy as it has

developed.

3. Major emphasis in the speech on disarmament continues a long-

established Soviet policy line. Several points suggest, however, some

revision in the'Soviet approach, presumably in anticipation of the

forthcoming special session of the GA. Most notably, Brezhnev announced

that the USSR would accede to-the Treaty of Tlatelolco. Further, there

was no mentionof a World Disarmament Conference, which may indicate

a decision to downplay or abandon this traditional Soviet objective

which has seemed increasingly irrelevant in the light of plans for

periodic special sessions of the General Assembly on disarmament.

The prohibition of chemical weapons is not mentioned, suggesting that

the USSR does not expect L. treaty on this subject in the near future.

4. The most significant part of the wording on the neutron bomb

is the statement that "we have taken the President's statement into

account" - suggesting that importance is attributed to it. The rest,

pledging that in response the USSR will not begin production of neutron

bombs unless the U.S. does, strikes a patently disingenuous note, and

will not decrease pressures in the U.S. and Western Europe for the U.S.

to proceed with manufacture.

5. The wording on assistance to new states amounts to a reiteration

of the Soviet thesis going back to Khrushchev th'at communist support

for wars of national liberation is not incompatible with peaceful

coexistence or detente. There is no suggestion of any inclination to

modify this thesis, and socialist support for the "people's power" in

Angola and for revolutionary Ethiopia are singled out for special

praise. The absence of any direct reference to the availability of

such support to liberation forces in Southern Africa may have been

intended, however, to avoid the impression of a further direct challenge

in Africa while SALT negotiations are at a critical stage.
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MESSAGE OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL TO THE SEVENTH CONFERENCE OF MAYORS

OF THE WORLD'S MAJOR CITIES, MILAN, 17 APRIL 1978

I am pleased to send my best wishes and greetings to all

the participants attending your important Conference.

I share your great concern about the critical issues now

confronting the cities of the world. In this context, the 3-year

programme you are launching on trends and problems determining the

future of urban settlements is of particular significance. That

future, as you well know, is seriously threatened by the un-

precedented rate at which our cities are growing both in size and

number. If this growth continues at its present pace, we will,

for the first time in history see more people living in the cities

than in the countryside.

But even now in industrialized and developing countries alike,

the cities are not geared for the huge numbers of people already

living in them. They face grave difficulties in meeting the

sharply increased demand for housing, water, power, jobs, and all

the other necessities and amenities of a humane and decent life.

Most of the major economic and social issues now before the

United Nations are ultimately manifested at the urban level.

Inevitably, the cities are affected by such inter-related factors
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as where and how the world's urban population lives and works.

Changing patterns of industry and production go hand in hand with

shifts in the international division of labour. Similarly,

fluctuations of the prices for agricultural and other commodities

cause population movements within and even between countries.

The increasing interdependence of the problems confronting

the people of the world was one of the central themes of HABITAT,

the United Nations Conference on Human Settlements held nearly two

years ago in Vancouver, Canada. In my own remarks at that time,

I stressed that although these problems were nearly universal,

the main impetus for change must come at the national level. I

would now go even further and say that, to be truly successful,

initiatives for change must, emerge from the urban centres themselves

on the basis of community participation.

The Vancouver Conference has led to the establishment of a
a

Commission and/Centre on Human Settlements, emphasizing the global

dimensions of the underlying issues. But if the efforts of inter-

national institutions to find workable solutions are to be effective,

it is evident that they must rely on national and local governments

for their implementation. _

As Mayors of the world's great cities, you are in a key position

to provide leadership in~anticipating and planning for the future and

I wish you every success in your deliberations.
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ADDRESS BY SECRETARY-(̂ MEBAL OH ACCEPTIHG MEW BUILDING

FOR USE OF INTERHATICMAL COURT OF JUSTICE. THE HAGUE

The following is the text of an address made today by Secretary-General
Kurt Waldheim on accepting a new building adjacent to the Peace Palace for the
use of the International Court of Justice, ttxe Hague, Netherlands.

It gives me great pleasure to accept, on behalf of the United Nations, this
splendid new building for the International Court of Justice. In doing so,
I wish to express our deep gratitude to the Government of the Netherlands and the
Carnegie Foundation for their generous gesture.

3he Netherlands has always been in the forefront of those countries which
have espoused the cause of the peaceful settlement of international disputes.
It has, once again, reaffirmed its faith in that cause by providing the Carnegie
Foundation and, through it, the United Nations with this beautifully designed
building. Although entirely separate, it is, in reality and integral part of
the Peace Palace. The Court will continue to hold its public sittings in this
great Hall of Justice, as did its forerunner, the Permanent Court of International
Justice. A tradition of more than half a century will thus remain unbroken.

In this historic building is located not only the International Court of
Justice, but also the Permanent Court of Arbitration. It is, furthermore, a
centre of scholarly research and teaching, containing a unique library and the
Hague Academy of International Law.

Qhe location of these institutions in the Netherlands is by no means
accidental. In the seventeenth century, a noted son of this country, Hugo Grotius.
laid down the principles which provide the basis of modern-day international law.
In a sense, therefore, what we have here at the Hague symbolizes the effort to
build the legal framework of a nan-violent world.

She means or procedures for a peaceful settlement or containment of vital
differences among States must rest on a foundation of law and a willingness to ue<
it to reconcile differing points of view and accommodate opposing positions.
Biia can only be achieved, however, if States give greater weight to the long-
tenjj goal of a secure international order than to their immediate narrow national
interests.

(more)
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But we have not yet reached this stage in human history. Because power
politics remains the prevalent mode of international behaviour, we still lack a
consistent and reliable system for the maintenance of international peace and
security based on the uniform respect of all nations for the Charter and inter-
national law. It is true that even in internal affairs of States, the willingness
to submit executive and legislative authority to judicial control involves a long
and arduous process. Is it surprising, therefore, that Governments are reluctant
to accept such control in international affairs? Difficult and complex as the
task may be, however, we must pursue that goal with vigour, faith and determination
because it is the ultimate hope for a peaceful international community.

I call it the ultimate hope because science and technology have propelled us
into an age of complex interdependence. Our political institutions, no less than
our political will, have not kept pace with this advance. But I think that
Governments may have dimly begun to perceive that unrestrained freedom of action
no longer is the best or most appropriate expression of their national sovereignty.

I am not suggesting there will be any miraculous and sudden transformation to
a new and better world order. I do, however, feel that an evolutionary process is
at work. It is one that could result in closing the existing gap between the
objectives and principles of the Charter and the reality and effectiveness of the
United Nations system in the settlement of international disputes.

We see this evolution taking place in the great number of treaties and other
procedures being worked out in the various forums of the United Nations. Ihey
deal with a wide area of our present-day concerns such as disarmament„ outer space,
human rights, environment, economic and social issues and many others. I believe
that those agreements which in one way or another contain binding provisions for
the settlement of disputes have within them the seeds for developing an inter-
national law geared to the demands of the new century we are rapidly approaching.
Again, I do not intend to over-simplify. Involved are issues of great complexity,
reflecting a diversity of legal systems, traditions, codes of behaviour, practices
and priorities in different countries and different parts of the world.

In order to help bridge these diversities, a considerable effort is now being
made — much of it under the auspices of the United Nations — to develop and
codify international law with a form and content acceptable to the overwhelming
majority of States* More has been done here in the last three decades than ever
before. Hiese developments give hope that eventually we will evolve truly
effective procedures for settling international disputes.

The Court is now revising its rules and simplifying and expediting its
procedures to make it easier for all parties to appeal to it. I understand that,
for example, considerable attention has been paid to the as yet unexploited
possibilities of recourse to the Chambers of the Court, rather than to the full
Court.

(more)
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A suggestion has been made recently by several States, members of the Special
Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the
Role of the Organization, that the Secretary-General should be among those
authorized, under Article 96 of the Charter, to request advisory opinions of the
Court, I find this suggestion most interesting and it could indeed be very
helpful.

The formidable problems that face us everywhere only emphasize how urgent it
is for the Court to play the role envisaged for it in the Charter of the United
Nations. In it are reflected our hopes that the nations of the world will turn
to the rule of law as a matter of course, instead of resorting to force and
violence for the settlement of international disputes.

There is reason to be optimistic about the long-term future of the Court*
This view, I know, is shared by the Government and people of the Netherlands and
by the Carnegie Foundation. Otherwise we would not be here today dedicating this
new addition to the Peace Palace.

Only optimism and confidence can build, and in this case they have built well.
They have given this Peace -Palace a new life and vitality which I can but hope
will be symbolic of an emerging international community with interests, aspirations
and loyalty consistent with our global interdependence and responsibility.

* \/ It U
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SECEETAfiY--GEMEAL_ISaiES OH IMPIEMEMTAT10N

OF SECURITY COUNCIL RESQIJJTIOK

The following statement was mads today by the Spokesman for the Secretary-
General:

The build-up and deployment of the United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon
(UNIFIL) continues, and the Force is effectively establishing itself in the area
of operations. The Secretary-General is especially concerned with the implementa-
tion of Security Council resolution k25 (1978) in relation to the withdrawal of
Israeli forces. In this connexion., the Secretary-General has been in continuous
contact with the Israeli authorities and has now addressed a personnal message
to Prime Minister Begin, again urging speedy implementation of Security Council
resolution U-25 (1978),

The Secretary-General hopes that there will be early and positive action by
Israel, and that the conditions will soon emerge in which the United Nations
Interim Force in Lebanon will be able fully to carry out its Mandate.

*** *
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