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

held at United Nations Headquarters 
on 6 March 1984 at 16.30 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 referred to his concern at information he 
just received regarding the decision by the Turkish Cypriot 
authorities to vote on a "flag bill". The adoption of such measures 
would, in his view, be contrary to the present trend of negotiations 
between himself and the authorities in Ankara. He also learned with 
dismay that some empty houses in the uninhabited part of Varosha had 
been occupied. Further reference by the Turkish Cypriot side about 
the linkage of developments in Cyprus and the United States Congress 
Bill about economic assistance to Turkey were also contrary to the 
Secretary-General's efforts aimed at severing all possible 
connexions. Furthermore, Mr. Denktash, having first asked to meet 
with the Secretary-General, was now appearing reluctant even to meet 
with the Secretary-General's representative in Cyprus. He asked the 
Ambassador to transmit all these points to Ankara. He also added 
that he had a responsibility vis-a-vis the Security Council and that 
0e intended to avoid, as far as possible, putting the blame on any 
side. 

The Ambassador assured the Secretary-General that he would 
transmit faithfully what he had just been told and recalled the 
scenario, as discussed over the last few weeks, had not yet been 
rejected or accepted by Ankara. Unfortunately, developments outside 
the · framework of the United Nations were not helping. A Subcommittee 
of the US Senate had decided to postpone the discussion on the 
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Military Assistance Bill to Turkey until April pending Ankara's 
reaction to the Secretary-General. Furthermore, a Subcommittee of 
the House had that very day cut by some 40 million dollars the 
allocation for military assistance to Turkey in its attempt to 
re-establish the 7/10 proportion of military assistance between 
Greece and Turkey. Ankara wished to make clear to Washington that 
the Cyprus question could not be resolved by this means. 

The Secretary-General noted that this was a vicious circle that 
would have been broken by now if Ankara had replied to the 
Secretary-General in good time. If Ankara accepted the scenario, he 
had reason to believe that Greece would too. Furthermore, he 
believed that the Greek Cypriots would accept that scenario as Akel 
appeared to be interested in supporting the Secretary-General's 
efforts. 

Upon a reference by the Ambassador to 15,000 Greek soldiers 
allegedly considered as a re-enforcement of the Greek Cypriot 
national guards, the Secretary-General noted that all these matters 
would not have come to a head if his suggestion had been accepted at 
the right time. The Ambassador said that Mr. Denktash's change of 
heart over visiting the Secretary-General had been caused by the US 
decision to link the Military Assistance Bill to the Cyprus 
question. He repeated that Mr. Haas' and Mr. Derwinsky's visit had 
been superfluous and furthermore, they had created the impression 
that Washington was the origin of the Secretary-General's 
initiative. He insisted that Washington should disassociate itself 
from the linkage. 

The Secretary-General insisted that, it Ankara were to accept 
the scenario, things could still be managed. 

*** 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH MR. WHELAN, MINISTER OF 
AGRICULTURE OF CANADA AND PRESIDENT OF THE WFP - 6 MARCH 1984 AT 12.00 P.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Ripert 
Mr. Diallo 
Mr. Kavanagh 

H.E. Mr. E . Whelan, Minister of Agriculture 
of Canada and President of the WFP 

Mr. Peter David Lee, Deputy Permanent 
Representative of Canada to the UN 

2 Aides 

The Secretary-General asked the Minister if the Eleventh WFP Pledging 
Conference, from which the Minister had just come, would provide sufficient 
support for the Programme. The Minister replied in a non-commital manner. 
He said that he had seen the FAO report on IFAD, an organization which 
Canada had helped to keep alive. Mr. Ripert suggested that, in the light of 
initial soundings made by that Organization's President in the Middle East 
and the US, it was possible to be a little more optimistic for its future. 

The Minister mentioned how the Secretary-General's announcement of his 
intention to set up a small cordinating office in Africa in the context of 
his recent initiative there had come as something of a surprise. The 
Secretary-General reassured the Minister that the main function of the 
office in question would be that of channelling information from Mr. 
Adedeji's office. Policy would be decided upon at a higher level and 
on-the-ground coordination would be effected in the various countries. The 
Minister stressed the need for better cordination of multilateral 
development efforts, mentioning that this very need had prompted the 
creation of WFP in the first place , a point echoed by Mr. Ripert. The 
Minister thought that the Secretary-General's initiative had met with a 
favourable response from the various agencies. Mr. Ripert confirmed this 
impression, adding that the President of the Development Assistance 
Committee of the OECD, a US national, was about to request all 24 members of 
the Organization to cooperate with the initiative. Nonetheless, some of the 
agencies, fearing centralization, were suspicious of the Secretary-General's 
motives. These fears were unfounded. The Secretary-General merely felt 
that the UN agencies had to take advantage of their shared basis to better 
coordinate their individual efforts. The Minister assured the 
Secretary-General that WFP was willing to play a role in efforts aimed at 
improved coordination, notwithstanding the fact that "WFP reported directly 
to the Secretary-General and owed nothing to the other agencies". Mr. 
Ripert said that the WFP food strategies represented an instrument~ 
coordination which was available already. 
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The Secretary-General recalled some of the impressions which he had 
gained during his recent visit to West Africa. Many countries would need 
assistance to develop strategies to improve their dire situation. Effective 
agricultural, environmental and educational policies were sorely needed. 
The Minister agreed, citing the need for soil conservation, improved 
storage, distribution and processing facilities. 

He then suddenly began to speak of the FAO, which he found to be an 
Organization very sensitive to criticism. Never, during his 36 years in 
politics had he seen a democratic government endowed with such powers as the 
FAO exercised over its own funds. The Secretary-General retorted that 
member governments were perhaps largely responsible for this state of 
affairs. The Minister, on rapid reflection, agreed. 

He then raised the question of the choice of successor to Mr. M. 
Williams, Executive Director of the WFC, and suggested that the 
Secretary-General and he (the Minister) should discuss the matter privately 
at some stage. The Secretary-General and Mr. Ripert pointed out that while 
Mr. Williams might prefer to be based in New York for domestic reasons, the 
US Government had very recently expressed a desire that he remain in office 
after July next. This latter point surprised the Minister, who mentioned 
that representations had been made on behalf of four other candidates in 
recent months. He wished to have a clear picture of the situation before 
the Tenth Anniversary meeting of the WFC, which was due to take place in 
Addis in June, at the same time that the Secretary-General would be in 
Canada. While many Canadians had asked him to pursue the position of leader 
of the Liberal Party, he said "in jest" (sic) that he might even become 
interested in the Executive Directorship of WFC. Mr. Ripert agreed that the 
situaton should be resolved before the meeting in Addis lest the latter 
become bogged down in endless lobbying. The Secretary-General suggested 
that the Minister and he keep in touch regarding the post. 

At the conclusion of the meeting the Minister noted that the travel 
budget accorded the Executive Director of WFC exceeded that of the President 
of WFP and hinted that a new Canadian Government might not support an 
extension of his tenure at WFP. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF 
THE WORLD FOOD PROGRAMME, MR. INGRAM, 5 MARCH 1984 AT 5.00 P.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Ripert 
Mr. Kavanagh 

Mr. James Charles Ingram, Executive 
Director, WFP 

The Secretary-General welcomed Mr. Ingram, who was in New York to 
attend the Eleventh Pledging Conference on the following day. During his 
recent visit to West Africa he had heard many favourable reports on the 
WFP's work and he congratulated Mr. Ingram on doing an excellent job. 

Mr. Ingram thanked the Secretary-General and suggested that the 
Pledging Conference would provide an increase in the biennial level of 
funding for the WFP. This reflected the high regard in which the 
Programme was held by donor governments. The Secretary-General's recent 
initiative to improve the effectiveness of the international response to 
conditions in Africa had been received very favourably in that 
continent. WFP could contribute to the improved coordination of this 
response. He pointed out that three-quarters of the Programme's 
activities were developmental while only one-quarter was geared to 
emergency relief. 

Mr. Ripert paid tribute to the effective and balanced manner in 
which Mr. Ingram had gained approval for the Programme's budget fr om both 
the General Assembly and the FAO last fall. ae emphasized the need for 
improved coordination between the international agencies. The Secretary
General felt that many West African governments had mixed feelings about 
the relative level of assistance provided by the various regions in the 
North. He had seen in West Africa the problems arising from lack of 
adequate education among the farmers. This had led many to fell trees in 
an effort to retain cultivable acreage in the face of creeping 
desertification. Mr. Ingram mentioned that WFP devoted much of its 
efforts to projects combatting desertification. Continuing, he said that 
WFP had been able to devote more resources to Latin America by virtue of 
its increasing budget. Difficulties arising from foreign debt had 
prompted many countries in that region to have recourse to the WFP. 
Mr. Ingram welcomed this regional diversification, as he did not wish WFP 
to concentrate too much on one particular continent. The 
Secretary-General said that it was his duty to point to the desperate 
situation of many African countries. It was also true, nonetheless, that 
some Latin American countries were experiencing serious problems. He was 
being asked at present to visit Bolivia, whose difficulties were very 
great. He would probably do so if a pledging conference for relief 
operations there could be arranged. 
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Mr. Ingram said that WFP was the UN agency with the highest level of 
resources available to help developing countries. In almost every 
country where it was active, WFP operated the largest programme. Its 
administrative costs were small and its resource management was good. He 
spoke warmly of the cooperation between WFP and UNDP as well as UNICEF. 
Even though its headquarters were far away in Rome, WFP remained an 
effective instrument available to the Secretary-General. 

Mr. Ingram haa begun to speak of the Executive Directorship of the 
WFC when the Secretary-General asked him for his opinion on the question 
of moving the Council's location. Mr. Ingram replied in a reticent 
manner but nonetheless opined that a transfer would improve matters. 
Mr. Ripert pointed out that the FAO was in fact expelling WFC, to which 
the Secretary-General rejoined that he would not act under pressure. 
Mr. Ingram pointed out that WFP would have to rent additional office 
space unless WFC vacated its premises. He added that the Council was now 
at a crossroads. There were differing views as to how it might develop 
and accordingly it could be best to delay any decision on the Executive 
Directorship. There would be a Liberal party meeting in Canada in June 
which would coincide with the WFC meeting in Addis. Mr. Ripert noted 
that the Italian Government would have to be consulted before any 
decision on relocation were taken. 

Mr. Ingram expressed appreciation of the advice given to him by 
Messrs. Ripert, Fleischhauer ana Ruedas in his dealings with FAO. He 
emphasized that the difficult relationship between WFP and FAO stemmed 
from institutional and not personality problems. WFP was now a large 
organization with over 1000 staff members. Its modus operandi differed 
from that of FAO. Yet WFP, in line with a framework established over 20 
years ago and now obsolete, depended on FAO for many administrative 
services. These arrangements now constituted in themselves a problem. 
The Secretary-General recognized the structural aspect and assured 
Mr. Ingram of his continued support. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
7 March 1984 
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Notes of a meeting between the Secretary-General and the 
Permanent Representative of the USSR, held on 5 March 1984 
at 11.30 a.m. 

Present: The Secretary-General His Excellency 
Mr. Oleg Troyanovsky 
Permanent Representative of 

the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics to the United Nations 

1. The meeting was arranged at the request of 
Ambassador Troyanovsky. The following were main points 
discussed. 

LEBANON 

2. Ambassador Troyanovsky expressed the view that, till 
the situation on the ground were clearer, there was no basis 
for the Security Council to consider any fresh action in 
Lebanon. He felt that the Syrians would be interested in 
monitoring the ceasefire which they had discussed with the 
parties recently in Damascus. 

3. The Secretary-General agreed that there was need to 
proceed carefully. If conditions permitted, there could 
still be a useful role for UN observers, functioning under 
a clear mandate, with an appropriate balance in nationalities. 
Ambassador Troyanovsky did not exclude this possibility. He 
expressed some regret, which he believed was shared by the 
Secretary-General, that the vote on the French draft resolution 
had been precipitated without allowing the consultations to 
mature. The Secretary-General noted that, just as the Soviet 
delegation had expressed the hope that the Council would keep 
the question under consideration, so had he expressed that 
view in his statement after the vote. (Ambassador Troyanovsky 
did not comment on that statement of the Secretary-General.) 

IRAN/IRAQ 

4. Ambassador Troyanovsky noted that he was often being 
asked what the United Nations and the Secretary-General were 
doing to end the conflict. He was pointing out, in reply, 
that the situation was complex but that the Secretary-General's 
efforts were the only ones that still stood a chance of bearing 

I . .. 
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fruit. He was therefore stressing that the Secretary-General 
needed to proceed with great care, in order to preserve his 
possibilities of acting at the right time, to the best effect. 
The Ambassador then stated that the presence in the area of 
US naval vessels and aircraft was of great concern to the 
Soviet Union. He added that the statements of th.e US Government, 
warning others to keep away from a declared zone, were contrary 
to international law. The Ambassador added that the Gulf States 
were growing increasingly nervous. He hinted that some of them 
had even mentioned that the way to stop the conflict was through 
Saddam Hussein stepping down. 

5. The Secretary-General recalled his efforts over the past 
days. He mentioned that thought was being given to formulations 
that could lead to and signify a United Nations presence in the 
area. 

6. Ambassador Troyanovsky, commenting on allegations on the 
use of chemical weapons by the Iraqis, wondered whether the 
charges were not fabricated. 

CYPRUS 

7. On the Ambassador's request, th.e Secretary~Geheral 
explained the nature of the basic quid-pro-quo that he now 
sought from the two sides. Ambassador TroyahbVsky supported 
the Secretary-General's approach. He stated th.at Mr. Papaioannou 
was increasingly critical of President Kyprianou's handling 
of the situation. He added that Ambassador Dountas had indicated 
that the Greeks would welcome real progress on Varosha, but 
that he feared that the Turkish side would introduce difficult 
conditions. 

NAMIBIA 

8. Ambassador Troyahovsky stated that the Soviet Union 
would welcome real progress. He underlined, however, th.at such. 
progress should be under the "UN umbrella". The Secretary-General 
informed the Ambassador of his recent contacts. He also 
mentioned that, once South Africa had withdrawn from Angola, 
it may stimulate the process if there were to be a token 
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola. Ambassador Troyanovsky 
stated that the Angolans had also mentioned such a possibility. 
He wondered, however, whether this would not establish a 
"linkage" between the question of Namibian independence and 
the Cuban presence in Angola. The Secretary~General clarified 
the point, stressing that the token Cuban withdrawal would be 
related to the complete withdrawal of South African forces 
from Artgola and not to implementation of resolution 435. 

I . .. 
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OTHER MATTERS 

9. Ambassador Troyanovsky then commented on General 
Secretary Chernenko's speech of 2 March. He handed the 
Secretary-General the attached press release. 

10. The Secretary-General indicated that, at the appropriate 
time, it could be useful for a meeting to be arranged with 
the new Soviet leadership. Ambassador Troyanovsky replied 
that there was "tradition" to this effect and that he would 
keep this in mind .. 

Virendra Dayal 
5 March 1984 
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Notas sobre la reuni6n sostenida entre el Secretario-General 

y el Sr. Jorge A. Urbina, Vice-Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores 

de Costa Rica. 

Sede de la Secretaria, 2 de Marzo de 1984, a l as 10:30 horas. 

Presentes: - El Secretario-General 
- Sr. Alvaro de Soto 

Sr. A. Martinovic 

Excmo. Sr. Jorge A~ Urbina 
Vice-Ministro de Relaciones 
Exteriores de Costa Rica 

Excmo. Dr. Fernando Zumbado Jimenez 
Representante Permanente de 
Costa Rica ante las Naciones 
Unidas. 

El s ·ecretario Gen:era-1· felici t6 al Sr. Urbina por su reciente 
nombramiento como Vice-Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores de 
Costa Rica. Expres6 que la Secretaria seguia con preocupaci6n 
el desarrollo de los acontecimientos en Centroamerica, y que 
por diversas razones las Naciones Unidas no estan directamente 
involucradas en el proceso de paz que lleva a cabo el Grupo de 
Contadora, que segun dijo, es hoy la unica alternativa viable. 
Le inform6 tambien de la conversaci6n que mantuviera en Europa 
con el Director General de la Cancilleria de Francia, quien 
le dej6 saber su impresi6n de que Contadora no toma debidamente 
en cuenta la situaci6n en El Salvador y que, por otro lado, 
Guatemala parece estar decepcionada con la gesti6n del Grupo. 

El Embajador Ferri'ando :zumbado sen.ale que el problema mas 
urgente en Centroamerica era El Salvador, en raz6n del conflicto 
militar interno que vive y de las proximas elecciones presiden
ciales. 

El Sr. Urbina coincidi6 con la apreciaci6n respecto a la 
posicion de Guatemala, y agreg6 que Nicaragua esta mas interesada 
en resolver las cuestiones de seguridad. · Senal6 que la opcion 
regional es la mejor y que la regi6n no debe convertirse en un 
escenario similar al Medio Oriente. Costa Rica tiene una posici6n 
definida en apoyo de Contadora. 

El Secretario General subray6 su permanente interes en el 
area y tambien la necesidad que tiene de mantener una actitud 
discreta. Record6 que por diversas resoluciones de Naciones 
Unidas, el Grupo de Contadora debe informarlo de sus gestiones, 
pero que hace ya un tiempo que no lo hace. 

I . .. 
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El Embajador Zumbado manifesto que el Presidente de Costa 
Rica esta aGn estudiando el informe Kissinger, y que estima 
que habran problemas en el Congreso Norteamericano con respecto 
al otorgamiento de una asistencia econ6mica masiva a la 
regi6n, teniendo en cuenta especialmente la gravedad de la 
situaci6n en El Salvador. 

Finalmente el Sr. Urbina inform6 al Secretario General 
que su Gobierno ha decidido reorganizar el Ministerio de 
Relaciones Exteriores, especialmente en lo concerniente al 
flujo interno y externo de informaci6n, para lo cual esta 
contando con la cooperaci6n del Brasil. Solicit6 que el 
Representante de las Naciones Unidas en la Oficina de Informaci6n 
en Brasil, Sr. RaGl Trejos de Costa Rica, sea prestado a su 
Cancillerfa por dos meses, sin perder su actual condici6n. 
Sobre este ultimo punto, el Secretario General le adelant6 un 
parecer favorable. 

AM/as 

5 de marzo de 1984 



MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR FAKHOURY OF LEBANON 
HELD AT 11 A.M. ON FRIDAY, 2 MARCH 1984 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Brian Urquhart 

Ambassador Rachid Fakhoury 

Ambassador Fakhoury informed the Secretary-General of 

the agreement reached between President Gemayel and President 

Assad in their recent meeting in Damascus. The agreement con

tained three main points: 

1. The abrogation of the Israel/Lebanon agreement 

of 17 May 1983; 

2. A general cease-fire to go into force on the evening 

of 2 March, probably to be guaranteed by Syria; 

3. A resumption in the very near future of the Geneva 

Conference on National Conciliation with a view 

to agreeing upon a government of national union. 

Ambassador Fakhoury said that President Gemayel was now in 

Paris and it was hoped that the French might agree to maintain 

their contingent in Beirut for the time being. 

The Secretary-General said that, as indicated in his 

statement to the Security Council, he was pursuing the possi

bility of some form of United Nations peace-keeping presence in 

Beirut and the President of the Security Council was doing the 

same. In the present situation it might be best to aim to have 

observers to monitor the cease-fire thus building on the 

existing Observer Group Beirut. This would establish a basis 

for further useful activity in the future, if required. The 

Secretary-General also mentioned the necessity of trying to 

make some progress in the South with a further Israeli withdrawal, 

a process in which UNIFIL might well be of considerable assist

ance. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN OF THE 
SOCIAL DEMOCRAT PARTY (FRG) - 1 MARCH 1984 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. C-A. Fleischhauer 
Mr. S. U. Yolah 
Mr. J.P. Kavanagh 

H.E. Mr. Rau, Minister-President of 
North Rhine-Westphalia (Deputy Chairman 
of the Social Democrat Party) FRG 

H.E. Mr. Guenther van Well, Permanent 
Representative of the FRG to the UN 

2 Aides 

Mr. Rau asked the Secretary-General for his views on the current 
situation in Lebanon and also for a review of his recent trip to Eastern 
Europe. 

In regard to Lebanon, the Secretary-General, in assessing the situation 
after the defeat of the French draft resolution which would have inter-alia 
created a UN force to operate in the Beirut area, reaffirmed that the UN was 
prepared to help bring about progress either through deployment of observers 
or a peacekeeping force. Following his meeting with the new President of the 
Council (Peru) he was convinced that the Council should aim for a more modest 
resolution, involving a ceasefire and UN monitoring thereof. It was important 
that Lebanon not obscure the central difficulty of the region which continued 
to be the search for a comprehensive solution to the Middle-East problem. 
This would have to involve an end to Israeli settlements on the West Bank. 
How could the Palestinian problem be solved if Gaza and the West Bank were 
inundated with Israeli settlements. The Secretary-General, in reply to a 
question, said that he saw little prospect of pressure being exerted on 
Jerusalem by Washington during , the current year. 

Mr. Rau askea if the UN suffered from negative attitudes which, he felt, 
were widespread in the us. The Secretary-General felt that it would be unfair 
to accuse the US of undermining the UN. Nonetheless, the instrumentality was 
not being utilized sufficiently by any of the Permanent Members of the 
Security Council. 

The Secretary-General then reviewed his recent trip to Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Bulgaria. In Poland, he had been struck by the 
fairness of General Jaruzelski who exhibited a strong patriotism. He was 
convinced that the Government wished to project a more positive image 
internationally on human rights questions. He was pleased with the release 
from custody of a UN staff member. General Jaruzelski clearly was in need of 
a greater degree of unaerstanding of his political and economic constraints on 
the part of Western countries. This was particularly so in the case of his 
relations with the Solidarity trade union. The Government had a somewhat 
different relationship with the Roman Catholic Church. Mr. Rau agreed that 
the West should not aesert Poland and that something more subtle, more 
imaginative that a simple "those not for us are against us" policy was 
requirea. 



- 2 -

The Secretary-General had been impressed by the economic development 
registered by Bulgaria since his previous visit in 1970. 

Mr. Rau asked for the Secretary-General's assessment of the US threat to 
withdraw from UNESCO. In reply, the Secretary-General suggested that the US 
had issued a warning rather than a threat. He hoped that the US would remain 
in UNESCO ana continue to press its policies from within. He had stressed to 
Secretary of State Shultz the importance of the principle of universality of 
membership for the UN. He applied the same reasoning when calls arose for the 
expulsion of Israel from the Organization and emphasized the desirability of 
consistency on such important principles. The Secretary of State had assured 
the Secretary-General that the US warning was directed at UNESCO and not at 
the world Organization as a whole. Finally, the Secretary-General pointed out 
that while it was not for him to discuss the administrative aspects of the 
problem, he clearly haa a strong political interest. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
2 March 1984 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH THE FEDERAL PRESIDENT 
OF THE REPUBLIC OF AUSTRIA - 1 MARCH 1984 AT 12.30 P.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Dayal 
Mr. Fleischhauer 
Mr. de Olivares 
Mr. Kavanagh 

H.E. Dr. Rudolf Kirchschlaeger, 
Federal President of Austria 

H.E. Dr. Heinz Fischer, Federal 
Minister for Science and 
Research 

H.E. Dr. Karl Fischer, Permanent 
Represe ntative of Austria to 
the United Nations 

H.E. Mr. Bauer, Political Director 
of the Federal Foreign Ministry 

Mr. Ferdinand Lacina, Minister of 
State in the Federal Chancellery 

Dr. Wolfgang Loibl, Director
General of the Office of the 
Federal President 

The President expressed Austria's commitment to the United 
Nations and her respect for the manner in which the Secretary
General was fulfilling his important tasks. He hoped to be in a 
position to receive the Secretary-General in Austria this year. The 
Secretary-General felt that he perhaps would visit Austria during-
the current year. UNIDO IV, which coinciaed with the Salzburg 
Festival, could bring him to Vienna in August. He would reconsider 
the invitation for him to attend the latter. 

The Secretary-General describe d how, following the failure of 
Secco to adopt a resolution on Beirut the previous day, the new 
President of the Council would engage in individual consultations to 
establish common ground which could form the basis of an 
uncomplicated resolution. The President mentioned that while in 
Washington he had gained the impression that Syria was at fault for 
the present impasse. A UN presence would be required for some time 
to come. The Secretary-General suggested that the outcome of the 
current contact between Pr e sidents Gemayel and Assad would have a 
significant bearing on the situation. Unfortunately, the 
difficulties in Lebanon were obscuring the wider regional problem. 
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Both sides in the Iran/Iraq war were convinced that they would 
prevail and this was making the Secretary-General's task more 
difficult. Mr. Palme was willing to help but the Secretary-General 
could not ask him to "dive into an empty pool". The President 
mentioned that personal vindictiveness might explain a lot in this 
"useless" war. 

On Cyprus, the Secretary-General paid tribute to Major-General 
Greindl's performance. He had the trust of both sides and his 
effective managing of the situation allowed the Secretary-General to 
proceed reasonably safe in the knowledge that developments on the 
ground woula not pressurize him unauly . At the present time he was 
trying to break the stalemate arising from the TkCyp UDI. The 
manner of the declaration haa not closed the door entirely and he 
was now trying to establish a quid pro quo between a freezing of UDI 
and an improvement in the Varosha offer on the TkCyp side and a 
de-inter-nationalization of the problem on the GkCyp side. If such 
a quid pro quo were established, he would then even consider 
travelling to the area provided that h is visit led to a resumption 
of the intercommunal talks. In the f i nal analysis, the 
Secretary-General was not a mediator but a good officer and he could 
not impose terms of a settlement. This would have to be agreed by 
the two sides. He would continue to keep the Austrian Government 
abreast of his thinking in view of their prominent interest. 

J. Paul Kavanagh 
5 March 1984 
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Notes on the views expressed and issues raised by Mr . Todor Zhivkov , 

President of the State Council of the People's Republic of Bulgaria , 

during his meeting with the Secretary-General held on February 27 , 1984 , 

at 11 . 30 a .m., at Boyana Residence , Sofia , Bulgaria . 

Present 

The Secretary-General 

Mr . V. A. Ustinov 

Mr . E. Wyzner 

H.E. Mr . Todor Zhivkov , President of 

the State Council of PRB 

Mr . Petar Mladenov , Minister for 

Foreign Affairs 

Mr . Boris Tsvetkov , Permanent Representative 

of PRE to the UN 

Assistant to the President of the 

State Council 

Interpreter 

Speaking on behalf of the State Council and the Government of the 

People ' s Republic of Bulgaria , Mr . Zhivkov welcomed the Secretary-General 

of the United Nations and expressed his satisfaction with the Secretary

General ' s decision to visit Bulgaria for an exchange of views on questions 

of mutual interest . He stated that the work of the United Nations is deeply 

appreciated in Bulgaria , particularly its efforts to promote world peace . 
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Stressing the high esteem enjoyed by the United Nations ' Secretary

General in his country Mr . Zhivkov said , "We highly appreciate your personal 

contribution , Mr . Secretary- General , in the work of the United Nations 

on numerous difficult questions , such as the promotion of peace , the 

strengtheni ng of the Organization and the elimination of the adverse 

situations . As far as we are concerned , he went on to say , Bulgar ia has 

always r espected and continues to respect the Charter of the United Wations , 

upholds i t s principles and strives to be an active member of the Organization " . 

The Secretary- General expressed his gratitude as well as that of his 

wi fe and his colleagues to the Government and the people of Bulgaria . 

He said that he knew that Bulgaria was committed to the principles of the 

United Nations ' Charter and that that country had always helped in solving 

difficult questions . The exhaustive talks in the inistry for Foreign 
him 

Affairs of the People ' s Republic of Bulgaria had . convinced I that Bulgaria 

fully supported the United Nations and was trying to solve all problems 

by peaceful means . The Secretary- General further stated that the main concern 

of the United Nations was to find ways and means to strengthen world peace 

and to improve the international climate . He believed that it would be 

wrong to leave the solution of the problem of war and peace to the 

discretion of the major powers . It was the task of all countries, all 

organizations and concrete individuals. It was the impression that positive 

signals were coming from Moscow . He was hopeful that it would be possible 

to achieve some understanding and to start a dialogue which could lead to 

the alleviation of tension and to progress in disarmament negotiations . 

He, of course , understood that NATO and the Warsaw Treaty would not agree 

unconditionally , but he believed that , building on the above-mentioned 

certain changes in the international situation , they will be able to start 
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a dialogue and to continue an exchange of views to overcome the existing 

differences . He had continuously allowed it to be understood that he 

was always at the disposal of all the interested parties . 

Mr . Zhivkov supported the statement by the Secretary-General to the 

effect that it was necessary to ameliorate the international climate and 

to stop the arms race . Then he went on to speak about Bulgaria. 

He stated that socialist Bulgaria would soon celebrate its 

40th anniversary . An agrarian country with an almost non-existent industrial 

base after the war Bulgaria was one of the most backward countries in 

Europe . On the Balkan peninsula only Albania had a lower level of development. 

Within the forty years of the socialist government the country scored major 

achievements . The progress is particularly striking in some branches of 

industry. For example , 57 per cent of the national product is accounted 

for by the production of the machine-building industry . The greatest advances 

have been made in the most ultra-modern branches of industry , such as 

electronics . 

Today the people of Bulgaria enjoy a considerably higher standard 

of living than before . 

Mr . Zhivkov indicated that Bulgaria participated in the international 

division of labour , which stimulated the economic development of the country. 

He stressed that further development of Bulgaria was inseparable from the 

socialist division of labour , was part and parcel of the co-operation 

with the Soviet Union . 

Understandably , we have our difficulties and our weaknesses , but the 

important thing is that participation in the international division of 

labour has created the necessary conditions for our future development. 
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At present the entire country is one big construction site . And you , 

Mr . Secretary-General , of course , understand that under these circumstances 

peace is vital to us . 

We completely share your concern for peace . We assure you that we 

are deeply committed to peace. Yet we are gravely worried by the 

international situation , particularly by its military and strategic aspect. 

Important changes have taken place in the world a~ter the second 

world war . The system of socialism has been born and Bulgaria is part 

of it . The system of colonialism has begun to disintegrate . Under these 

circumstances Western states created NATO. At that time we were weaker 

than the NATO countries both militarily and economically , all the more so 

since Western states continuously received additional resources from the 

remaining colonies . 

As is well known , the Americans invented the A-bomb which was used 

against Japan . At the outbreak of the cold war the socialist conntries had 

no such weapon in their possession . These are key elements which should 

be taken into consideration . When NATO was created the socialist countries 

were forced to organize a system of the Warsaw Treaty. Understandably , 

this placed a burden on the economies of our countries and particularly on 

that of the Soviet Union , since military production had to be set up . It is 

obvious that peace can be preserved only by the existence of a balance 

of forces . 

By the end of the 60s there emerged a new situation and a relative 

equilibrium was established , including in the sphere of economy. The socialist 

countries accounted for 40- 45 percent of world production . 
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The existence of balance between the two systems brought about peace. 

For forty years we have lived without a war. The agreements of the detente 

period became possible . Helinski played an important role . Regrettably , 

at present efforts are being made to tip the existing balance , primarily 

by the deployment in Europe of intermediate missiles which can reach the 

Soviet Union in 6 minutes and Bulgaria in 4-5 minutes. The situation 

emerging in Europe would make it possible for our country to be destroyed 

within one hour . What can be said about these new types of weapons? There 

is no doubt that they are first - str ike weapons , since what other reasons 

can be given for their deployment? The stationing of these new weapons 

has brought about a drastic change in the balance of forces in Europe. And 

we are forced to react to this new development in a corresponding manner . 

To leave this action without a response would be tantamount to treason . 

To underestimate it would be politically myopic not only for us but for 

other European countries as well. 

We fully endorse the defensive measures being undertaken by the 

Soviet Union . There is no way back . This is the crucial question. We are 

dealing with a matter of minutes . A hot line will be of no avail then. 

We cannot leave our countries defenseless against a nuclear strike . The 

deployment of medium- range missiles and its consequences are the principal 

cause of the deterioration of the international situation. The Reagan 

administration has numerous military programmes of various kind. Yet Reagan 

has not put for ward a single programme aimed at negotiations , at a dialogue . 

Not one concrete proposal of this kind has ever been initiated , nothing but 

a smoke screen to delude the public. This is a precarious situation . 
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I share the opinion of the Secretary-General that today the problem of war 

and peace has an equal significance for all. We are talking about the 

salvation of the world . As you have rightly pointed out , this is the 

responsibility of all peoples. We are aware of the fact that various 

sectors of the public in all countries are speaking out for peace . 

The Secretary- General remarked that the preservation of equilibrium 

between the Soviet Union and the United States is of paramount importance . 

But the ultimate goal must be to halt the arms race and to begin disarmament 

since the arms race among other things has a devastating effect on the process 

of development , particularly in the developing countries. We must ensure 

the earliest possible realization of this goal . Public opinion has a major 

role to play to this process . Various political forces take part in the 

movement for peace and disarmament. The question of disarmament must be 

given utmost priority. 

Mr . Zhivkov fully endorsed this remark of the Secretary-General . He 

said that it is indeed highly important to curb the arms race and to begin 

disarmament , particularly effective disarmament. The situation in Africa , 

Asia and , in particular , in Latin America has become catastrophic . These 

countries are 700 billion dollars in debt. They are faced with the problems 

of disease , poverty , illiteracy , ecological disasters . Under the 

conditions of peace rational management of financial and economic resources 

becomes imperative . To address these problems it is vital to preserve peace . 

Then Mr . Zhivkov went to discuss some questions pertaining to the 

Bulgarian foreign policy . He pointed out that one of the important questions for 

Bulgaria was its relations with the countries of the Balkan peninsula . 
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Bulgaria lies at the very heart of the peninsula and it is therefore 

impossible to solve any Balkan questions without the participation of 

Bulgaria . In general the situation in the Balkans is relatively good . 

We enjoy normal relations with Turkey , Yugoslavia , Romania . We support 

a proposal to create a nuclear- free zone in the Balkans . At the same t i me 

some di ff iculties and problems have yet t o be resolved . Major issues in 

this connecti on have been raised by Turkey. We have already held two 

meetings to discuss them and we hope to continue this dialogue . Our overall 

policy is aimed at developi ng good-neighbourly relations in the Balkans , 

at creat ing a nuclear- free zone in this regi on . We regard the proposal to 

creat e a nuclear- free zone in the Balkans as a step in the direction of 

creating a nuclear- free Europe . We enjoy good relations with a number of 

other European countries . We share your concern over the existence of 

hotbeds of tension in the Middle East , in Southern Africa and in other parts 

of the world . In general our views fully coincide with yours . You may 

rely on our total assi stance to and support for the activities of the 

United Nations , you may also rely on our assi~tance to you personally in 

your private efforts and undertakings . We are confident that the cause of 

peace will triumph . 

The Secretary- General replied , "You are an optimist because you are 

a man of peace . But I am forced to add a negat i ve note to your optimistic 

statements ." We ar e not talking only about Europe , the United States and 

the Soviet Union which are spared wars at present . The sad reality is that 

many wars ar e being fought in the third world . The United Nations is a 

champion for general peace for all peoples . 
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Mr. Zhivkov concurred with this statement, "Our ideal is absence of 

war coupled with social and economic developmerat". He remarked that some 

conflicts, particularly those in the Middle East have specific causes. 

Vast deposits of oil and the existence of regimes both reactionary and 

progressive have a special bearing on these situations. Hence stems 

the problem of war. 

In conclusion of the conversation Mr. Zhivkov recalled that he had 

been the leader of the country since 1956, and that in that capacity he 

had met all the Soviet leaders - Mr. Khrushchev, Mr. Brezhnev, Mr. Andropov, 

as well as the leaders of other socialist countries. "I have to assure 

the Secretary-General of the United Nations, added Mr . Zhivkov, that my 

experience of contacts with these leaders has demonstrated that all of 

them have sincerely championed and continue to champion for peace, 

international co-operation, disarmament and peaceful co-existence. 

I assure you, Mr. Secretary-General, that the present Soviet leadership 

proceeds from the same position. But unilateral demonstration of will is 

not enough. Reciprocity is in order which is currently lacking. I would 

like to reiterate that the socialist countries stand for peace, but for 

peace on equal terms - those of equal security and equal balance of forces". 
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Notes on the Secretary-General ' s meeting with Mr. Grisha Filipov, 

Chairman of the Council of Ministers of PRE, held on February 27 , 1984 , 

at 4. 00 p .m. in the Chairman's Office in the Council Of Ministers, 

Sofia , Bulgaria . 

Present 

The Secretary-General 

Mr . V. A. Ustinov 

Mr. E. Wyzner 

Mr . Grisha Filipov, Chairman of the 

Council of Ministers of PRE 

Mr . Petar Mladenov, Minister for 

Foreign Affairs 

Mr . Boris Tsvetkov , Permanent Representative 

of PRE to the UN 

Interpreter 

Speaking on behalf of the Bulgarian Government Mr. G. Filipov, 

Chairman of the Council of Ministers of PRB , welcomed the Secretary-General 

as a champion of peace and assured him of full support for his activities 

in the cause of peace . 

1. Mr . Filipov then went on to describe the development of the 

Bulgarian economy in the period after the war. 

2. He further emphasized the role played by G. Dimitrov in the 

creation and consolidation of socialist Bulgaria. 
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3 . He stressed the importance for Bulgaria of the co-operation with 

other socialist countries. 

4. He stated that Bulgaria renders considerable assistance to 

developing countries. In particular, this assistance is channelled through 

the organizations of the UN family - UNDP, ILO, FAO, etc. At the present 

time the aid of PRB to developing countries has reached 0.79 percent of 

the annual national product, that is higher than the target of 0.7 per cent 

established by the United Nations. 

The aid is given by way of sending Bulgarian specialists to render 

assistance (at present a total of 35,000 specialists is working abroad); 

training (over 4 , 500 people from developing countries study in Bulgaria); 

providing soft loans and credits (2.5 - 4 percent) establishing mixed 

societies. 

5. He further stated that there exists a problem of discrimination 

in trade. This problem is of particular importance to Bulgaria that 

exports a large share of its production . Bulgaria is hopeful that the 

United Nations will he1p in finding a solution for this problem, that is 

in adopting measures aimed at eliminating discrimination. 

The Secretary-General expressed his appreciation of the Bulgarian 

aid to the developing countries. He stressed that the help coming from 

small developed countries was more precious than the help from big countries. 

He pointed out that developing countries are in bad need of assistance, 

since they are facing serious problems. The situation is particularly 

hard in many African countries, which he visited recently. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH MR. PETAR MLADENOV, 
MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF BULGARIA, 

SOFIA, SUNDAY 26 FEBRUARY 10.00 A.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Viacheslav Ustinov 

Mr. Eugeniusz Wyzner 

Mr. Emilio de Olivares 

Mr. Joe Sills 

Mrs. Florence Pom~s 

His Excellency Mr. Petar Mladenov, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Boris Tsvetkov, 
First Deputy Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Permanent Representative of 
Bulgaria to the UN 

Mr. Luben Gotsev, 
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Dimitar Kostov, 
Ambassador, Head of the UN and 
Disarmament Affairs Department 

Mr. Assen Zlatanov, 
Ambassador, Head of the Economic Dept. 

Mr. Christo Tepavicharov, 
Ambassador, Head of the Legal Dept. 

Mr. Matey Karassimeonov, 
Ambassador, Deputy Head of the UN 
and Disarmament Affairs Dept. 

Mr. Ivan Spassov, 
Counsellor 

Mrs. Elena Poptodorova, 
Counsellor and Interpreter 

Mr. Michel Srebrev, 
First Secretary, UN and Disarmament 
Affairs Department 

The Minister welcomed the Secretary-General and said at the 
outset of the meeting that Bulgaria was very much appreciative of 
the United Nations and of the Secretary-General's efforts. It was 
determined to participate actively in the Organization's endeavours 
and to enhance its role. 
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The Secretary-General thanked the Minister for his words of 
welcome and support. Engaging in a tour d'horizon of the main 
issues facing the United Nations, he said that he was very much 
concerned about the East/West confrontation. He had taken many 
initiatives in order to encourage a dialogue between the leaders 
of the two major military powers. He had also met with the leaders 
of Western Europe to express his concern. He considered the United 
Nations to be the appropriate forum to reopen that dialogue. The 
two special sessions on disarmament had been particularly important 
in that respect, although they had not produced the results expected. 
The outcome of the Second Special Session was not satisfactory, but 
the Disarmament Campaign was very positive. Mr. Ustinov commented 
on the progress of the Campaign and also referred to the 1986 
International Year for Peace. The response received so far by 
the NGO's was very positive. The Secretary-General added that some 
positive signs were indeed encouraging and he hoped that the dialogue 
between the East and the West would be soon reopened. 

The Minister said that his Government fully shared the Secretary
General's concern and agreed with his assessment of the situation. 
As far as Bulgaria was concerned, its policy had always been based 
on peaceful coexistence and cooperation. The Minister summed up 
the evolution of the situation which had consistently deteriorated 
since the early 70's, the years of detente, and he reiterated that 
the socialist countries aimed at a Europe free of nuclear weapons. 
He also repeated the socialist countries' demand for equality and 
equal security, not superiority. At present, some pressure was 
being exercised to have them return to the negotiating table, but 
they would not do so until the "pre-missile situation" was re
established. 

As far as the Stockholm Conference was concerned, Bulgaria was 
actively participating in it and believed that some general agreement 
should also be reached, not only technical measures. As far as 
Bulgaria's interest for the Balkans was involved, it was well-known 
that Sofia was working towards a Balkan region free of nuclear arms. 
Two meetings on that subject had already taken place in Athens . 

The Secretary-General( continuing on his tour d'horizon, referred 
then to Cyprus and to his efforts to obtain the resumption of the 
intercommunity talks. He mentioned the formula he had proposed to 
the two parties (Varosha against the des-internationalization of 
the issue) and said he was still waiting for the last word of the 
Turkish Cypriots. Bulgaria could perhaps help the Secretary-General 
in his efforts. His goal was to have an independent, non-aligned 
Cyprus. The partition of the island would be, in his view, an 
element of disturbance in the region. 

The Minister fully agreed with the Secretary-General's assessment 
on the situation and said that Bulgaria too was in favour of an 
independent, united, non-aligned Cyprus and for the total withdrawal 
of all foreign forces from the island. Bulgaria believed that both 
communities should enjoy equal rights. Indeed, any partition would 
result in a foyer of tension in that area and Bulgaria was determined 
to help the Secretary-General in his efforts. 
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The Secretary-General then said that, in his view, the Lebanese 
situation ought to be separated from the whole Middle East issue. 
On the Lebanese situation, the Secretary-General understood that the 
situation had not improved since he had just heard that Beirut had 
been shelled again. At the same time, the internal problems Lebanon 
was facing proved difficult to solve. Under the circumstances, he 
wondered whether the French resolution tabled at the Security 
Council (on a UN Force in Lebanon) could be adopted. The United 
Nations had contingency plans to send either a Force or a group of 
observers independent of UNIFIL, but the terms of reference of such 
a Force would have to be made very clear. As far as the Middle East 
issue was concerned, there was an urgent need to put an end to the 
Israeli settlements on the West Bank. If not •.• there would be 
nothing to negotiate abouti He had made a proposal 2 years ago: 
he continued to think that the Securi ty Council should be the forum 
for such negotiations, with open-ended working groups. In December, 
on the basis of the General Assembly resolution he brought up the 
matter of the convening of~nternational peace Conference on the 
Middle East to President of the Council. He had already received a 
negative response from the US. He would continue his efforts and 
would, anyway, present his next report in mid-March. 

The Minister said he fully shared the Secretary-General's concern 
and agreed with his distinction between the Lebanese problem and 
the Middle East issue. He also failed to see what kind of resolution 
could be adopted under the present circumstances. Foreign forces 
ought to withdraw, they further complicated the situation. The 
Italians had been evacuated but what about the other troops? On the 
Middle East, he agreed that all parties should be involved, including 
the PLO. The Palestinians were entitled to have a state of their 
own. Bulgaria nevertheless recognized the right to exist of other 
states, including Israel. On the Iran-Iraq crisis, he said that 
Bulgaria supported all UN efforts to solve that senseless war. 

Regarding the situation in southern Africa, the Secretary
General said that it was difficult to assess it in view of the many 
recent developments. During his recent visit to Southern Africa, he 
had consistently repeated that he refused the linkage to the Cuban 
presence in Angola. The only problem to solve was the choice of 
the electoral system. The UN was particularly concerned about: 
the destabilization by South Africa of its neighbours, the illegal 
presence of South Africa in Angola and the question of apartheid. 
He had raised these issues during his visit to Cape Town. 

Referring to the need for a new international economic order, 
the Secretary-General said he was grateful for Bulgaria's support in 
that regard. He was very much concerned about the so-called least 
developed countries. Recently he had visited Western Africa and 
had made an appeal to mobilize the international community to help 
the Sahel countries affected by a severe drought. The dramatic 
situation in that region needed a coordinated effort on the part of 
the whole international community. Bulgaria, as a great agricultural 
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country, could help these countries and offer them its technical 
assistance. 

The meeting rose at 12 p.m. 

[f~ u"' Q_o LAM 

Florence Pom~s 
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Notes on the views expressed and issues r aised by Mr . Janos Kadar, 

First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Hungar ian Soc i alist 

Workers ' Party , during his meeting with t he Secretary- General held on 

February 24 , 1984 , at 12 . 00 a .m., at the Headquarters of t he Centr al 

Commi ttee of HSWP , Budapest , Hungary . 

Present 

The Secretary- General 

Mr . V. A. Ustinov 

Mr . E. Wyzner 

Mr. Janos Kadar , First Secretary of 

the Central Committee of HSWP 

Mr . Peter Varkonyi , Minister for 

Foreign Affairs 

Mr . Pal Racz , Permanent Representative 

of HPR to the UN 

Interpreter 

During the conversation Mr . Kadar made the following observations . 

1. He stated that Hungary consistently supported the United Nations 

and attached a special significance to the visit of the Secretary-General. 

This visit was of particular importance to the Hungarian public opinion . 

In this connection he outlined the history of relations of Hungary 

with the United Nations . He recalled that in 1956 Hungary found itself 

in conflict with the United Nations through no fault of the Hungarian 

people or Government . By the decision of the United Nations a Committee 
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was formed to investigate what had happened in Hungary , but that matter 

was entirely Hungary ' s internal affair and any outside interference could 

not be allowed . Mr . Kadar stressed that even at that time Hungary was 

not in conflict with the Uni ted Nations but with the resolution in question 

which affected his country ' s internal matters . Hungary had supported 

the UN as an institution and had fulfilled its obligations under the Charter . 

Then Mr . Kadar went on to describe how the relations with the 

United Nations had been mended during the visit to Hungary of the 

UN Secretary-General , Mr . U Thant . He pointed out that from meetings with 

the people of Hungary and its leaders Mr . U Thant had learnt that Hungary 

had conducted an open policy even on the most delicate matters . 

2 . Mr . Kadar said that he was grateful to the Secretary-General for 

his close co- operation with Mr . Hollai who had been the President of the 

37th session of the General Assembly and that both had maintained friendly 

relations . 

3 . Then Mr . Kadar said that he wanted to,_ raise a couple of topical 

questions . Hungary was pursuing independent , political act ivities , but 

at the same time , was a member of the Warsaw Treaty Organization . By the 

end of last year the international situation was not favourable . At the 

beginning of the current year there were meetings at Stockholm and they 

should not be wasted . What was needed was a sort of political activities 

to bring genuine talks where agreements could be reached . 
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The aggravated situation had been created by the deployment in 

Europe of the intermediate missiles which had posed direct threat and 

the Soviet Union could not accept empty talks . Hungary was in agreement 

with the Soviet Union. His country ' s position was to prevent a new round 

of arms race. Hungary is for better atmosphere , agreements and world 

tranquility . 

Talks should be realistic and take into account the security interest 

of all parties and aim at lowering the levels of armaments . All countries 

of the Warsaw Treaty - the USSR , Poland , Hungary , etc . wer e working 

for those aims. 

4. Mr. Kadar outlined the talks with Mrs . Thatcher. She had expressed 

the wish to visit Hungary and this country had agreed . She had raised 

two questions : (1) "That the situation in the world is wrought with danger" , 

and (2) "That talks ar e needed and agreements should be sought ". Mr . Kadar 

stated that he had fully agreed with this assessment and said that he would 

appreciate Mrs . Thatcher's efforts in that direction . 

Referring to the changing tonality of Mr. Reagan's statements , 

Mrs . Thatcher had stated that the American President wanted peace . Mr . Kadar 

had t hanked her for that information and said that he had taken not e . 

But at the same time , he had told Mrs . Thatcher that it was not the first 

time he had heard similar things (from Mr. Schmidt , Mr . Hammer, etc.). 

He said he always replied: ''from that distance it doesn ' t look like that " . 

He poi nted out some fact s: SALT had been agr eed upon but Americans did not 

r atify i t . The intermediate missile talks have been going for a long time 

and Americans then started the deployment of new weapons in Europe . 
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Vienna talks have been going on for 10 years and we are still at a very 

preliminary stage , at the very beginning . The statement of Mr . Reagan 

is insufficient . "They do not touch the root of the problems: not to 

resort to force tt. They do not foresee measures for the resolution of the 

situation in the Middle East , Central America., some Asian areas - potentially 

all of them dangerous . 

Mr . Kadar said that there were local conflicts , in Asia , Africa , 

Latin America , but a conflict in Europe would not be local . The American 

admi ni stration should change its attitude towards the world situati on . 

The world was perceived by the United States in a primitive way . They do 

not understand the real process and see everywhere "the Soviet hand" . 

If they were to persist , agreement would never be reached . 

5. Mr . Kadar said that the peoples of Asia , Africa and Latin America 

did not need mentors , they can speak for themselves . It is not sur prising 

that they should turn for help to the Soviet Union and to other socialist 

count ries . Thi s is only natural . These countries have never exploited 

them and do not exploit them now . They are trying to render them assistance 

within their means . There is nothing sinister in such a co-operation . 

The Secretary- General thanked Mr . Kadar and said t hat what had been 

said about the world situation were in conformity with his own views. 

He underscored the necessity of recreation of genuine atmosphere of trust 

and co-operation between two major powers and two blocks , between East and 

West . He pointed out that the Secretary-General had no other means to 

inf l uence the world situation but to use "moral power " which he was trying 

to do. To search for a dialogue between East and West required very 

careful negotiations . Countries which were members of blocks should 
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assist in organizing a meeting . He referred to Mrs. Thatcher , who is one 

of the staunchest supporters of Mr . Reagan and is now supporting the search 

for negotiations and agreements . 

The Secretary- General stated further that he had been in correspondence 

with Mr . Andropov and Mr . Reagan to encourage their meeting. He expressed 

the view that Mr . Reagan , even for political reasons of presidential 

campaign would be looking for better relations with the Soviet Union . 

The relations (of UN) with the American administration were not easy . They 

distrusted the UN machinery. But the American administration was in need 

of foreign policy success . 

It was of particular importance to the developing countries to struggle 

for peace . They could not develop without peace . At present wars were 

fought not among the developed countries , but among developing countries , 

which suffer from hunger , malnutrition , absence of elemental means of 

well- being . 

The Secretary- General said that although it sounded idealistic , 

he believed in UN possibilities and improvement of the international climate. 

Mr . Kadar replied that he shared the Secretary-General ' s views as 

presented . He agreed with him, even with his idealist approach . Warsaw 

Treaty was conceived as an answer to NATO . Hungary , together with the 

members of the Warsaw Treaty , was prepared to dismantle both alliances . 

In conclusion he stated that Hungary supported the Secretary- General ' s 

efforts aimed at improving the international atmosphere . 
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Memorandum of Conversation 

Notes on the Secretary-General's meeting with Mr. Gyorgy Lazar , 

Chairman of the Council of Ministers of HPR held on February 23, 1984 , 

at 9.15 a.m ., in the Chairman's Office in Parliament, Budapest , Hungary. 

Present 

The Secretary-Gemeral 

Mr. V.A . Ustinov 

Mr. E. Wyzner 

Mr. Gyorgy Lazar, Chairman of the 

Council of Ministers 

Mr. Peter Varkonyi, Minister for 

Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Pal Racz , Permanent Representative 

of HPR to the UN 

Interpreter 

t 

In his opening remarks the Secretary-General welcomed the positive signals 

coming from the new Soviet leadership. He expressed hope that there would 

be response from Washington and that it would put a stop to polemics. 

He commented favourably the latest development in Lebanon and expressed 

the view that it would help the UN to play a greater role after the 

withdrawal of the multinational forces. As to the war between Iran and 

Iraq , he stated that all his attempts as well as those of other parties 

had ended in failure. 

Mr. Lazar welcomed the Secretary-General and assured him of the 

support by Hungary of UN activities regarding maintenance of peace and 
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security , as well as the personal efforts of the Secretary-General in 

that field . He stressed the importance Hungary attached to the resurrection 

of detente and progress in disarmament. He outlined the basic considerations 

of his government in that regard. He dwelt at length on the economic 

problems of the world, with particular emphasis on the situation in the 

developing countries . He pointed out that those countries had very hard 

heritage from the days of colonialism , and had made little progress since 

their independence. He attributed it to the imperialist policies of 

certain states which continued expi0itation of the developing countries 

by new ways and means . He himself had travelled extensively to many 

third world countries and saw all that with his own eyes . He explained 

that Hungary is giving assistance to the developing countries in providing 

for the establishment of national industrial base, improving agriculture 

and in the educational field. He pointed out, however, that the resources 

of Hungary were limited . He reiterated Hungary's support to the struggle 

of those people against colonialism for national and economic independence. 

The Secretary-General , on his part , underscored the importance of 

the assistance and aid to the developing nations. He praised the support 

of the UN activities by Hungary. 

In conclusion Mr . Lazar stated that the Hungarian Government and 

people strongly believed that steps should be taken to improve the 

international situation, including Lebanon, Middle East in general, 

Iran and Iraq , etc. 

that goal. 

The United Nations had a role to play in achieving 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH MR. PET.ER VARKONYI, 
MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE HUNGARIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC, 

BUDAPEST, 23 FEBRUARY 1984 2.30 P.M. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Viacheslav Ustinov 

Mr. Eugeniusz Wyzner 

Mr. Emilio de Olivares 

Mr. Joe Sills 

Mrs. Florence Pomes 

His Excellency Mr. Peter V&rkonyi, 
Foreign Minister 

Mr. Imre Hollai, 
Deputy Foreign Minister 

Mr. P&l R&cz, 
Permanent Representative to the UN 

Mr. M&ty&s Domokos, 
Head of the Department for 
International Organizations 

Mr. Iv~n Tivadar, 
Chief of the Press Department 

Mr. Endre Z&dor, 
Deputy Head of the Department for 
International Organizations 

Mr. Gyula Szelei, 
Senior Information Officer 

Mrs. Mariana Mesz~ros, 
Information Officer 

The Forei~n Minister said at the outset of the meeting that 
Hungary's public opinion was following very closely the Secretary
General's efforts and was very much appreciative of his achievements. 
He gave the Secretary-General a book about the United Nations, 
written by Mr. Zador's brother (Mr. Zador is a former staff member 
of PSCA), which had just been printed. 
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The Secretary-General thanked Mr. Varkonyi for his words of 
welcome and expression of support and engaged into a tour d'horizon 
of the main problems facing the Organization. On the Middle East 
and the recent events in Lebanon, he stressed that it was indispen
sable that the Permanent Members of the Security Council and all 
the parties concerned should attend an international conference to 
settle the Middle East problem. As far as Lebanon was concerned, 
he felt that the situation was not yet ripe for a Un presence. 
For instance, the terms of reference for such a Force would have 
to be clarified. 

In the view of the Minister, the two questions (Middle East 
and Lebanon) were indeed linked and the only way to solve the 
problem as a whole would be for all the parties concerned to get to 
the conference table. The Palestinians had a right to exist and 
a formula had to be found. All parties ought to sit down without 
any preconditions. All the existing separate approaches only 
intensified the crisis, he concluded. 

The Secretary-General agreed that too many formulas had been 
put forward. Turning to the Iran-Iraq crisis, he stressed that all 
efforts of mediation had so far failed and the UN initiative was 
the only fragile bridge between the two parties. He referred to 
the Iranian decision, just before his departure for Eastern Europe, 
not to let the Cordovez mission take place. 

The Minister said he was indeed aware the conflict could cause 
a much graver war. From the very beginning, Hungary had been 
opposed to the war. But the conflict was placed under the banner 
of religion and it was difficult to break the mutual hatred which 
opposed the two countries. Hungary was nevertheless actively 
trying to convince them to go to the negotiating table. 

The Secretary-General, referring to the Namibian situation, 
reiterated his reject of any linkage to the Cuban presence in Angola 
and summed up his recent efforts towards the independence of the 
Territory. Turning to Cyprus, he indicated that he had had a number 
of meetings with President Kyprianou in the last few weeks and he 
referred to the formula he had proposed to the two parties (Varusha 
against the des-internationalization of the issue). The United 
Nations'main duty was to avoid the partition of the island and to 
preserve its integrity. 

The Minister commented that, for its part, Hungary believed 
that the UDI was totally illegal. Hungary agreed with the Secretary
General that Cyprus integrity had to be maintained and its status 
of non-aligned country should be preserved. 

j 
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As to the situation in Central America, the Secretary-General 
referred to the Contadora efforts and pointed out that, in his 
view, the question ought to be solved in a purely Latin American 
context. Hungary also supported the Contadora efforts, said 
the Minister, who added that the present situation was mainly caused 
by centuries-old social injustices. Hungary was optimistic about 
the recent developments in Nicaragua which had announced that 
elections would soon take place. The situation should not deteriorate 
further. The Secretary-General agreed that, with the exception of 
some countries, Latin America would indeed react strongly against 
foreign intervention. 

The Secretary-General, turning to the issue of disarmament, 
said he was confident that with the support of the NGO's, the public 
opinion and the parliaments, enough pressure would be exercised on 
governments to end the present arms race. He was happy to note 
that there was actually a tendency to improve the atmosphere. What 
he had heard in the wake of Mr. Andropov's funeral was indeed 
encouraging. Everything had to be done to improve the atmosphere. 
In that regard, Europe had a central role to play. The US and the 
USSR should not be left to decide on such a vital issue. The medium
size countries had an important role ·to play too. 

+k 
The Minister agreed that much had still to be done and/small 

countries shared the responsibility toward the improvement of the 
situation. Last November, the situation was much worse. The present 
Stockholm Conference offered a good opportunity to improve the 
atmosphere. Hungary, and in general the socialist countries, were 
in favour of a dialogue and had been for many decades. It was said 
in the West that the Soviet Union did not want to negotiate but how 
could it negotiate when the West was increasing its armaments? The 
Western countries had to return to the pre-deployment situation 
for the socialist countries to return to the negotiating table. It 
was well-known that the socialist countries wanted to negotiate for 
equality at the least possible level. The new cycle of armaments 
was too costly, especially for the small countries. 

The Secretary-General pointed out that it was indeed the Third 
World which was mainly suffering from the present situation (he 
referred to his recent trip to Africa and his appeal to the 
industrialized countries to help the African countries victims of 
the drought). On the -economic situation, the Secretary-General 
expressed the hope that the Western countries would show more 
flexibility and the North-South dialogue would finally start. 

The Minister said he attached great importance to the global 
~roblems. It was a shame that so much money was being spent on 
armaments when food, energy, environment problems demanded all our 
attention. Last year Hungary had suffered a very serious drought, 
but the population did not have to suffer because of the cooperative 
system. 
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Turning to the situation in Kampuchea, the Secretary-General 
said that Mr. Co Thach was visiting Indonesia. The problem was 
the bad relations existing between China and Viet Nam. The Secretary
General hoped that his aide, Mr. Ahmed, would soon visit the region. 
Japan, which maintained good relations with both sides, was also 
in a position to help. 

The meeting rose at 3.30 p.m. 

Florence Pomes 
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Present: 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Eugeniusz Wyzner 

Mr. Patricio Ruedas, 

Mr. Emilio de Olivares 

Mr. Joe Sills 

Mrs. Florence Pomes 

Mr. Bohuslav Chnoupek, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Stefan Murin, 
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Ludek Handl, 
Head of the Department of 
International Organizations, Federal 
Ministry for Foreign Affairs 

Mr. Vladimir Polacek, 
Department of Political Affairs, 
FMFA 

Mr. Miloslav Jezil, 
Head of the Secretariat of the 
Minister, FMFA 

Mr. Jaroslav Cesar, 
Adviser to the Minister 

Mr. Jan Strucka, 
Deputy Head of the Department of 
International Organizations 

Mrs. Emilie Pavlikova, 
Interpreter 

The Minister stressed that the Secretary-General's visit was 
taking place at a very difficult time when the concern for peace 
and security had never been greater. Rarely during his long 
experience as Foreign Minister, had these questions have had this 
importance. Mr. Chnoupek reiterated Czechoslovakia's support for 
the United Nations which had already been expressed to the Secretary
General by President Husak. The UN was indeed irreplaceable, added 
the Minister, and it would be impossible to create such an organizatio1 
today. This was why Czechoslovakia so strongly supported the Charter, 
which in its views, should not be amended at all. 
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The Minis t e r concurred that every Member State had a special 
duty t o contr ibute to the UN t a sk, and to the day-by-day 
impleme~tation of its Charter, not only the ma jor powers. 

The Secre t a ry- General thanked the Ministe r for his warm welcome, 
reca lling the ir many previous meetings in different countries and 
on diffe rent occasions. He s a id he had been impressed, during his 
meeting with President Husak, by the wisdom of the Czechoslovak 
leader. He then engaged in a tour d'hori zon of the main problems 
facing the United Na tions, namely Leba non (the Secretary-General 
stressed that the manda te of the UN Force should be a clear mandate 
in order to avoid the situa tion which had arisen in the wake of the 
Israeli invas ion), Cyprus (the Secretary-General mentioned his 
late st proposal: solution on Varusha a nd free ze of the UDI against 
the non- internationalization of the issue at the Security Council), 
Iran-Iraq (he expressed his concern: one could not see the limits 
to the extension of the conflict. The Secreta ry-General mentioned 
the 7 points for an agenda of negotiations between the two parties, 
which he had proposed last October to the two Foreign Ministers, 
and the possibility of a mission by his aide, Mr. Cordovez), Namibia 
(things were moving in the right direc tion and the disengagement he 
had asked was apparently unde r way) and he r e f erred to his efforts 
towards the liberation of the 20 r emaining Czechs still in the hands 
of Savin\bi. He also referred to the situation in Central America 
and to the economic situation, urging the comm~ncement of global . 
negotiations and the help of the developed countries to the developing 
countries of Africa which were suffering from a severe drought. 

The Minister thanked the Secretary-General for his very useful 
tour d'horizon and said that his country's views on the matters 
touched upon by the Secretary-General were very similar. In turn, 
he would like to inform the Secretary-General about the situation 
prevailing in Europe where, he said , detente was born and the East
West dialogue had started. Presently , a very complicated situation 
had developed caused by the efforts of the United States to obtain 
supremacy, and the arms race had increased. The period which had 
followed the Helsinki accords had consequently suffered a great 
blow. In the very same room where the Minister and the Secretary
General were now meeting , the so-called ''Prague proposal", calling 
for a treaty between the NATO and WARSAW countries, on mutual 
renuncia tion of fo r ce, had be en put forward a year ago. ln the 
meantime , the Ame rican missiles had been deployed and the nearest 
Pershing was now located only 80 kilometers from the Czechoslovak 
border. The dialogue had ceased. The situa tion had called for a 
new a s s e s sment and the. socialist countries had said that they could 
not continue the discussions unless one retur ned to the "pre-missiles" 
situa tion. Although a number of proposals had been tabled to continue 
the negotiations, this was not possible at the moment. The socialist 
countries conceived that the Reagan Administration needed, the dialogue 
for pragma tic reasons but they found it difficult to trust the 
President whose language, a year or two ago, was quite different. The 
rhetoric he was using at present could hardly be trusted and the 
socialist countries were reluctant to help him win the elections. 
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Nevertheless, there were some signs of encouragement: East and 
West had met in Stockholm and although the conference could not 
replace the Geneva fora, it was good that the two sides were able 
to exchange views at such a crucial time. Mr. Chnoupek had said 
in Stockholm that Warsaw and NATO had gained so much experience in 
confidence-security building measures that they could indeed find 
a common ground. The Minister thought that the Stockholm process 
would be long but he hoped that it would have some concrete results 
which could help the Vienna negotiations. Some NATO countries were 
giving serious consideration, even Canada, to the socialist countries 
proposals. Another good ·sign was the renewal in mid-March of the 
Vienna negotiations. The Warsaw proposal to designate numeric 
ceilings was in fact an old NATO proposal and it was hoped that the 
West would now take a more positive stand. Vienna offered some 
chances to reach an agreement and could have a direct bearing on 
the discussions in Stockholm. Mr. Chnoupek had been quite pleasantly 
surprised to see that Mr. Trudeau shared his views on this matter. 

Commenting on the hot-bed tensions throughout the world, 
the Minister said he shared the Secretary-General's views on the 
situation in Lebanon and he reiterated his country's opinion that a 
broad international conference including Palestine should be convened 
at the UN to resolve the Middle East problem. On Cyprus, the Minister 
mentioned his meetings with the Greek and the Turkish Cypriots. If 
they wanted a federation, they were invited to visit Czechoslovakia.1/ 
On the Iran-Iraq conflict, he said that from the very beginning, -
Czechoslovakia had developed an initiative but, after a number of 
contacts, had realized that there was too much hatred between the 
two parties. Iran's demands, in particular, were totally unrealistic 
and irrelevant from the point of view of international law. The 
Minister stressed that the Secretary-General was indeed the only 
person who could launch an intense initiative to put an end to that 
conflict. On Namibia, he said that Czechoslovakia considered the 
"Contact Group" as a fraud and was of the view that Resolution 435 
had to be implemented without any linkage to the Cuban presence in 
Angola. 

Mr. Chnoupek then thanked the Secretary-General for the efforts 
he had deployed to obtain the release of the Czechs still in the 
hands of Savimbi. His Government had turned to a number of African 
Presidents, to the Pope and, thanks to all these efforts, women 
and children had been released but the men still in the hands of 
UNITA were reported to be in bad health. The US had also promised 
to help. Mr. Chnoupek had received recently a letter from 
Mr. Genscher saying that there were signs of optimism. But he would 
be grateful if the Secretary-General could continue his efforts. 
He also transmitted to the Secretary-General a file containing 
letters written by members of the families of the imprisoned experts, 
thanking the Secretary-General for his assistance. 

!/ They could thus familiarize themselves with Czechoslovak 
experiences in that respect. 
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Concerning the situation in Central America, Mr. Chnoupek said 
that the situation was caused by social problems, much deeper than 
purely economic problems. After all, men like Bolivar and Marti 
did not live in a time of East-West tension. They fought for the 
independence and freedom of their countries. Czechoslovakia welcomed 
the Contadora efforts. 

The meeting rose at 2.30 p.m~ 

Florence Pom~s 
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The Secretary-General 
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Mr. H. Jaroszek, 
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs 
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Permanent Representative to the UN 
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Deputy Director of Intl. Organizations 

Mr. A. Abraszewski, Advisor 

Mr. K. Wilski, Advisor 

Interpreter 

The Minister stressed Poland's unequi vocal support for the 
United Nations endeavours and in particular for the Secretary
General's efforts in the cause of peace and security. Mr. Olszewski 
said that he shared many assessments contained in the two annual 
reports of the Secretary-General. He totally agreed with the 
Secretary-General's philosophy that the key to progress remained 
the political will of Member States. 

Turning to the international situati on, the Minister said he 
was deeply concerned about the American "policy of strength", the 
ideologization and militarization of the American foreign policy 
and the negative response given to any peace initiative put forward 
by the Socialist countries. For instance, the i dea of a treaty of 
non-aggression betwe en NATO and the Warsaw Pact had been rejected 
al t hough a number of NATO states showed interest. Because of the 
US Administration, no positive response had been voiced. 

Europe had become a territory of tension with the continued 
arms r ace and the deployment of American missiles. Counter-measures 
had to be t aken and the level of arms had only risen. The 
threshold of nuclear arms had also increased and this was genuinely 
threatening. In addition, the Socialist countries continued to 
be subj ect to daily hostile broadcasts directed from the USA. 
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Meanwhile, Poland was trying to keep the UN informed, through 
Ambassador Natorf, about the stabilization and normalization of its 
internal situation. The response of the UN had been twofold: some 
members -had exploited the Polish difficulties for propaganda but some 
had also shown understanding on many issues based on political 
realism and imagination. 

The Minister expressed gratitude for the Secretary-General's 
statement of 10 January 1982 (on the human rights situation in 
Poland) which showed an objective approach. He was convinced that 
thanks to it, among other things, the efforts to introduce the issue 
at the Security Council and the General Assembly had not succeeded. 
However, the Human Rights Commission had introduced a resolution 
which was unacceptable. Poland did not refuse to receive a representa
tive of the Secretary-General, but it did not recognize the validity 
of that resolution which, anyway, had not been supported by more 
than half of the members because its provisions violate the principles 
of non-interference in internal affairs. But the Polish Government 
nevertheless hoped that, in view of the normalization, the Polish 
issue would be eliminated. 

As far as the ILO was concerned, Poland had always tried to 
cooperate with that Organization in a business-like manner. But, 
unfortunately, the latter had engaged in unfriendly actions. For 
example, the agreed visit of an ILO representative in Spring was 
recalled by ILO. The Commission of Inquiry would consequently be 
less successful, although its Chairman was a man who had shown an 
objective approach. The Polish Government had also been disappointed 
by Mr. Herndl's stance and it did not approve of the questionnaire 
which had been prepared. But, thanks to the Secretary-General's 
efforts, some positive accomplishments had been made. 

On the issue of disarmament, the Minister recalled that Poland 
was actively preparing for the International Year of Peace and 
intended to organize a regional seminar in May 1985. 

Turning to the economic situation, the Minister stressed the 
need for a new international economic order which would redress 
injustices. He shared the concern of many developing countries 
over the deterioration of the economic situation. The Minister 
referred to the New Delhi Declaration of the Non-Aligned countries 
and to the Polish proposal to work out and implement economic 
confidence-building measures. The best forum remained the UN. 
Consultations were presently taking place for the 39th session of 
the General Assembly which would supply new stimula for the Polish 
initiative. 
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The Secretary-General said that there was no need for him to 
emphasize the personal interest he took in Poland and its present 
difficulties. In that regard, he was looking forward to hearing 
the views of both General Jaruzelski and Chairman Jablonski. The 
United Nations was aware of the Polish initiative regarding economic 
confidence-building measures which were as badly needed as 
disarmament confidence-building measures. As it was well-known, the 
Secretary-General's priority was to put an end to the present climate 
of distrust and intolerance. He had appealed to the nuclear countries 
to resume their direct negotiations. As a consequence of the present 
climate, Europe was a field of tension but it was the third world 
which was the real field of military confrontation. All the hot-beds 
with which he dealt every day originated from the East/West 
confrontation. 

In these circumstances, efforts had to be concentrated on 
disarmament. For the first time in history, people were afraid of 
a nuclear war and objected to the two super Powers deciding on their 
fate. The United Nations, for its part, with its well-known limits, 
had to content itself with the disarmament campaign. It tried to 
influence governments through public opinion to put an end to the 
arms race. 

As far as tension in the world was concerned, there were some 
encouraging signals. For instance, the recent statements of the 
Soviet and American leaders reflected some preparedeness to go to 
the negotiating table . . A very careful preparation for such resumption 
of the dialogue was needed if a failure, which would be extremely 
dangerous, was to be avoided. At the same time, Member States should 
not leave the whole responsibility to the Super Powers. All countries 
had to make a special effort to improve the climate. In that respect, 
a flexible dialogue between the FRG and the GDR was very important. 
The Secretary-General also wanted to help create a better atmosphere 
between Poland and the rest of the world, especially the Western 
countries and the USA. 

Poland, with its asset of struggle and achievements over centuries, 
enjoyed a capital of sympathy from other countries. The Secretary
General was confident that the Polish Government would continue to 
improve its image, thus putting an end to the exercise of propaganda 
referred to by Mr. Olszewski. 

As far as to the Human Rights Commission was concerned, the 
Secretary-General said he intended to produce a report which would 
reflect the Polish position objectively, without any link to the 
resolutions. He would make sure that his staff show a most objective 
approach. He would meet with Mr. Blanchard in May, but if the 
Polish Government had any material to convey to him, he would consider 
it with interest. 
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Regarding the economic situation, the Secretary-General said 
he agreed that economic confidence-building measures were much 
needed. The United Nations was aware of the difficulties encountered 
by the developing countries and was trying to help them through 
economic and technical assistance. The Secretary-General referred 
to his recent appeal to the developed countries to help the African 
countries plagued by the present drought. He said that the African 
countries did not quite agree with the view that the socialist 
countries, not having colonized them, were not responsible for the 
present situation. What was needed now was a great movement of 
solidarity. The Secretary-General asked Poland to increase its 
technical assistance to these countries. Poland, being an agricultural 
country, was in a position to help them immensely. The North-South 
dialogue continued to prove rather difficult. The developing countries 
had shown some degree of flexibility but one could not say the same 
of the developed countries. The United Nations, nevertheless, 
intended to maintain their pressure to start the global negotiations. 

On the question of representation, raised by the Minister, the 
Secretary-General pointed out that Poland, being "within desirable 
range", was therefore adequately represented. Nevertheless, high 
standards of competence, rather than geographical distribution, had 
to be maintained and the Secretary-General would, of course, welcome 
any qualified candidates from Poland. 

The meeting rose at 10.30 a.m. 

Florence Pom~s 
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Present were: 

H.E. Mr. Wojciech Jaruzelski 
Prime Minister of Poland 

H.E. Mr. Stefan Olszowski 
Minister for Foreign Affairs 

Interpreter 

The Secretary-General 

Mr. Patricio Ruedas 

The Prime Minister welcomed the Secretary-General and 
underlined the political nature of his visit. He thanked the 
Secretary-General for the letter which he had sent on the occasion 
of the fortieth anniversary of the Polish People's Republic. 

The Secretary-General recalled that he had been the first 
post-war Peruvian Ambassador in Poland. He appreciated the 
efforts of Poland to support peaceful solutions and to estabish a 
climate of confidence, especially between the countries 
constituting the great blocks of power. He was also appreciative 
of Poland's contribution to UNDOF. 

The Prime Minister said that Poland valued its participation 
in the United Nations as was clear from the initiatives it had 
undertaken in favour of peace and international co-operation. 
Poland wished to maintain this line within its possibilities. As 
regards international problems, the Polish points of view are not 
perhaps fully coincidental with those of spokesmen for Poland. 
European problems are the most important for Poland, given its 
geographical status as a nation of transit. Poland wanted 
stability within the Socialist camp and was concerned with any 
attempt towards destabilization, such as that occasioned by the 
recent establishment of U.S. missiles in Europe. 

Nixon, Ford and Carter had said there was a balance of 
forces; suddenly Reagan says there is none. This is a violation 
of the status quo, particularly harmful at a time when the 
U.S.S.R. wanted a reduction in armaments which would have been 
possible were it not for the U.S. missiles. The future did not 
look very hopeful, but Poland did not have a fatalistic outlook. 
After all, in Madrid there had been a toning down of the cold war 
of statements. Poland looked forward to the United Nations and to 
the personal activity of the Secretary-General. This was a 
critical time; it was five to twelve. In that context, he wished 
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to review the Polish problems and thanked the Secretary-General 
for his understanding; this required objectivity, courage and a 
vision of the future. 

Were it not for the international situation, the Polish 
situation would have evolved differently. Poland is considered as 
a tool; if Poland is weakened, the East will be weakened. Poland 
is a medium-sized country, in an intermediate stage of 
development, between the two Europes. There has been a 
cold-blooded policy to weaken Poland and to increase its 
problems. It is for that reason that the Polish Government took 
the dramatic decision to impose martial law, because the danger 
was not only the internal situation (which could have resulted in 
a civil war) but also the international one: Poland would be a 
pretext for a greater conflict. Poland considers the actions of 
the U.S. administration, particularly the economic sanctions, as 
cynical and premeditated. Sanctions can be applied only by the 
Security Council; thus, thanks to the U.S. veto, there are no 
sanctions against South Africa or Israel. Sanctions were not 
applied against the colonels in Greece or against Allende's murder 
or against martial law in Turkey or the new regime in Nigeria. 
Martial law in Poland was instituted in accordance with the Polish 
constitution; the Council of State and the Parliament took legal 
decisions. There was no change in government; Poland still has 
the same President, the same Speaker of the Parliament, the same 
Prime Minister. The cause of the trouble was the accumulation in 
the 1970's of problems, especially those of an economic nature. 
With the increase in population, three million more work places 
had to be established, because Poland does not accept 
unemployment. This required great investments but errors were 
committed: too much Western debt and badly planned investments. 
In the last part of the decade, the economic situation 
deteriorated and with it the social situation. Poles are an 
emotional people. The Government allowed, with understanding, the 
workers' protest in 1980; it did nothing to stop it. The 
Government signed the Gdansk Agreements - agreements of a 
progressive nature which are being implemented. However, 
destructive elements who wished to destroy the State and were 
inspired from abroad started to win influence. Solidarity was not 
an opposition but rather a destructive factor which sought the 
disintegration of the State. A simple example: coal is Poland's 
life-blood and Poland's normal output was 200 million tons; in 
only one year this fell to 160 million. Thus, at the beginning of 
the winter of 1981/1982, the country faced the real problem of how 
to heat homes and schools. In this very room he had asked 
Solidarity to do their best to increase coal production, but they 
did nothing to help. Places of work were being occupied, strikes 
were organized in schools - even in high schools. The instigation 
for these actions was coming from abroad; the Government will soon 
edit a 500-page white paper on U.S. policy towards Poland since 
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1980. There were direct instructions from the West, starting from 
unions and thereafter emanating from governments. Even right now 
the opposition receives money and printing presses from abroad. 
Foreign radio stations were spreading propaganda; Poland believes 
in freedom of expression but not in interference in the internal 
matters of the country. It was symptomatic to hear communications 
of Radio Free Europe saying that "Solidarity advises that on such 
a date at such a time in such a place there shall be a 
demonstration against the Government." Radio Free Europe even 
invited demonstrators to carry rocks. 

Human rights have a universal significance but must also be 
understood in accordance with the traditions of each country. For 
instance, Poland considers the right to work as fundamental; this 
is not the case in many other countries. Poland also considers as 
basic the rights to free medical assistance, to free schooling 
through university and to personal safety {crimes of violence in 
Poland are four times lower than in Western Europe). 

The process of democratization is also proceeding in 
accordance with Polish traditions. The Government has started 
many reforms of a profoundly democratic nature, unknown in other 
countries; for example, workers' self-government with election of 
the managers by the workers. On 1 July 1984 local self-government 
will start. Poland has a law on higher education providing 
universities with a large measure of independence, including 
election of rectors. The Government can neither fine nor transfer 
professors. 

In the cultural field the Government is accused of harshness 
but never has there been as much freedom in creativity as there is 
now. Up to 1980 the Government had forbidden dissident 
publications, but this is no longer the case. The Government used 
to forbid films but no longer does it. Many of those against the 
Government are theater directors; he wondered if there are many 
countries in which the state is paying its own opposition. 

Poland shall not return to the errors of 1980 but neither 
will she accept anarchy. She will proceed by way of economic and 
social reforms. Poland is now importing only 40 per cent of what 
she was importing in 1979. In the 1970's Poland was economically 
dependent on the West. The sanctions have amounted to 
$12,500 million, i.e., one-half of all imports. It is cynical to 
say that sanctions are for the good of Poland when they are in 
reality an attack against the Polish people. There are now some 
timid movements in the U.S. and in the West. They thought the 
Polish Government would not survive but it is every day more 
evident that the Government's reforms are democratic and are not 
bloody. The U.S. is now a slave of its own compaign, but the 
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Polish Government has time; it has survived the worst part. It 
has reoriented the country towards the socialist economy. Reagan 
should receive the socialist gold medal for having facilitated 
Poland's economic integration with the rest of the Socialist 
Block. Politics are not based on morality, but the Western 
attitude towards Poland is simply too devoid of morality. Poland 
survived martial law"~ la polonnaise", almost without victims. 
There were some and the fact that they occurred is a drama for all 
(one day there were 2,000 deaths in Turkey, in Ireland 2,000 over 
years, but this is not a question of quantity; blood is blood and 
is always regrettable). The Government has been as lenient as 
possible; it interned some 5,000 people but, from the very 
beginning, they were being freed. The amnesty law has taken care 
of most. There are now some dozen persons in hiding and some 250 
detained; about 100 of them convicted and others awaiting trial.* 

Among the latter, there are 11 heads of the opposition, in 
whom world opinion is especially interested. The Polish 
Government does not want to take repressive action against them 
but to isolate them while the situation is difficult in the 
coun try. The Government therefore think that these 11 persons 
could leave Poland for five years, during which the economic and 
social situation could be consolidated; they could then return. 
The Government would then be able to consider amnesty for the 
remainder. The Government knows that there are those abroad who 
want these ll p ersons to stay in Poland and not outside the 
cl:ffintry, but the solution that he had sketched is the most 
humanitarian one because it would not be good to free 11 people 
wrthout freeing the rest. The Prime Minister appealed to the 
Secretary-General to conside r supporting this solution. 

Another possibility was for these 11 people to sign a 
statement that they would not undertake political activity against 
the Government. The Polish Government was not moved by feelings 
of revenge but by the need to ensure for the nation the necessary 
time to reach stability and democratic solutions. 

To conclude, he knew that the Secretary-General was 
interested in Alicja Wesolowska. Were it not for the 
Secretary-General, Poland would have treated this case more 
harshly. He recalled the previous visit by Mr. de Olivares and 
appreciated the Secretary-General's interest. The case had not 
been a simple one for Poland; Miss Wesolowska's guilt was proven; 
but taking into account the Secretary-General's interest, the 

* The Ministry of Justice later provided exact figures of 281 
political detainees, including 56 cases of conviction. 
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Prime Minister wished to inform the Secretary-General that, on the 
decision of the Council of State, Miss Wesolowska had left prison 
that very day before 11.00 a.m. 

The Secretary-General said that the Prime Minister had given 
him evidence of being a serious and prudent statesman. Questions 
were sometimes raised of why the Secretary-General involved 
himself in problems of human rights, which at first glance could 
seem to contradict the principle of non-interference in internal 
matters. But if there is a contradiction between the Charter and 
the Declaration of Human Rights, it should be recalled that Member 
States signed both and accepted therefore that the Secretary
General should involve himself in what they felt affects human 
rights. He wished to assure the Prime Minister that his 
involvement in human rights in Poland was not a matter of 
curiosity; it was rather as a friend of Poland and in the interest 
of establishing better relations between States. He, too, had 
noted that the Polish situation affected the international 
situation; international politics interferred in internal 
politics, and the Polish situation is in part the effect of the 
confrontation between two blocks. Perhaps the independent 
tradition of Poland led some to think that Poland was a weak link, 
but the Prime Minister had explained that Poland maintained 
solidarity with the Eastern Block. 

A sense of realism in solving economic problems is basic, and 
tribute should be rendered to the courage which the Polish 
authorities had shown in this regard. It was necessary, he felt, 
to obtain self-sufficiency and to retain only indispensible 
external assistance. 

He wished to be a witness and lawyer of the Polish cause in 
the process of economic and social reform. The generous gesture 
which the Polish Government had taken in liberating Alicja 
Wesolowska would be of assistance to him in underlining the spirit 
of moderation of the Polish Government, as there was some lack of 
proportion with regard to the importance of the case and the 
exploitation of it by the press. When one is confronted with 
hostile propaganda, nothing is more effective than to take away 
the opposition's weapons. 

A basic task for him was to obtain a climate of confidence 
between both blocks. A dialogue between superpowers was 
necessary. The current threat was not only over those involved 
and their neighbors, but over the entire world. Coexistence and 
negotiation were necessary. He had been in contact with Messrs. 
Andropov and Reagan and had told each of them the same thing: that 
negotiation is not a matter of political statements, that problems 
are too complex to deal with them on the T.V. 
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He was persuaded that as soon as international tension 
decreased, so would the confrontation over Poland, and he would 
use this conversation as an argument in this regard; he would 
remember the Prime Minister's efforts towards obtaining 
understanding among Poles. It was for that reason that the 
Secretary-General had come to Poland over many obstacles: to help 
Poland to come out of its current situation. 

The Prime Minister said that he knew that the Secretary
General was a mine sweeper but that Poland was not a mine. There 
had been gasoline, but the Government had extinguished the match 
and had dried up most of the gasoline. He wished to refer to two 
other important subjects: trade unions and church/state relations. 

As regards trade unions, he had already mentioned Solidarity; 
current trade unions had been built from the grass-roots level and 
had inherited trade union traditions. He recalled that the 
abolition of trade unions affected not only Solidarity but also 
other trade unions, even those which were aligned with the 
Government. He wanted authentic trade unions; they include about 
four million people or around 30 per cent of the work force, i.e., 
more than the U.S. percentage. One-half of them are Solidarity 
members and this proprotion exists both at the base and at the top 
level. He wanted strong trade unions, not becuse Reagan wants 
them but because weak trade unions would be unable to monitor 
developments or to point out to the Government the errors they had 
committed. The Government already had lengthy and difficult 
discussions with the new trade unions. A price hike had been 
ordered after a long discussion, in the course of which the 
Government was forced to change its initial position. He did not 
see in many other countries so much consultation of public opinion. 

As for the church, it has an historic tradition in Poland. 
There is almost a monopoly. It was odd to hear exhortations from 
abroad asking the Polish authorities to "start" the dialogue with 
the Church when this dialogue already existed and continues to 
exist. He had met eight times with Cardinel Klemp, the last one 
for five hours. He had informed the Cardinal of martial law 
before establishing it. The Polish Government had a permanent 
delegate to the Vatican and a joint church/state committee. 

The Secretary-General recalled that in a country like Poland, 
Church involvement was to a certain extent a political factor. 
The Pope had told him more than a year ago that the economic 
sanctions against Poland were a mistake because they worked 
against the Polish people. 

He felt that he would be in a position to help in the matter 
of human rights by providing direct information on the situation 
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in Poland. He psked if Miss Wesolowska could collaborate with the 
United Nations / so as to exploit to the maximum the action of 
clemency of the Polish Government. 

The Prime Minsister said that he was not ready for that 
question and wo uld need to have it analyzed. 

The Foreign Minister said that Miss Wesolowska had been 
convicted for crimes not only under Polish but under international 
law. The question of her leaving Poland would need to be decided 
b th e courts. 

The Secretary-General said that, as an international official 
did not have the power to intervene in the affairs of his or her 
own country, he (the Secretary-General) would guarantee non
interference by Miss Wesolowska if she were working in the United 
Nations. However, he would not ask for an immediate reply to his 
question. 

The meeting ended at about 12.45 p.m. 

p~~~ 
Patricio Ruedas 

29.II.84 
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Notes of the Meeting between the Secretary-General and the 
Permanent Representative of Saudi Arabia, held on Friday, 

17 February at 5 p.m. 

PRESENT: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Dayal 

H.E. Mr. Samir Shihabi, 
Permanent Representative of 
Saudi Arabia 

Ambassador Shihabi indicated that he would be going to 
Saudi Arabia in about a week and he wished to consult with the 
Secretary-General, not least, for that reason. The 
Secretary-General expressed appreciation for Saudi Arabia's 
role in the Lebanese crisis and asked regarding the status of 
those efforts. 

Ambassador Shihabi stated that, contrary to press reports 
of an "eight-point Saudi proposal", there had been no public 
suggestions from Saudi Arabia. Rather, Saudi emissaries were 
seeking to formulate possible ideas. The Ambassador commented 
that both in Lebanon and in Syria there was a growing 
realization of the seriousness of the situation. He added that 
the Lebanese army had collapsed. 

The Secretary-General noted that he was happy to see the 
Security Council engaged in a discussion on Lebanon. It was 
important for international public opinion that the Council 
should be involved. On the other hand, the Secretary-General 
felt that the Council was, at present, far from agreement on 
any possible course of action. 

Ambassador Shihabi asked regarding the Soviet position. 

The Secretary-General indicated that the Soviet position 
remained as it had been communicated to him and others by 
Ambassador Ovinnikov. 
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Ambassador Shihabi reverted to the question of the Saudi 
role in Lebanon. He emphasized that no Saudi plan had been 
made public. He then asked whether there was any prospect of 
the United Nations being able to act on the proposals made by 
the United Kingdom in the Security Council. The 
Secretary-General replied that, in regard to any conspicuous 
deployments on the military side, he would need the concurrence 
of the Council. 

The conversation then turned to the Iran/Iraq war. The 
Secretary-General recounted his efforts to send a mission, 
having two purposes, to the area. While it now appeared that 
Iraq would accept such a mission, the Iranians had indicated 
that they would not. Ambassador Shihabi asked if the Iranian 
Government had indicated why such a mission would not be 
acceptable. The Secretary-General gave the reasons as 
communicated to him in the Iranian letter which had been 
received a few hours earlier. 

The discussion then re-focused on the situation in 
Lebanon. The Secretary-General stated that it was important 
for the United Nations to act in Lebanon with the concurrence 
of the Government and of the various parties. He wondered 
whether the Government were in a position to address any clear 
request to the United Nations. 

Ambassador Shihabi stated that President Gemayel continues 
to represent "legitimacy" in Lebanon. He added that he hoped 
that President Gemayel would make a clear request for United 
Nations assistance, given in particular the French initiative 
in the Council and the strong influence of France in Lebanon. 
Ambassador Shihabi added that, in his judgement, the United 
States would not object to an enhanced United Nations role in 
Lebanon, unless if the Soviet Union placed unacceptable 
conditions on such an involvement. He noted, in this 
connection, that the United States had traditionally maintained 
its fleet in the Eastern Mediterranean and he could not see how 
it could be suddenly withdrawn. 

The meeting concluded with the Secretary-General stating 
that he would do whatever he could to be of assistance in the 
Lebanese situation. He looked forward to meeting with the 
Ambassador again as the situation develop 
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Notes· on a meeting held in the Secretary-General's office ~v 
on Friday, 17 February 1984, at 12.20 pm v~ 

Present: The Secretary-General 

H.E. Pengiran Haji Idriss ibni Al Marhum Pengiran 
Temenggong Sahibul Bahar Pengiran Haji Mohamed, 
Ambassador-designate of Negara Brunei Darussalam 

to the United States 

Mr. Rafeeuddin Ahmed 

Ambassador Idriss explained that he had requested this 
meeting with the Secretary-General in order to hand over a 
letter of introduction from his Foreign Minister and his 
country's application for membership in the United Nations, 
signed by His Majesty Sultan Hassanal Bolkiah Mu'izzaddin 
Waddaulah, Sultan and Yang di-Pertuan of Negara Brunei 
Darussalam. He then informed the Secretary-General that 
his Government would wish to have its application for 
membership in the Organization considered at the resumed 
thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly. 

The Secretary-General assured the Ambassador that the 
application would be duly processed. He then asked the 
Ambassador to convey to His Majesty the Sultan his warmest 
congratulations on the resumption of full independence. 
In this context, he mentioned that he regretted that he 
would be unable to visit Brunei Darussalam personally on 
the occasion of the celebration of its first national day. 
He had designated Rafeeuddin Ahmed as his special 
representative for that purpose. 

cc. Mr. Schlittler-Silva 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PRESIDENT OF CYPRUS 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
17 February 1984 at 10.00 hrs 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Virendra Dayal 
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 

Mr. Andreas Constantinou, Director, 
Office of the Foreign Minister 

The Secretary-General referred first to his meeting with 
President Evren in Casablanca on 16 January. He had informed the 
Turkish leader of the proposals put forward by President Kyprianou 
on 11 January, but he was given to understand that no comment would 
be made by Ankara as it was up to Mr. Denktash to react to those 
proposals. As for Mr. Denktash's set of ideas of 2 January, they 
were evidently "not enough basis" to start a dialogue. The 
Secretary-General had expressed his clear position with regard to 
UDI and raised with President Evren the issues of a possible 
freezing of UDI and the improvement of the Varosha offer. While 
doing so, he had also underlined that any development in Varosha 
should not be seen as an end in itself but, rather, as a step in the 
process toward the search for an overall solution. The 
Secretary-General's position was clearly against the Famagustization 
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of the Cyprus problem. He was presently engaged in a series of 
confidential contacts with the Turkish Government; and he had not 
yet started negotiations with Denktash, pending a reply from 
Ankara. If Ankara were to reply constructively to the suggestion 
for a "freezing" of UDI and for improving the Varosha proposal, he 
would then approach the Greek side and ask, in return, that they 
reconsider their policy of "internationalization" of the Cyprus 
problem. He was uneasy at the lack of Turkish reaction so far and 
intimated that he would consider waiting no more than a couple of 
weeks (beginning of March). 

The President said that in his view, Ankara was trying to gain 
time in the hope that it could consolidate its position. He 
expressed appreciation, therefore, for the fact that the 
Secretary-General was considering a time limit. 

The Secretary-General added that he intended to convey to 
Ankara his feeling that the time lost was also lost for the Turkish 
side. He hoped that Turkish foreign policy was still in the hands 
of Ankara and not in those of Mr. Denktash. 

The President noted that recently some had uttered optimistic 
remarks about the possible evolution of the Cyprus case. On his 
part, he did not see any reason for such optimism. 

The Secretary-General recalled that Mr. Derwinsky, whom he had 
met the day before, had returned from his trip fairly optimistic. 
However, he did not see, in all frankness, why the Turkish side was 
delaying its reaction to the Secretary-General's approach. If the 
reaction were to be constructive, the Secretary-General would 
consider going to the area and seeing whether a new dialogue could 
be started. On that occasion, one could see whether there existed 
any basis for a high-level meeting. 

The President said that he would meet with the Greek Government 
again before the end of the month to plan for options in case 
Ankara's position were to remain negative. Neither the Greeks nor 
the Greek Cypriots could wait forever for a reply from Ankara. In 
this context, the position taken by the Secretary-General on the 
time limit was quite important. He then enquired whether more 
specifics were discussed in the Casablanca meeting. 

The Secretary-General indicated that at this point, he was 
interested in testing the good faith of the Turkish side; and he was 
trying to verify their good will rather than go into specifics. 
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The President accepted this approach as a constructive one and 
agreed that improvement of the Varosha proposals would ameliorate 
the present climate in the area. He also agreed with the 
Secretary-General that Varosha could not be seen as an end in itself 
and that the overall solution should be pursued. Unfortunately, his 
assessment was that Turkey seemed determined to pursue partition 
and, in fact, continued to inject new Turkish settlers into northern 
Cyprus. In the north, it had been announced that land and 
citizenship would be given to the Turkish troops who had taken part 
in the invasion of 1974. 

The Foreign Minister interjected that some 7,000 Turks had just 
been naturalized and recalled that the Turkish mission in Nicosia 
was becoming more and more involved in the political organization of 
the Turks from Turkey who now represented twenty-five per cent of 
the population in the north. 

The President noted that without pressure on Ankara, there 
would be no results. Despite some action by interested Governments, 
there was not yet enough pressure being exercised. Within the 
framework of U.S.-Turkish relations, the President speculated that 
Ankara would plan to gain time so as to have no movement in the 
island until the holding of the presidential elections in the United 
States. After that, the pressure that Washington could exercise 
would be reduced and more time would have passed from the 
delcaration of independence. 

The Foreign Minister asked the Secretary-General what he 
intended to do if Ankara's reaction were negative. 

The Secretary-General replied that while he was considering 
different options, he would not consider it appropriate to spell 
them out at this time. He mentioned, however, his uneasiness at the 
continuing exercise which had begun almost twenty years ago. 

The Foreign Minister added that he had remembered that the 
Secretary-General had explained to the Government of Cyprus the 
delicacies of a mission of good offices, and particularly the fact 
that in order to retain credibility, the Secretary-General had to 
maintain a very careful balance; in the past this had provided a 
perfect alibi for the Turkish side when it wished not to 
co-operate. He wondered whether it would be appropriate for 
Mr. Denktash to know that the Secretary-General might consider 
issuing a strong statement in case, for instance, no response were 
forthcoming from the Turkish side. He wondered whether this would 
represent further pressure on the Turkish Cypriots. 
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The Secretary-General made a distinction between a good offices 
mission stemming from the Security Council and one from the 
Secretary-General's own decision. In the case of Cyprus, it was 
rather the former; this implied that the Secretary-General was 
operating within the Security Council's mandate, and he would, 
therefore, have to report to it. That report could be used to 
clarify his position. However, he felt that it was premature to be 
so pessimistic. He noted that once a reply was received from the 
Turkish side, it would be up to the Greek Cypriots to decide whether 
it was significant enough. He mentioned, in reply to a question, 
that he would be waiting until the first week of March to analyze 
the Turkish position. He further added that he had not received any 
hints from other sources about Ankara's position. 

The Secretary-General then referred to the Turkish complaints 
of a military build-up by the Greek Cypriot side, and Mr. Sherry 
added that while UNFICYP had not been able to substantiate these 
reports from the Turks, UNFICYP was ready to establish a 
mutually-agreed monitoring system on a reciprocal basis. 

The President noted that what had been done so far in Cyprus 
was the strengthening of the defense capability of the Greek 
Cypriots. It was true that the idea of calling Greek troops to 
Cyprus was, in theory, a possibility, but no decision had been taken 
in this regard, nor would he at present favour it. Although the 
Greek Cypriots found themselves in a difficult position, it should 
be clear that there was a limit beyond which they could not go. 
What mattered at this point was to ascertain the Turkish desire or 
lack of it for a peaceful solution. He again expressed his personal 
scepticism about Ankara's desire for a solution. Nevertheless, he 
was prepared to explore every avenue. His side, however, would be 
careful not to play the game of wasting time . He asked whether the 
Secretary-General would consider the idea of going to the area 
before receiving a Turkish reply. 

The Secretary-General replied in the negative, as there would 
be no reason to warrant such a trip. He reconfirmed his intention 
to go to the area should there be any reason to do so. 

The President then asked whether the Secretary-General was 
preparing a plan of his own that he could give to the parties should 
the present scenario fail. 

The Secretary-General said that he first wished to wait a 
couple of weeks for the Turkish reaction before venturing any othe r 
ideas such as the presentation of something else to both sides. 
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The President noted that while he was not against such an 
approach and would, in fact, encourage the Secretary-General to do 
so, he would wish to have some contact with the Secretary-General 
before any formula was tabled. 

The Secretary-General said that his role as a good officer did 
not allow him to act as a mediator. However, he specifically 
referred to constitutional and territorial proposals and said that 
while in his view, the constitutional proposals of the Greek Cypriot 
side were constructive, the Turks seemed to be in a difficult 
position with regard to accepting any territorial arrangement which 
would grant them less than thirty per cent. 

The President said that any formula should take into account 
the reality of Cyprus, not that of the invasion. 

The Secretary-General repeated his objections to any 
Famagustization of the Cyprus question. 

On the issue of missing persons, Mr. Sherry said that 
Mr. Pilloud was prepared to return to Nicosia in early March, and he 
could be envisaged to begin the work of the Committee by the end of 
March or early April. Assurances had been received by the Turkish 
Cypriot side that should cover Greek Cypriot apprehensions that 
political advantage might be taken by the Turkish Cypriot side 
during the meeting of the Committee on Missing Persons. Mr. Pilloud 
had been properly instructed and had been in a position to remind 
both sides of their undertaking not to use this matter for political 
purposes. 

The Foreign Minister specified that the arrival of Mr. Pilloud 
to the island should coincide with his own return, namely 6 or 8 
March. The Foreign Minister then reported to the Secretary-General 
that the Government of Cyprus had agreed to revert to its earlier 
position on the question of UNDP assistance to the Turkish 
Cypriots. This was to be seen as a gesture of good will. The 
Government had only asked UNDP to exercise constraint while dealing 
with the illegal regime. Contact should be kept at a functional and 
low level. The Government of Cyprus could not claim that nothing 
had happened on 15 November 1983. 

The Secretary-General praised the Foreign Minister for such a 
far-sighted decision. 

The Foreign Minister then referred to the scheduled visit by 
Mr. Blanchard to Cyprus and to the cancellation of the visit, 
allegedly on the suggestion of the Office of the Secretary-General. 
He recalled that the ILO worked on the basis of co-ordination 
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between Governments, trade unions and employers. In the case of the 
north, while the Government of Cyprus had no objection to 
Mr. Blanchard's contacting the trade unions and employers, it would 
not be acceptable that he meet Mr. Denktash. 

Mr. Sherry specified that the United Nations had relations with 
the Turkish Cypriots only insofar as their leadership of the 
community. 

The Foreign Minister and the President insisted that the ILO 
case was different from that of the United Nations or the Special 
Representative of the Secretary-General. 

The Secretary-General said that he would look into this matter 
and clarify it with Mr. Blanchard. 

The Foreign Minister then asked about the Secretary-General's 
schedule for March, to which the Secretary-General replied that he 
was fairly free, but even if he wasn't, priority would be given to 
Cyprus. 

(There followed a private meeting between the Secretary-General 
and the President of some twenty-five minutes.) 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH MR. BEN GURIRAB 
ON 16 FEBRUARY 1984 at 3:20 P.M. 

PRESENT: The Secretary-General 
Mr. Diallo 
Mr. Omayad 

Mr. Ben Gurirab, Permanent 
Observer of SWAPO to the 
United Nations 

The Secretary-General asked Mr. Gurirab to convey to 
Mr. Nujoma, President of SWAPO, his appreciation for the 
courage and flexibility he had shown in regard to the 
negotiations pertaining to the disengagement of South African 
forces from southern Angola. He further asked Mr. Gurirab to 
give him SWAPO's views on recent developments, which, he said, 
seemed to indicate a movement in the right direction. He 
said that he had had talks with Americans and Angolans, but 
had not met the South African Ambassador who was expected to 
return to New York on 20 February. 

Mr. Gurirab informed the Secretary-General that he was 
leaving that very evening for London for consultations with 
Mr. Sam Nujoma. Mr. Nujoma had met with the Presidents of 
Angola, Zambia and Tanzania during the period of Mr. Crocker's 
visit to southern Africa. He said that he had visited Washington 
the previous weekend to meet with Mr. Crocker who had brought him 
up-to-date on the Cape Verde meeting and his visit to Cape Town. 
With respect to the disengagement of South African forces from 
southern Angola, he assured the Secretary-General that SWAPO 
had decided to co-operate fully with the Government of Angola 
in regard to arrangements for the truce, in the hope that this 
would lead to the implementation of Security Council resolution 
435 (1978). He stated that Mr. Crocker had assured him that 
South Africa's offer of "disengagement" meant withdrawal. However, 
SWAPO did not know how long this process would take. Mr. Crocker 
had told him that South Africa had commenced the process of 
disengagement. It was SWAPO's hope that this process would 
lead in the very near future to a meeting between South Africa 
and SWAPO to discuss the ceasefire and the implementation of 
Security Council resolution 435 (1978). He emphasized that 
SWAPO expected the Secretary-General to play a central role in 
these discussions. 

Mr. Gurirab further stated that SWAPO had some misgivings 
about South Africa's intentions, particularly in view of what 
was taking place on the ground in Namibia. He said that South 
Africa was making efforts to establish another central 
administration in Namibia, which was not consistent with what 
the Prime Minister of South Africa had said in Parliament on 
31 January. He said that SWAPO was very much concerned that the 
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current initiative might lead to "freezing" SWAPO activities 
and imposing new entities in Namibia. He had brought SWAPO's 
concerns in this regard to the attention of Mr. Crocker. 
Mr. Gurirab stated that it was too early to know the outcome 
of the tripartite meeting held in Lusaka on 16 February. 

The Secretary-General said that it was important to 
maintain the momentum towards a settlement of the Namibian 
situation. In this connexion, he emphasized the imperative 
need to continue to treat the question of Namibia as a separate 
issue in its own right. He said that the outcome of the 
tripartite meeting in Lusaka could have a crucial bearing on 
the process leading to a settlement of the Namibian situation. 
He further stated that he was thinking about asking the Cubans, 
at an appropriate time, to make a gesture for a "symbolic 
withdrawal" of 2,000 of its troops from Angola. He said that 
he believed such a gesture would put extra pressure on South 
Africa to move towards a settlement in Namibia. Mr. Gurirab 
said that he was in full agreement with the Secretary-General 
on this matter. 

The Secretary-General said that he would emphasize to 
South Africa that because of SWAPO's communication difficulties 
in the field, it had not been possible for SWAPO to communicate 
its acceptance of the truce to all its forces in southern 
Angola. In the circumstances, he intended to make an appeal 
to the South African Government, in the interim, not to consider 
any inadvertent infractions as deliberate violations of the 
truce. Mr. Gurirab said that he had made the same point to 
Mr. Crocker, who had informed him that South Africa had already 
complained to the U.S. about SWAPO violations of the truce. He 
stated that it was important that any such infractions should 
be kept out of the media so as not to create a wrong impression. 

The Secretary-General informed Mr. Gurirab that he was 
leaving the following day on a tour of Eastern Europe. Subject 
to developments concerning a Security Council meeting, he would 
return to New York at the end of the month. He asked Mr. Gurirab 
to keep in touch with his office. He said that he would arrange 
to meet again with Mr. Gurirab on his return. 

The meeting concluded at 3:30 P.M. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE COUNSELLOR OF THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
16 February 1984 at 10.30 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Brian Urquhart 
Mr. George Sherry 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Edward Derwinsky, Counsellor 
of the United States Department of 
State 

Mr. John Kimball, Special Assistant 
to the Counsellor 

Mr. John D. Long, Adviser, 
United States Mission to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Derwinsky briefed the Secretary-General on his trip to 
Nicosia, Athens and Ankara. At the outset, he said that in his 
view, Mr. Denktash was using UDI simply for bargaining 
purposes. The Turkish Cypriot leader had explained how he was 
"holding back" from proceeding with further actions which the 
declaration of independence would require. On the Greek 
Cypriot side, the publicized plan of Mr. Clerides would provide 
President Kyprianou with further room for maneuveur, as the 
President's possible concessions would not put him in a weak 
position. Therefore, this should be considered as useful to 
the President. 

In his contacts with the Famagusta refugees, he received 
the impression that their perception was that a window of 
opportunity was now open but that it would not remain so for 
long. They felt that President Kyprianou would be flexible. 

President Kyprianou himself had stated that whatever 
agreement he would reach, Prime Minister Papandreou would not 
oppose it. President Kyprianou was prepared to co-operate with 
the Secretary-General on any formula he might suggest, provided 
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it would not imply recognition of Denktash's regime. The Greek 
Cypr i ot political leaders had also intimated that should 
President Kyprianou make concessions to meet Mr. Denktash 
half-way, they would not create political problems for the 
President on the internal front but would rally behind him. 
Throughout the Greek Cypriot political spectrum, there was a 
great concern about double enosis. 

Mr. Denktash, on his part, did not lecture him as usual, 
except for repeating his concern about an enlarged Greek 
Cypriot military buildup. On this issue, Minister of Defense 
Veniamin indicated that he would be receptive to any suggestion 
for negotiations aimed at scaling down the military powers on 
the island. 

In Athens, he discussed Cyprus only briefly, as the major 
concern was Greco-Turkish and United States-Greek relations. 
In Ankara the attention was taken by the forthcoming debates in 
the U.S. Congress; to that he (Mr. Derwinsky) had advised 
Ankara to ask Mr. Denktash to co-operate with the 
Secretary-General as the best way to convince Congress of 
Turkish Cypriot intentions. 

Throughout his trip, he had maintained a profile of 
cautious optimism with the press. He then added that 
Washington was prepared to support the Secretary-General in his 
initiative. President Kyprianou had said that the presence of 
the Secretary-General in Cyprus would be important to save Mr. 
Denktash's face. Mr. Denktash had argued similarly in favour 
of the Secretary-General going to Cyprus for exactly the 
opposite reasons. Other Greek Cypriot politicians, such as Mr. 
Lordos and Mr. Galanos, were convinced that this was the last 
chance for Cyprus. As for President Kyprianou's moves in 
international fora, Mr. Derwinsky had intimated to him that the 
Cyprus Government had enough paper victories and that adding 
more would not help. In Ankara he had had two meetings with 
Mr. Ulucevik and one with the Foreign Minister. They conveyed 
to him the impression that it was up to Denktash to take the 
final decision on Cyprus, but they concurred that Cyprus was a 
strain on Washington-Ankara relations. 

In summing up, Mr. Derwinsky concluded that the Greek 
Cypriots were indeed very nervous about the possibility of 
international recognition of the north and they were, in his 
words, "desperate to reach an agreement, with Varosha as an 
opening gesture," provided there was no recognition of the 
state in the north and that the approach would not lead to the 
Famagustization of Cyprus. 
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The Secretary-General outlined his present diplomatic 
efforts and said that he was in constant touch with Turkey to 
see, on one side, how the Varosha proposal could be improved 
and how "UDI could be frozen", while, on the other, how the 
problem of Cyprus could be deinternationalized. He made it 
clear that as Secretary-General, he was against the 
Famagustization of the Cyprus problem. If the reaction that he 
was expecting from Ankara were to be constructive, he would 
then try to bring the two leaders together for a high-level 
meeting which would start a new phase in the dialogue. 

Mr. Derwinsky, in reply to a question by the 
Secretary-General, said the bill on military assistance to 
Turkey would not be taken up soon as Congress would be occupied 
with Lebanon. He noted that June would be the latest a 
decision could be taken on that question. He added that 
Mr. Veniamin indicated an interest in a possible deal on 
Varosha and made it clear that his side would be ready to keep 
military personnel out of it. 

The Secretary-General then intimated that the Office of 
the Secretary-General had been dealing with the Cyprus question 
for some twenty years. He was now testing the good will of all 
concerned. He agreed this was an opportunity, but if the 
results were not forthcoming, he would have to make some 
dramatic decisions. One would be .to go to the Security Council 
and indicate that there was no political will and perhaps even 
underline which party was more reluctant. 

Mr. Derwinsky said the Secretary of State would be 
prepared to assist the Secretary-General in his present 
efforts, and he was convinced that the President himself could 
take up the matter personally with his counterparts. The whole 
United States Administration would back the Secretary-General 
in his initiative. 

Mr. Derwinsky then seemed to attribute some importance to 
Archbishop Iakovou's (New York) interpretation that President 
Kyprianou should be encouraged to co-operate with the 
Secretary-General. 

The Secretary-General said that, in his view, the Cyprus 
question should be kept separate from the Greco-Turkish complex 
if any solution were to be achieved. 

Mr. Sherry then outlined the most recent position of the 
Cyprus Government on UNDP asssistance to the Turkish Cypriots. 
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Present: The Secretary-General 
Mr. Brian Urquhart 

H.E. Dr. Richards. Ovinnikov, 
First Deputy Permanent 
Representative of the USSR 
to the United Nations 

Ambassador Ovinnikov said he now had instructions on 
Lebanon. He had already contacted the French Ambassador. 
The Soviet Union was ready to consider the establishment of 
a United Nations peace-keeping force in Beirut on the 
following conditions: 

(1) The withdrawal of all multinational forces; 

(2) The withdrawal of the naval forces of all 
contingents of the multinational force from Lebanese waters; 

(3) No renewal of any interference by these forces in 
Lebanese affairs. This includes shelling or aerial bombard
ment. 

If these conditions are agreed, the Security Council 
could consider setting up a United Nations peace-keeping 
force consisting of either forces or military observers. 
The United Nations peace-keeping force _Elust not interfere in 
any way in the internal a ffairs of Lebanon and should not 
t ake sides with or against any of the parties. It must have 
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the a reement of all Lebanese parties. As far as the 
guidelines- are concerned, ~the Securit Council should 
establish the strength and the duration of this force. It 
should be based on the military observers already in Beir~t 
and/or on UNIFIL. It should be financed, like UNFICYP, on a 
voluntary basis . It should operate in the Beirut area only. 
7 The Ambassador clarified that this did not include the 
ShoufJ 

Ambassador Ovinnikov said that the French Mission will 
now prepare a working documen~ which will include the Soviet 
conditions which. should be reflected in any Security Council 
resolution. Ambassador Ovinnikov was about to call on the 
President of the Security Council and would be briefing other 
members of the Security Council later on. The Secretary
General inquired what the Syrian position might be. 
Ambassador Ovinnikov was of the opinion that the Syrian 
position was probably surprisingly close to the Soviet 
position. In answer to the Secretary-General, 
Ambassador Ovinnikov confirmed that in no circumstances 
should the United Nations force be responsible for law a nd 
order. 
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NOTE ON A MEETING HELD AT UNITED NATIONS HEADQUARTERS 
on 10 February 1984 at 10:30 A.M. 

Present: 

Mr. Urquhart 

Mr. Aime 

Mr. Hutter 

Mr. Marc Bonnefous 
Director 
North Africa and Middle East Affairs 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Paris 

Mr. Jean-Fran9ois Thibault 
Counsellor 
Permanent Mission of France 

to the United Nations 

q 

Mr. Bonnefous said he had come to review with the Secretariat 
the analysis of his Government regarding a possible role of the 
United Nations in Lebanon. He referred to the return of the 
French infantry battalion to UNIFIL and emphasized that in his 
view that Force could be of great utility. 

Mr. Urquhart referred to the initiative which was being taken 
by the Permanent Representative of France in the Security Council. 
He noted that the Soviet Union was now referring in positive terms 
to some kind of United Nations operation in Beirut. The position 
of Syria remained unclear. However, the Syrian Foreign Minister 
had spoken to the Secretary-General in Casablanca about a possible 
role of the United Nations in the context of a withdrawal of the 
Multinational Force. The main difficulty now seemed to lie with 
the United States. He asked whether the United States had been in 
contact with the Soviet Union on this matter. 

Mr. Bonnefous replied in the negative. As far as the position 
of the Soviet Union was concerned, he noted that it had originally 
been dogmatic, opposing any United Nations involvement in what 
were considered the internal affairs of Lebanon. Now it was still 
negative but pragmatic. 

Mr. Urquhart said that the President of the Security Council 
had mentioned two Soviet conditions for a United Nations role, 
namely the withdrawal of the Multinational Force and of the Sixth 
Fleet. 

Mr. Bonnefous said as he understood the Soviet position, 
they wished no Multinational Force even on the ships. 

Mr. Urquhart said some of the parties had demanded that, if 
a United Nations operation were authorized, none of the Permanent 
Members of the Security Council should participate. 

Mr. Bonnefous said his Government could easily agree with 
that. 

• •• I 
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Mr. Urquhart then asked whether the Lebanese Government 
would be likely to request such an operation. 

Mr. Bonnefous replied that it might be necessary to press 
the Government a bit. 

Mr. Urquhart said that there might be some difficulty in 
defining a mandate for such an operation, and it would also be 
difficult to find the troops for it. He mentioned that several 
of the countries contributing troops to UNIFIL had stated that 
they would on no account be prepared to serve in Beirut. 

Mr. Bonnefous said that the first step would have to be a 
Security Council decision for a United Nations force or observers, 
the second a decision on the mandate and the third would be to 
decide on the participating countries. 

Mr. Urquhart said that the Secretariat was considering a 
mixed operation including infantry units as well as observers. 
Observers would obviously be easier to obtain and for this 
reason the Secretary-General would rather start with them. 
regard to the mandate, he said that an important task might 
to establish crossing points on the Green Line between East 
West Beirut: there was also the question of protecting the 
Palestinian refugee camps. 

With 
be 
and 

Mr. Bonnefous said that the latter was a very important 
point. He also mentioned the need to protect the airport, a 
task now carried out by the United States. As far as relations 
between the United Nations and the Government as well as the 
various factions were concerned, he thought it would be wise to 
have relations with all of the groups involved. 

Mr. Urquhart said that the Secretariat approached such an 
operation with some reluctance. It did not wish to be the 
instrument to humiliate anyone. He then asked what the position 
of Syria was now regarding President Gemayel. 

Mr. Bonnefous said that it seemed that Syria would prefer 
a new man, but this might be more a reflexion of the position 
of Mr. Jurnblatt than of Syria's own wishes. His personal opinion 
was that Syria would accommodate Mr. Gemayel. In any event, at 
the moment Mr. Berri was the master mind of the game in Beirut, 
although he faced difficulties in maintaining his leadership of 
the Shi'ites. 

Mr. Urquhart, referring to the situation in south Lebanon, 
said that the Secretariat had hoped that by April a substantial 
Israeli withdrawal could be worked out with security arrange
ments involving the Shi'ites, the Lebanese Army and UNIFIL. 

• • • I 
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Mr. Bonnefous said that Israel would prefer an arrangement 
with the Lebanese Army, but as the last days showed it was not 
capable to assume that task. Israel was not too hostile to a 
broadening of the UNIFIL mandate to include the task of protecting 
the refugee camps. 

Mr. Urquhart said the problem with protecting the camps 
was that it could not be done without controlling the area around 
them. This had been the difficulty with the 17 May Agreement, 
which had provided for an extremely limited United Nations role 
in this regard. 

Mr. Bonnefous said in his opinion Israel needed a quid pro 
quo to withdraw. This could be a compromise with Syria. 

Mr. Urquhart asked what channel, if any, existed between 
Israel and Syria. 

Mr. Bonnefous replied the channel between the two countries 
was the United States. He added that the views of the United 
States appeared not to be exactly the same as those of Israel, 
and for this reason the Syrian responses might not always reach 
Israel. Perhaps there was a need for another channel. 

Mr. Urquhart said that the two countries had requested 
General Stahl to act as a go-between on the question of prisoners 
of war. However, he felt uneasy with expanding this to broader 
questions unless the context was clearly defined and the policy 
outside was known. There was a need for agreement between the 
Permanent Members of the Security Council. He then asked what 
the appreciation was in Washington of the underlying importance 
of the Shi'ite revolution. 

Mr. Bonnefous said that in his opinion, this was not really 
understood in Washington. The basic assessment there of the 
situation in Lebanon was that it was a military confrontation 
between East and West. The French view was different. They 
viewed this .as a political struggle. He noted that the interests 
of the Shi'ites were not the same as those of Syria. They were 
becoming a majority in Lebanon, and the interest of a majority 
was usually the unity of the country. Syria, on the other hand, 
might be seeking partition. The Syrians were secretly convinced 
that the Shi'ites would become hostile to them in the long run. 
On another matter, he noted that his Syrian interlocutors in 
Damascus had shown themselves very interested in the domestic 
scene in the United States. They were envious of the Israeli 
influence in that country and wished to have the same. This 
seemed to be a question of prestige (he had noted the same interest 
on the part of Colonel Kaddafi). 

Mr. Urquhart invited Mr. Bonnefous to suggest to the 
Secretariat at any point what the Secretary-General might do to 
help. He obviously did not wish to rush in and contacts would 
be needed with all concerned. This would take time. 

• • • I 
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Mr. Bonnefous said that in his assessment, it would most 
likely take several weeks. The Sixth Fleet would not go away 
easily. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 
(PERMANENT REPRESENTA~IVE OF PAKIS~AN) 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
9 February 1984 at 17.15 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Virendra Dayal 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. S. Shah Nawaz, President of 
the Security council 

Mr. Khalid Mahmood, Deputy Permanent 
Representative of Pakistan to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Riaz Mohammad Khan, counsellor, 
Permanent Mission of Pakistan 

The President referred to his consultations with the 
members of the Council on the French call for United Nations 
involvement in Beirut. Although China had raised some 
questions, there seemed to be a majority in favour of taking 
action. The United States delegation was not represented at 
any senior level but appeared to be seeking instructions. 
The United States delegate had recalled that his Government had 
never opposed the dispatching of United Nations troops in the 
past. As for the Soviets, Ambassador ~royanovsky had asked for 
instructions from Moscow, but there appeared to be no position 
in principle. However, he appeared to be more inclined toward 
an observer group than toward a force. 

The Secretary-General noted that the fifty observers in 
Beirut could be used to enlarge the United Nations presence 
there. 

Mr. Dayal interjected that observers could, in certain 
circumstances, also be lightly armed, as in UNDOF. 

The President commented that in his view, during this 
process of consultations the Council should accept some basic 
premises: First was to accept the authority of the emayel 
Government. Second, if the USSR and Syria appeared to be on 
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board, it would be assumed that the Lebanese factions were not 
against the idea. Third, the terms of reference should include 
a call for a ceasefire, monitoring of it and establishment of 
crossing points on the green line. 

The Secretary-General was cautious about what Washington's 
position might be, and Mr. Dayal interjected that 
Ambassador Ovinnikov of the Soviet Union had indicated that 
there could be no "deal" as long as u.s. ships were shelling 
the mountains. 

The President recalled that the Ukrainian delegate had also 
raised the question of the U.S. ships. In his view, however, 
this matter could be addressed later as first the Council 
should look for a consensus among its members for the idea of a 
united Nations presence. He then added that he had been 
approached by the Italian Charge, who had informed him that his 
Government was determined to maintain a military presence 
around the Palestinian camps and to offer a unit for a possible 
United Nations force in Beirut. 

The Secretary-General added that his office was already 
working on contingency plans and regretted the absence from New 
York of any senior United States delegate. 

(In the conversation that ensued, it appeared that both 
the President and the Secretary-General had received the 
impression that the basic elements of a "deal" would be the 
abrogation of the 17 May agreement on one side, and the 
retainment of President Gemayel in his post as the head of a 
coalition government.) 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 
(PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF PAKISTAN) 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
8 February 1984 at 19.00 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. s. Shah Nawaz, President of 
the Security Council 

Mr. Khalid Mahmood, Deputy Permanent 
Representative of Pakistan to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Riaz Mohammad Khan, Counsellor, 
Permanent Mission of Pakistan 

The President reported to the Secretary-General on his 
contacts with the Lebanese, French and British Ambassadors on 
the situation in Lebanon. 

The Lebanese Permanent Representative had informed him 
that a situation of civil war now prevailed in his country and 
that President Gemayel was the only remaining link with 
constitutionality. His resignation, therefore, would not help 
in clarifying the situation. He was convinced that the 
opposition of Syria and the Soviet Union to United Nations 
involvement in Beirut was still adamant. 

The French Ambassador had subsequently asked him to 
undertake informal consultations with individual members of the 
Council for the purpose of sounding them out on the possibility 
of a United Nations force in Beirut. The task of that force 
should be that of safeguarding human life, supervising a 
ceasefire, restoring normalcy to Beirut and stability in 
Lebanon. He, the President, had warned that this was indeed a 
very ambitious mandate and that a ceasefire should first be 
achieved. If a call for a ceasefire were to be agreeable, a 
consensus would have to be sought on the composition of the 
force. Having already conferred with the United Kingdom on 
this matter, he had received their full co-operation. The 
French Ambassador had also indicated that in his view, the 
Soviets and the Syrians were more receptive to this idea. 
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The Secretary-General asked whether the French request was 
for a United Nations force or for United Nations observers. 

The President argued that observers would be better than 
nothing and that he felt that the Council should now go for 
that. 

The Secretary-General recalled that some conditions would 
have to be made for a United Nations involvement at the 
peacekeeping level, namely, a request by the Lebanese 
Government, an agreement by the contributing countries, and 
consent of the Security Council, appropriate terms of 
reference, and, last but not least, the co-operation of all 
parties. 

The President said he felt it now appropriate to proceed 
in the search for a consensus with the Council. If that was 
possible, the Secretary-General should be asked to explore the 
other matters later. For this option, he intended to consult 
with the Soviet and American delegates the next morning and, 
therefore, he would postpone until the afternoon the 
consultations of the whole. Having consulted the major powers, 
he planned to be in touch with the Secretary-General the 
following day. 

The Secretary-General warned that a matter of this nature 
might require a bit longer time to be properly explored, and he 
expressed scepticism at the possibility of reaching a concrete 
result in a short time. 

The President noted that the Secretary-General would have 
no option but to act as inaction could well be misunderstood. 
He further added that he personally favoured a United Nations 
force, as the dispatch of unarmed observers would be a 
liability. 

There followed a brief discussion on the possible 
composition of a United Nations force in Beirut, the 
implication of which was that the French contingent would 
probably not be appropriate. 
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NOTES ON A MEETING BETWEEN THE SECRETARY-GENERAL AND 
THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF INDIA, HELD ON WEDNESDAY, 
8 FEBRUARY 1984, AT . .3 .• 1.5. P .• M •. , . AT. HEADQUARTERS 

His Excellency 
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Present: The Secretary-General 

Mr. Virendra Dayal 
Mr. Natarajan Krishnan 
Permanent Representative of 

India to the United Nations 

Mr. Amitav Banerji 
First Secretary 
Permanent Mission of India 

to the United Nations 

Ambassador Krishnan informed the Secretary-General 
that Mrs. Gandhi had remained in touch with other leaders 
on ways of maintaining a dialogue on major world issues. 
Mr. Palme had suggested to her that the Heads of Government 
might consider appointing prominent political personalities 
to serve as their Personal Representatives in order to 
facilitate an on-going dialogue. Mr. Mengistu had proposed 
five-yearly summit meetings at the United Nations, while 
Mr. Illueca had also called upon leaders to meet at the 
United Nations. Mrs. Gandhi had replied to the latter in 
general terms. The Secretary-General commented that 
Mr. Reagan had also spoken of the value of periodic 
meetings with the USSR and the idea had much to comend it. 
The problem, at present, was the pervasive lack of trust; 
the Stockholm Conference could contribute to creating a 
more positive atmosphere. 

Ambassador Krishnan then asked regarding Southern 
Africa. The Secretary-General informed him of his recent 
contacts with Ambassador Figueiredo, adding that he hoped 
to meet Mr. Crocker and Ambassador von Schirnding shortly. 
There was a possibility of movement but, as usual, much 
depended on the real motives of South Africa. If the 
South Africans indeed withdraw from Angola and ended 
support to UNITA, African leaders would favour the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops and there would be no 
remaining pretext for postponing the implementation of 

I . .. 

(J) <.___ 



2 

resolution 435. Ambassador Krishnan agreed, assuring 
the Secretary-General that India would, within the 
non-aligned movement and in the Security Council, 
support his efforts. 

Turning to the Iran/Iraq war, the Secr~tary-General 
explained the nature of his recent suggestion to both parties 
on the framework of a possible mission by Mr. Cordovez. As 
regards Afghanistan, the Secretary-General indicated that 
Mr. Cordovez was planning to visit the area in April. 

On Cyprus, the Secretary-General indicated that he 
was seeking, from the Turkish side, an improved offer on 
Varosha and a freezing of UDI. By the same token, he 
hoped that the Greek side would desist from fruther 
"internationalizing" the subject. Ambassador Krishnan 
stated that President Kyprianou had given the non-aligned 
contact group a copy of his "framework". Mrs. Gandhi had 
asked President Kyprianou to reflect seriously before 
bringing the matter to the General Assembly again; she 
had stressed the need for quiet diplomacy. The Secretary
General then recounted briefly his meeting with General 
Evren in Casablanca. He added that it would help if the 
Greek side did not press for measures against Turkey in 
the US Congress. 

On the question of the Middle East, the Secretary
General referred to his conversation with Mr. Arafat in 
Casablanca. The possibilities of a Council role in 
Lebanon were then discussed in general terms. 

Ambassador Krishnan stated that the Information 
Ministers of the Non-Aligned Movement, meeting recently 
in Jakarta, had come out in support of UNESCO and the 
principle of universality in its membership. The 
Secretary-General informed the Ambassador of h-rs-letter 
to Mr. Shultz in this connexion. 

Turning to the Independent Commission on the 
Environment, Ambassador Krishnan stated that India 
strongly supported the candidature of Judge Nagendra 
Singh. He mentioned that the Chairman and Vice-Chairman 
were open to the idea which, he hoped, would also have 
the Secretary-General's support. He added, in this 
connexion, that an Indian national was also being 
mentioned for a post in the Secretariat of the Commission. 
While of course India would be happy if its national were 
considered appropriate for the Secretariat post, he wished 
to emphasize that India was "not running two horses" - the 
Government was interested, essentially, in Judge Nagendra 
Singh serving as a member of the Commission. 

endra Dayal 
February 1984 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY- GENERAL ' S MEETING WITH MR . MOSTAFA K. TOLBA 

held at He adquarters on 8 February 1983 at 11 : 30 hours 

Present : The Secretary- General 

Mr. Alvaro de Soto 

H.E. Mr. Mostafa K. Tolba, 
Under-Se cr e tary-General, 
Executive Director, UNEP 

Mr . Tolba said tha t there h a d been some reaction to the 

Sec re t ar y-General ' s dec is ion not to s elec t Mr . Sengho r a s 

Vice-Chairman of the Commission on the Environmental Perspective to 

the Year 2000, but that this would be ironed out. The Chairman and 

the Vice-Chairman were now both in New York. He was still pushing 

the donors for the money to finance the Commission. The money was 

coming in and as soon as the Commission had established the rules he 

would turn it over to the Chairman and Vice~Chairman. 

Referring to the meeting of the Chairman and Vice-Chairman with 

the Secretary-General on the following day, Mr. Tolba said that he 

did not want the Commission to be binding upon the UN or UNEP and he 

was the re f o re keeping his distance from it • The Chairman, 

Mrs. Brunt l and, was a very str o ng-willed person and she could be 

Prime Mini s t e r once ag a in any day. · She was determined to insure the 

independe nce of the Commission. 
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Mr. Tolba then referred to the new headquarters which wa ~ ~ be 

established in Nairobi and inaugurated on 29 of May. Since t t 

Secretary-General was scheduled to attend the Conakry Meeting the 

OAU shortly after that date anyway, there should be no prob l t 

his inaugurating the meeting. He proposed that certain Head s 0 f 

State be especially asked to come to the inauguration. He mentioned 

three from Africa: Botswana, Zimbabwe and one for West Africa, 

perhaps President Diouf of Senegal; the Presidents of Egypt and the 

Sudan will have gone to Nairobi on official visits shortly before so 

they will be unlikely to return but perhaps King Hassan of Morocco, 

from Latin America he had in mind President Betancur of Colombia, 

from Asia President Zia-Ul-Haque of Pakistan, and from Western 

Europe the Chancellor of Austria as Head of Government of the Vienna 

office of the United Nations, regarding someone from Eastern Europe 

he intends to ask the Soviet Union for advice. The invitation would 

be issued by the Secretary-General's office and it would be followed 

by a letter from President Moi of Kenya welcoming them. The latter 

would accept any name. After the Secretary-General's telex a letter 

should follow. 

He then mentioned to the Secretary-General that he intended to 

reiterate his invitation for the ACC to meet in Nairobi in the 

spr i ng of 1985. 

d~~ 
Alvaro de Soto/1 
17 February 1984 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE DEPUTY PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
8 February 1984 at 11.00 hrs. 

Present: 

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

H.E. Mr. John w. D. Margetson, C.M.G., 
Deputy Permanent Representative of the 
United Kingdom to the United Nations 

The Hon. David Alwyn Gore-Booth, 
Counsellor and Head of Chancery 

The Ambassador informed the Secretary-General that the 
Foreign Secretary would shortly make a statement in London 
about the redeployment of the British contingent of the 
Multinational Force aboard a British vessel. The Foreign 
Secretary would also say that his Government was in contact 
with the other members of the Multinational Force and with the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations. He said his 
Government was prepared to help the Secretary-General in 
whatever initiative he wished to take with regard to the Middle 
East. 

In reply to a question on whether he had any knowledge of 
contact between the United States and the USSR on Lebanon, the 
Ambassador replied in the negative. He did not see that such a 
contact was possible at this point in time, in view of the 
mental attitude prevailing in Washington. 

The Secretary-General said that during his meeting with 
Ambassador Troyanovsky the previous day, the Soviet delegate 
had been non-committal with regard to a possible redeployment 
of United Nations observers. 

Mr. i~~~toadded that the Syrians had informed the United 
Nations that, in their view, there should first be a withdrawal 
of the Multinational Force; second, an abrogation of the 17 May 
agreement; and third, a new Lebanese government of national 
unity. 
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The Ambassador then touched upon the Falklands-Malvinas 
issue and on the confidential move made by his Government on 
20 January suggesting to President Alfonsin that talks on 
improvement of bilateral relations be undertaken on a specific 
agenda, which would not include the issue of sovereignty. 
Despite President Alfonsin's public position on this question, 
London was still awaiting a more confidential and complete 
reply from Buenos Aires. 

The Secretary-General wondered whether in order to improve 
the chances of such an initiative, the British authorities 
might consider the idea of having no agenda at all. 

The Ambassador, while considering this suggestion quite 
constructive, added that London wished to make it clear that 
the issue of sovereignty should not come up in such a disussion. 

Mr. de Soto interjected that it would be difficult for 
Argentina to agree in advance to the exclusion of any item. 

The Ambassador stressed that he was not talking about an 
agenda tor negotiations but, rather, of a confidential 
discussion on the way to improve relations between the two 
countries. The exchange of messages which had taken place 
between London and Buenos Aires at the time of the election of 
Alfonsin was an opportunity not to be lost. 

On Cyprus, the Ambassador repeated London's support of the 
Secretary-General's efforts and noted that, technically, London 
was prepared to undertake talks within the framework of the 
treaty of guarantee but that Athens was unwilling to go ahead 
with it. London was, therefore, fully behind the 
Secretary-General's diplomacy. He asked whether the 
Secretary-General intended to appoint a successor to Mr. Gobbi. 

The Secretary-General intimated that he did not intend to 
retain Mr. Gobbi for too long and that perhaps in a month's 
time he would appoint a successor. For the time being, 
Mr. Helger was the perfect man on the spot, in view of h is 
special qualities. He referred to his meeting in Casablanca 
with President Evren and to his present discussions within the 
framework of a scenario which would lead to a freezing of UDI, 
an improvement of the Varosha proposal, and a more flexible 
position by the Greeks and Greek Cypriots on the question of 
internationalization. He was ready to go to the area to 
concretize the scenario and to hold a summit meeting, which 
might, in turn, lead to a continuation of the intercommunal 
talks. The Turkish reaction was slow to come, and he was 
doubtful that Athens would be particularly forthcoming when 
approached. As for the timing, he was thinking about March. 
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The Ambassador then reiterated his Government's support 
for a British candidate to replace Mr. Ry dbeck as Commissioner 
General of UNRWA: the present Ambassador of the United Kingdom 
to Baghdad. London also strongly supported the candidature of 
Mr. Iglesias as the new Secretary-General of UNCTAD. Such a 
decision would be particularly helpful in modifying the present 
United States attitude vis-a-vis United Nations organs. 

The Secretary-General said that his decision on UNCTAD was 
linked to that of UNIDO and that if the Africans and Latin 
Americans were agreeable, he would indeed appoint Mr. Iglesias 
as head of UNCTAD and Mr. Adedeji as head of UNIDO. 

- - ------ -
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OF 
SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
7 February 1984 at 17.10 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Virendra Dayal 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. Oleg Aleksandrovich Troyanovsky 
Permanent Representative of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics to the 
United Nations 

H.E. Dr. Richard Sergeyevich Ovinnikov 
First Deputy Permanent Representative 
of the USSR to the United Nations 

The Secretary-General summed up his impression of his latest 
trip to Western Africa and hinted at practical action which was 
needed if more effective assistance to those countries were to be 
delivered. Mr. Ripert had been on a tour of possible donor 
countries and planned to go also to some Eastern European countries 
for the same purpose. 

(There was a brief exchange on the recent developments in 
Southern Africa. The Secretary-General indicated that he would 
receive Mr. Chester Crocker on Thursday, and Ambassador Troyanovsky 
expressed scepticism at the real intentions of the Pretoria 
authorities. He shared the Secretary-General's view that the 
African countries, unfortunately, tended to forget the United 
Nationp umbrella when things seemed to be proceeding well. He had 
himself urged the Ambassador of Angola to be more coherent in this 
regard.) 

The Secretary-General then referred to the situation in Iran 
and Iraq and to the recent letters he had received from the Iranian 
authorities. He had approached both countries and suggested the 
idea of a combined mission, that is, a United Nations mission which 
would look into the civilian damages as requested by Iran, as well 
as discuss the over-all political situation, as requested by Iraq. 
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Furthermore, the presence in the area of a United Nations mission 
could be used as a deterent. If this approach were to prove 
unacceptable, Mr. Cordovez, as head of the United Nations mission, 
could go to the area within the framework of the letters sent by 
Foreign Minister Velayati to the Secretary-General on 4 February. 
If the mission were to be constructive, Mr. Palme could then be 
asked to proceed to the area later. He paid tribute to the 
co-operative attitude of Ambassador Rajaie-Khorassani, and noted 
that for the Iranian authorities, the Secretary-General was still a 
credible channel. He recalled that in September 1983 he had 
presented to the parties, in confidence, a seven-point agenda for 
discussion, which the Iraqis had acepted and which the Iranians had 
not yet formally rejected. He felt that the request for a 
fact-finding mission by Iran should be taken advantage of. 

The Ambassador thanked the Secretary-General for his briefing 
and said that the purpose of his visit was to inform him of the 
Soviet position with regard to the letter the Secretary-General had 
sent to the President of the Security Council on the international 
peace conference on the Middle East. Moscow was, of course, in 
favour of such a conference; and the purpose of the consultations 
between the Secretary-General and the Security Council was to find 
out the positions of the different members and what practical steps 
could be taken to bring about the conference. Moscow had 
reservations about the composition of such a conference, as 
suggested by the Secretary-General, and he felt the time was not 
appropriate to discuss this matter. The composition should be left 
in abeyance, at least until the practical possibility of convening 
the conference became more realistic. All in all, Moscow felt the 
idea of the conference should be kept alive; even the United States 
letter, while regretting steps in the direction of convening the 
conference, was not suggesting that Washington would object to 
moves by the Secretary-General in that direction. It was hoped 
that during the consultations, the position of the United States 
would leave a door open. 

The Secretary-General explained that his letter was drafted as 
a way of proceeding gradually with implementation of the General 
Assembly resolution. The purpose of his letter was not that of 
suggesting any practical way of implementing the resolution but, 
rather, of stimulating a process of debate and consultation on the 
issue with the members of the Council. He assured the Ambassador 
that in his report to the Assembly, he would not close the door to 
the idea of a conference. 

The Ambassador noted that Moscow wanted to be helpful to the 
Secretary-General in this regard, but the objection was really only 
with regard to the participants. He repeated that at this time, 
Moscow did not feel this issue should be debated. 



-3-

The Secretary-General then touched upon the situation in the 
Middle East and hinted at possible moves by the French Government 
aimed at bringing the matter before the Security Council. 

The Ambassador expressed scepticism at the ability of the 
Council to be effective at this moment in time beyond a renewed 
call for a ceasefire. 

Mr. Dayal enquired whether there had been consultations 
between Paris and Moscow on a possible new role for the United 
Nations in Lebanon. 

The Ambassador confirmed that indeed this was the case, but 
the contacts had not been very recent. Moscow was careful in 
involving the United Nations at this point, as the United Nations 
image could be hurt. Moscow's attitude, therefore, was dictated by 
its concern for protecting the real role of the United Nations. 

In reply to a question by the Secretary-General on the 
possible use of United Nations observers, the Ambassador recalled 
that the French had raised in Moscow the possibility of using 
United Nations observers for protecting refugee camps. Moscow's 
attitude in this regard had been non-committal. 

The Secretary-General recalled that no United Nations 
involvement was possible in Lebanon without a request from the 
Lebanese Government. 

The Ambassador said that it would also be important to know 
the position of the different factions and noted that, in his view, 
Washington had made two major political mistakes in Lebanon, 
namely, forcing the 17 May agreement and getting involved in the 
actual fighting. 

Before leaving, the Ambassador reminded the Secretary-General 
of his Government's wish to have a Soviet national appointed at the 
Assistant Secretary-General level. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE CHARGE OF THE DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
7 February 1984 at 15.40 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

Mr. Li In Ho, Charge d'Affaires of 
the Permanent Observer Mission of the 
Democratic People's Republic of Korea 

One Aide 

The Charge conveyed to the Secretary-General the attached 
letter from his Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Minister and 
explained that he had been instructed to do so even earlier but 
could not as the Secretary-General was on a trip of Western 
African countries. 

The Secretary-General carefully read the letter and 
expressed gratification at the information passed on to him by 
the Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. 
He indicated that it was his intention to reply to the 
authorities in Pyongyang before his departure on 14 February. 

The Charge said that the people of North Korea and his 
Government were most grateful for the efforts of the 
Secretary-General, and they were hopeful that the 
Secretary-General could be of assistance in the future. He 
added, "You know what I mean." 

I 
I 
I 

J 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

held at United Nations Headquarters on 
6 February 1984 at 12.00 hrs. 

Present: 

The Secretary-General 
Mr. James Sutterlin 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.E. Mr. S. Shah Nawaz, President of 
the Security Council 

Mr. Khalid Mahmood, Deputy Permanent 
Representative of Pakistan to the 
United Nations 

Mr. Riaz Mohammad Khan, Counsellor, 
Permanent Mission of Pakistan 

The Secretary-General handed Ambassador Shah Nawaz copies 
of the three letters he had received the previous day from the 
Iranian authorities and underlined the request of the Iranian 
Foreign Minister for a United Nations fact-finding mission to 
visit both countries. As a follow-up to those letters, he had 
already been in touch with the Iraqi Ambassador and appealed 
for restraint. He had also asked to explore Baghdad's position 
in this regard. The request of the Iranian Foreign Minister 
represented an excellent opportunity for a United Nations 
mission to go to the area for the purpose of discussing both 
the situation in the areas affected by the war, as well as the 
issue as a whole. If such a mission were to be fruitful, it 
could be followed up by another trip by Mr. Palme. He felt 
that this was a further proof that the authorities in Teheran 
still had confidence in the Secretary-General. Such confidence 
should be banked on. 

Ambassador Shah Nawaz noted that, bearing in mind the 
position of the two sides with regard to the Security Council, 
it was better to let the Secretary-General operate without 
interjecting the Council. He felt that the dispatching of a 
United Nations mission was becoming, at this point, more and 
more crucial. 
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The Secretary-General agreed with those comments and said 
that he was hoping Ambassador Rajaie would bring back useful 
information following his discussions in Teheran. If that were 
the case, Mr. Cordovez could then be sent to the area to start 
with, within the framework of the letters. 

Ambassador Shah Nawaz then clarified that he would wait 
for the Iraqi reply to the Secretary-General and hoped to be 
informed about it before taking any action within the context 
of the Security Council. He expressed concern at the fact that 
the Secretary-General might soon leave New York again, but was 
reassured by the Secretary-General that should an emergency 
arise, he would be able to cancel his travel programme. 

Ambassador Shah Na waz then touched upon the 
Secretary-General's letter to the President of the Council 
pertaining to the international peace conference on the Middle 
East. Some had raised objections to the list of participants 
at such a conference as suggested in the letter. 
He particularly referred to a Soviet comment which, as he 
specified later, had been made in an unofficial context, to the 
effect that the membership of the Council was changing on a 
yearly basis and that at times countries that had no direct 
interest in the matter were included, while others who had a 
continuous interest might never be included. 

The Secretary-General noted that what he had in mind in 
sending that letter was to limit the framework of the 
Conference to that of the Security Council. The Council could, 
for instance, divide itself into working groups, within the 
context of which countries whose names were not mentioned in 
the letter, as, for instance, Saudi Arabia, could join. He 
made clear, however, that a report to the General Assembly 
would not close the door to the idea of a conference as such. 

Ambassador Shah Nawaz noted that other countries were 
discussing the interpretation given by the Secretary-General to 
the resolution and more specifically, the fact that the 
Secretary-General seemed to have given the Security Council a 
de facto veto power over the General Assembly. 

The Secretary-General stressed that his letter was meant 
to be the beginning of a consultative process and that he was 
prepared to receive constructive ideas by the members of the 
Council. Specifically, with regard to participation, members 
of the Council could suggest other options. 



-3-

Following a brief exchange, Ambassador Shah Nawaz agreed, 
upon the recommendation of the Secretary-General, to proceed 
with individual consultations on the matter and to report on 
their individual reactions. He then asked if the 
Secretary-General could clarify that a positive response to the 
call for an international c onference would be interpreted as 
acceptance of the Secretary-General's letter in all its 
aspects. 

The Secretary-General said that this was not the case a nd 
that the reaction of the different members of the Council could 
be on different aspects of the letter and this would be in 
perfect line with the consultative process he had in mind. 

Mr. Sutterlin interjected that if the trend emerging from 
the different replies were to be ambiguous, the report of the 
Secretary-General to the Assembly would leave open all options, 
including the possibility of convening the conference itself at 
a later stage. 

Ambassador Shah Nawaz then turned to the question of the 
follow-up of the Secretary-General's report and expressed his 
desire to bring the five new members into the picture. 

The Secretary-General said that he thought discussions 
should now focus on procedural matters so as to obtain some 
practical results. 

Mr. Sutterlin added that such an approach would, in 
itself, provide guidance for the discussions of the Council 
over the next few months. He ventured to suggest the setting 
up of an ad hoc committee to look into the procedure of the 
Council, although he warned against defining it as a "committee 
of experts", as this might not be favoured by some. 

Ambassador Shah Nawaz seemed to prefer a less ambitious 
approach and wondered what was the status of the "Gauci Note", 
as this could be brought before the Council to give the five 
new members the opportunity to comment. In his view, this was 
the least that could be pursued if there was no chance to 
prepare a new compendium of the views of the members on the 
issue. He seemed to be very much in favour of the five-point 
agenda suggested by the United Kingdom delegate. 

Mr. Sutterlin explained that, in fact, the Gauci Note 
contained those five points and that, in his view, it would be 
most difficult to secure a joint position or to prepare a new 
compendium. In reply to a question by the Ambassador, he added 
that the "information paper" needed to be worked on by the 
Secretariat as there were technical problems which did not make 
its implementation easy. He added that the Secretary-General 
would probably be in touch with the Security Council on this 
matter at a later stage. 

___ __ j 
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Ambassador Shah Nawaz then agreed to hold informal 
consultations of the whole on th ~au i Note on 9 Februa ry in 
order to provide the opportunity to the five new members to 
comment . 

The Secretary-Genera l briefly commented on the situa tion 
in Lebanon and, in reply to a question by Ambassador Shah 
Nawaz, referred to p si ')le, but yet unconfirmed indications, 
tha t either Syria or the Soviet Union might take a slightly 
different position on the questi on oE redeploying U~IFIL in 
Lebanon or increasing the numbe r of 0GB in B _irut . 

Again in reply to a question by Ambassador Shah Nawaz , the 
Secretary-General referred to his meeting with President Zia in 
Casablanca and to the general idea that Mr. Cordovez wou ld 
trave l to the area (Kabul, Islamabad , Tehe ran) in late 
March -early April. However , the matter ne ded further 
preparation. He suggested the Ambassador mee t with him again 
on this matter before his departure for Easter~ Europe. 

The Ambassador expressed grati tude for this suggestion and 
briefly referred to the active role layed by his country in 
bringing Egypt back i_n t th I s la,nic C nf ere ce. 
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NOTES ON THE SECRETARY-GENERAL'S MEETING WITH 
THE CROWN PRINCE OF JORDAN 

held in Casablanca, Morocco 
on 16 January 1984 at 22.00 hrs. 
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The Secretary-General 
Mr. Alvaro De Soto 
Mr. Giandomenico Picco 

H.R.H. Crown Prince Hassan of Jordan 
H.E. Mr. Mudar Badran, Prime Minister 

of Jordan 
Two aides 

The Secretary-General recalled that he had written a letter to 
the President of the Security Council with regard to the convening 
of an international conference on Palestine. He would be awaiting 
the response of the Council and then would report to the Assembly by 
15 March. The Security Council provided the best possible framework 
for negotiating a solution to the Middle East problem, particularly 
if flexibility were shown by the members of the Council in tackling 
the issue point by point through different working groups. The 
advantages of such an approach were evident, particularly in respect 
of the procedure. With regard to Lebanon, the Israeli withdrawal 
from that country was essential if amelioration of the situation in 
the country were to come about. An Israeli withdrawal would make it 
possible for all the Arab nations to bring about a Syrian withdrawal 
as well. The question of the multinational force was another 
matter, although the withdrawal of that force appeared to be another 
requirement for a solution of the Lebanese crisis. The Lebanese 
Government might feel, however, that it would be premature at this 
time to ask the Multinational Force to leave. He was prepared to 
consider a redeloyment of UNIFIL and an enlargement of 0GB. 
However, any movement in Lebanon would require some sort of dialogue 
between the United States and the USSR. He had encouraged Secretary 
Shultz to discuss the Middle East quetion with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko in Stockholm. 

The Crown Prince agreed that an understanding between the 
superpowers was indispensable if some sort of guarantees were to be 
given to Lebanon. He expressed scepticism about the Rumsfeld 
mission and particularly about his modus operandi. Mr. Rumsfeld had 
been in touch with a number of Lebanese who had no official status. 
This had projected the wrong impression in many quarters. 
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The Secretary-General felt that Washington was expecting a lot 
from Mr. Rumsfeld's mission. The United States, of course, at this 
point in time was not rejecting at all a United Nations involvement 
in Lebanon and Foreign Minister Khaddam of Syria had appeared to be 
more flexible on this matter during their meeting a few hours 
earlier in Casablanca. 

The Crown Prince added that indeed if the troop contributors to 
a United Nations force were to be chosen on a wider basis, things 
might become easier. He specifically mentioned the Yugoslavs and 
the Indians in this context. However, the developments in Lebanon 
were directly linked to the ability of the Lebanese Army to stand on 
its own feet and to the dissolution of the militias which were 
linked either to Israel or Syria. He noted the connection between 
the Secretary-General's report and the Palestinian Conference, 
namely, 15 March, and the scheduled Arab summit meeting, end of 
March. He then reiterated his country's concern about the path 
chosen by the United States and intimated that Jordan had several 
times mentioned to Washington that their approach to the Middle East 
problem was not successful and that insisting on the same modus 
operandi would only "destroy others". 

The Crown Prince then referred to the situation in the West 
Bank and to the need for the three United Nations programmes 
involved in assisting the Palestinians to get together and to 
elaborate a joint strategy for their programmes in the West Bank 
under the leadership of UNDP. UNDP should also start a study of the 
situation. Those matters should be looked into before Mr. Morse met 
with Secretary Shultz in February. Jordan wanted to be closely 
involved in the programme of assistance to the West Bank. He was 
very concerned by Israel's attempt to create an international 
framework for assistance to the Palestinians, with the funds being 
channeled through the Tel Aviv authorities. He felt that this 
should be avoided. He then asked whether the Secretary-General 
would consider moving the Headquarters of UNRWA from Vienna to 
Amman. Such a move would indeed be favoured by the Jordanian 
Government. 

The Secretary-General agreed that Vienna was too far away to 
serve as UNRWA's headquarters. 

The Crown Prince then touched upon the Middle East problem in 
general and said the Egyptians had spoken to him about the idea of 
"a basket of resolutions from 242 to Camp David" from which a new 
approach could be devised. 

The Secretary-General remarked that Foreign Minister Cheysson 
had mentioned the same approach a few days ago. 

The Crown Prince emphasized that before such an approach were 
pursued, one should secure a United States interest in it. 
Unfortunately, as the United States policy on the Middle East was 
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"lethargic", others would have to stimulate the imagination of the 
United States. Chairman Arafat himself had become too cautious, and 
he hoped that in his forthcoming contact with the Jordanian 
authorities, the Chairman would come forward with new proposals. 
The present parliament in Amman was "the last hope". 

The Secretary-General then asked the Crown Prince to comment on 
the situation in the West Bank with particular reference to the 
financial difficulties experienced by the Israeli Government. 

The Crown Prince noted that because of this, Israel was now 
searching for assistance from international sources. However, 
despite these alleged difficulties, there were no indications on the 
ground that a slowdown in the settlement policy was being pursued. 
In fact, he felt that the next step would be Israeli 
industrialization in that area. This would be coupled with a 
consolidation of the juridical position of the settlers. He 
recalled that many settlements were not yet fully inhabited. 
Touching again upon the United States position, the Crown Prince 
regretted that Mr. Rumsfeld's mandate had been very limited in 
nature but added that "we, the Arabs, have lost hope in Secretary 
Shultz". Washington's policy was, in fact, proving that it was 
becoming easier for the Arabs to talk to Israel then to talk to 
Washington. 

The Secretary-General again noted that the potentialities of 
the United Nations could be exploited starting first with Lebanon. 


