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Text of President’s Address at U.N.

UNITED NATIONS, Sept. 26 (AP)

— Following is the text of President .

-Reagan’s speech as delivered to the
38th session of the United Nations
General Assembly today:

Thank you for granting me the
honor of spe: today, on this first
day of general del
sion of the General Assembly: Once
again I come before thig Yody préo
cupied with peace, Last year I stood
in this chamber to address the Special
Session on Disarmament. I
come today to renew my nation’s
commitment to peace. I have come to
discuss how we can keep faith with
theidreams that created this organi-
zation, .

The United Nations was foinded in
the aftermath of World War I ta pro-

tect future generations from' the’

scourge of war, to promota political
selt-determination and globaf pros-
perity and to st; en the bonds of
civility among nations. The founders
sought to replace a world at war with
a world of civilized order, Theoblmed
that a world of relentless ict
ve way to a new erg, one

where freedom from violence’ pre«
i halléiiges the worid was
atever c] s the world wa:
bound to face; ﬂ'fgn ders intended

this body to stand for 'ceb‘r@n values, .

even if they coyld not: be enforced,
i, violence, even if it

Sod. This bydy wasta
speak with the volce of moral author
ity. That was t9 be its greatést power:

The Evidesice on Viglence:

But the awful truth is that the use of
violence for political gain has become
more, not less; widespread in the last

entd of it weeks haye

decade. Events of recent we
new, c evidence

of brutal disrégard for life and truth.
They have ot?eréd | testi-
mony on how divided and dangerous
our world is; hgw quick the recourse
O iont s Bappeied to the dreas

at has ehed to the dreams
olmsU.I;.’ingpnﬁenez Ny th' it

at has atl 0 the. s
which created ;l?epg.N.? ®

The answer ig clear: Governments
got in the way of the dreams of the
people. Dreams: became issues of
East versug: West, Hopes became-
political rheforic. Progress became a
search for power and domination.
Somewhere the trith was lost that
geople don’t make war, governments

0. PR

Aud today i%a.um, Africa, Latin
America, Middle East and the.

ity .of the peoples

an%:r the peace of
eal ever more

i
arenas of copfrontation between the
great powers: During the past year
alone, violent conflicts have
in the hill§ around Beirut, the deserts
of Chad and the

~ - sirdets: of. Surinams
count;

me;; the: citles.
idg of Afghanistan, the bor-
ders of Kainpuchea and the battle-

fieids of Iran. ﬂg{tm@
Wi elng

count on the nstinct for
orofect us against war,
8 wasted lives and he

hices, it hag remained a
orribly ostly, meana by
3 hav;s sought to set'tle

ions — nucledr weapons, A nuclear
war cannot and must never be
fought. I belleve that if governments

are determined td deter and prevent
war, there will not be war. Nothing {s
more in keeping with the spirit of the
U.N. Charter than arms control,

When I spoke befors the Second
S})ecial Sessfon on Disarmament, I
affirmed the United States Govern.
ment’s commitment and my personal
commitment to reduce miclear arms

of war.

and to neg;niats in good faith toward
that end. 8

Today I reaffirm those commit-
rents. The United States has already
reduced the number of its nuclear
weapons worldwide and, whila re-
placement: of older weapons s un.
avoidable, we wish to negotiate arms
reductions and to achieve significant,
equitable, veriffable arms contro}
agreéments, And let me add, we must
insure tHat world security {3 not un-
dermined by the further spread of nu-

*clear weapons, Nuclear nonprolifera.

“tion must not be the
went of the
agenda,

forgotten ele.
world’s arms contro]
-

‘A Propitious Moment

At thie time of my last visit here, |
expressed hopa that a whole class of
‘weapons systems - the long g

of course, rét;in

Europe. We would, .
th: right to deploy missiles elses
W d

ere,
9Second, the United States is pre.
pared to be more flexible on the con.
tent of the current talks. The United
States will consider mutually a i

abla ways to address the et desi
that an agreement should limit
craft as well ag missiles,

dress the mix of missiles tha
result from reductions, It the conty
of reductions to equal levels, we &
prepared to reduce the number,
Pershing 2 ballistic missileg wsl wel]
ag ground-launched cruise missi| eg,
Allfes Consulted in Advagce : i
1 have decided to put forward thése
Important initiatives aften;m full and

LN.F, missileg - could ba bannéd
from the face of the earth, I belleve

peoples uropg and Asia, the
- tré was ripe, for the first time in his.
tory, to resolve a security threat ex.
- clysively arms controt, I'still
* belleve the elimination of these weap-
ons — the zero option — {8 the best,
fairest, most gmctical solution to this
problem, Unfortunately, the Soviet
Union declined to accept the total
elimination of this class of weapons,
When I was here last, I hoped that

th

our
allies, including personal correspond:
ence I have ha\f:mh the leaders of
the NATO governments and Jaj
and frequent meetings of the NATG
Special Consultative Group. I have
alsd stayed in close touch with othe;
deoncemed friends axgdi allies, I‘ﬁ
loor t0 an agreement is open.
gme fo{tthe Soviet Union to waé
by

i,

1 want to make an unequivoal
“pledge to those gathered today in this
world arena. The United States seeks
and will accept any equitable, veriffa-

itical Strategic Arms
Talks would focus, and urgently so,
on those systems that carry the great-
est risk of nuclear war — the fast.
flying, accurate, intercontinental
ballistic missiles, which pose a first.
strike potential. I also hoped the ne-
a:mations,cwld reduce by one half
@ number of strategic missiles on
each side and reduce their warheads
by one third. Agaln, I was disap.
pointed when the Soviets declined to
consider such deep cuts and refused
ag well to concentrate on these most
dangerous destabilizing weapons.
U.S, till Committed
Despite the rebuffs, the United
Stateg has not abandoned and will not
abandon the search for me:
arms control, agreemeents. Last
June, I proposed a new approach to-
- ward the Start negotiations, We did
not alter our objective of substantial
reductions, but' we recognized that
there are a varfety of ways to achieve
s end. During the last round of

Geneva &a.lkx, we presented a draft

treaty which res) led to 8 number
of concerns ra by the Soviet
Unlon, We will continus to build upon
this initiative, .

Similarly, in our negotiations on in-
térmediate-range nuclear forces,
when the Soviet leaders adamantly
refused to consider the total elimina.
tion of these weapons, the United
States made a new offer. Wa pro.
posed, as an interim solution, some

‘equal number on both sides pen
zero and 572, Wa recommended the
lowest possible level,

Oncg again, the Soviets réfused an
uitabid_ solution and proj in-
stead what might be called & “half
zero option’” — zero for us many
hundreds of warheads for them. That-
i3 where things stand today, but I still
have not ﬁ;ven up hope that the Soviet
Union will enter {nto serfous negotia.
tions. N
Arms Control Initiatives

W are determiried to spara no ef-
fort to achieve a sound, equitable and
verifiable agreement. For this. rea.
son, I have given new Instructions to
Ambassador Nitze in Geneva, telling
him to put forward a package of steps
designed to advance the negotfations
as rapidly as possible, These initia.
tives build on &:e interim framework
the United States advanced last
March and address concerns that the
Sgviets have raised at the bargaining
table in the past. Specifically:

9First, the United States Fro ses
anew initiative on global limits. I the
Soviet Union ag{gea to redyctions and
limits on a global basis, the United
States for its part, will riot offget tha
entire Soviet global missile deplo{-
ment through U.S. deployments in

ble that stabilizes forces
at lower levels than currently ext,
We are ready to be flexible in our
proach, {ndeed, willing to  comp
mise, We cannot, however, especially
in lght of recent events, comprom(
&n he necessity of effective verifi
on, o g
Reactions to the Korean. airliney
tragedy are a timely reminder of jist
‘how different tha Soviets’ concept
truth and international cooperation {s
{rom that of the rest of the world, Evi-
dénce abounds that we cannot simpég
assume that agreements negotiaf
with the Soviet Union will be
We negotiated the Helsinki Final Agt,
but the promiged freeds

P

&3

loms have
provided, and those in the Sqviet
Union who t to monitor their f
fillment 1 sh in prison, We
gotiated a Biological Weapons Con.
vention, but deadX}r ellow rain and
other toxic agents fall on Hmong vil
lages and Afghan encampments, We
have negotiated arms agreements,
but the high level of Saviet en
hides the informiation needed for th
verification, A ‘newly discovered
radar facility and a new ICBM raise
serious concerns about Soviet compli-
a?;;; with agreements already negoti-
ated, o

E3

PE

AppealtoMoscow -
Peace cannot be served by pseudo
armg control. We need reliable, reci
rocal luctiong. E call upon
nion today to reduce the
pec?y on the world i the
past few weeks and to show a fi
commitnient to peace by cominy

the bargain; n? table with a new -
dexsta.nsmg of its obligations. I urge
e

it to match our flexibility, If
ets sit down at the bargaining table
seel enuing arms reductions,
there will bs arms reductions. The
governments of the West and their
?eoplp will not be diverted by misin-

formation and threats. The time has
veome for the Sovief Union to show
proof that it wants arms control in re-
ality, not just in rhetoric.

Meanir arms control agree-
ments between the US. and the
Soviet Union would make our world

*less dangerous; so would a number of
conﬁdence-buildjxﬁlsteps we have als
ready proposed to the Soviet Union,

Arms control requires a spirit be-

yond narrow national interests. This
spirit is a basic pillar on which the

U.N. was founded. We seek a return

to this spirit. A fundamental step
would be a true nonalignment of the

United Nations. This would signal a

return to the true values of the Char-
ter, including the principle of univer-
sality. The members of the United

Nations must be alignied on the side of

the Sovi-

justice rather than injustice, peace

- o qg

‘ . Excerpt

Key Points ifi Reagan’s U.N. Address)

Background

T

on global limits. If tha So

missile deployment .
™ Europe, We would, of course, ret:
ploy misstles elsewhere.”

flexible on, the content of the

“Second, the United States is prepared to be more
T S Cuvont talla. The

United States will cohsider’ mutually acceptable
ways to address the Soviet desira th:
should limit aircraft as well as missilea,

“‘Third, the United States will address the mix of
missiles that would result from reductions. In the
context of reductions to equal levels, we are Fre-
pared to reduce the number of Pershing 2 ballfstic
mlissie'h ag, well ag ground-launched cruise mis-
siles.’

- Medium-Range Missile Negotiations

““First, the United States VProposel a new initiative
et Union agrees to réduc.

* tions and limits on a global basis, the United States
for its part, will not offset the entire Soviet global
U.8, deployments in
aln the right to de-

and 108

in Europe as mi
had targeted on

at an agreement
. leaves open

ations,

+ only inthe cruise missiles. .

The Soviet Unidn has 243 $5-20's aimed at Europa

at Asia. Under the previous American préwiy
posal, the United States would be entitled to deploy,sy
any new missiles as the Soviet Union 4

Reagan says that if the Russians
overall total, the United States will not match tHab"
total in Europe, but will {nstead deploy fewer thereial
nﬁgining the right to deploy the dij erence‘e
where, .o .

: oo bk

The original American proposals deferred disc i
ston of bombers based in Europe untll the ard
missiles was resolved. The Soviet si
bombers constdered af the same time. This
accepts the principle of talki ot
For future negotiations such questions ,55

exactly which planes should be subject to the negottina

The Soviet Union is belleved to be more concern
about the 108 Pershl)
West Germany than al "
cause. the Pershings can reach their target in the’
Soyiet Union in a much shorter time. Thig proposal™"
amounts to a pledge that if there is an agreed r&é A
duced level, the United States will not make its °"“’§{
; T

EE:

th Europe and Asla, Now, M7, 4
reg to cut m”i&{" &

1582
e

yestionof iy
wani

ropos;
about bomgerf,ob R

E B v

2 missiles to ba installed in .,
ut the 464 cruise missiles bgs

level of Soviet encoding
radar facili
cerns about
ready negotiated."

des the information
needed for their verification, A newly-discovered
and a new ICBM raise serious con.
et compliance with agreements al..

w
Possible Sovlet Violations i °§
i N . o L ge
“We have negotiated arms agreements, but thehigh  The President’s reference to a radar facility is m‘n‘g

nota viclation.

one (n southern Siberia which is configured in such o0&
way as to raise questions as to whether it was tresd
violation of the 1972 treaty on antiballistic missileswsd
The question was whe {7
for possible antiballistic
accord, The reference to t!
missile, code-named “PL-5"
that has been tested in Plesetsk, from where the firstsdi}
two lettérs come. Under the arms treaty of 1979 that
has never been ratified, but which
complied with, the Soviet Unfon is entitled
one new intercontinental ballistic missile, It
. ready told the United States of a missile designatéd’
by this country ag the 'SS-24" If the “PL-5"' isa
missile it would be a violation, but the Russians si'> ot
« that the PL-5 is actually an upgraded 58-13, and thag’

ther the radar was being used.ns
de“ensc (n violatiort of tResi}

e “new ICBM” i3 toigpaiy

by the United Statesud

i3 being generally,
[ to tq{{l,.
has al=

s a new’ls
3Y

‘rather than aggression, human- dig-
nity rather than subjugation. Any
other ali ent is eath the pur-
pose of this great body and destruc.
tive of the harmony it seeks. What
harms the Charter harms peace.

Effect of Blocs on U.N.

The founders of the U.N, e: ed,
“that member nations would behava
and vote as individuals after they had
weighed the merits of an issue —
rather like a great, global town meet-
. The emer?ence of blocs and the
polarization of the U.N. undermine
all that this organization initially
valued,

-.-, We must, remember that the Non- .

alighéd Movement was founded to
counter the development of blocs and
10 promote détente between them. Its
founders spoke of the right of smaller
countries not to become involved in
others’ disagreements, Since then,
membership in the Nonaligned Move-
ment has grown dramatically, but not
all the new members have shared the
founders’ commitment to genuine
nonali; ent. Indeed, client govern.
ments of the Soviet Union, who have
long since lost their independence,
have flocked .into the Nonaligned
Movement and, once inside, have
worked against its true pi 56,
Pseudo nonalignment is no better
than pseudo arms control,

The United States rejects as false
and misleading the view of the world
asdivided between the empires of the
East and West. We reject it on factual

unds. The United States does not
ead any bloc of subservient nations
nor do we desire to, What is called the
West is a free alliance of govern-
ments, most of whom are democratic
and all of whom greatly value their
independence. What is called the East'

Missile Issue:

US. and Soviet Each See Other in Lead

is an empire directed from the cen-
ter, which is Moscow,

The United States, foday as in the

past, is a champlon of freedom and *

self-determination for all people. We
welcome diversity; we support the
right of all nations to define and pux-
sue their national goals, We respect
their decisions and their soverelgnty,
asking only that they res] the deci-
sions and svvereiimy of others. Just
look at"the world. over the last 30
years and then decide for ydurself
whether the United States or the
Soviet Union has pursued an expan-
sionist policy.

Today, the United States contrib-
utes to geace by suppoiting collective
efforts by the international communi.
ty. Wa give our unwavering support
to the peacekeeping efforts of this
body, as well as other multilateral
peacekeeping  efforts the
world, The ULN, has a proud history
of promoting conciliation and helping
keep the peace. Today, U.N. peace-
forces or observers are
present in Cyprus and Kashmir, on
the Golan Helghts and in Lebanon.

In addition to our encouragement of
international diplomacy, the United

States its

a3
7

L i1
family or the death of a scholar, - a
ing toward new Yursuits of know!
maiter so deeply? Why are pagions
who Jost no citizens in the tragegy,io
Y 2 a0
The reason rests on our. assum
tions about civilized life andy,
search for peace, The confidenca that
allows a inother or a scholar fo trays!
to Asia or Africa or Europe o% aay-
where else on this planet may b
a small victory in humanity’s glrug-
gle for peace, Yet what is peaceifnat
the sum of such small victories? ;354
Each stride for peace and ey
small victory are important for the
journey toward a lasting, a karger
Keac& We have made progresg;-We
ave avolded another world wai, We
have séen an end to the t,radiliprﬁ%!:(cg f
/
aly

lonial era and the birth of 100 ne;

sovereign nations. REI ey
Beginning Fresh on Idealg tzd '

Even though developi YAl

a formidable challenge, wo have¥ft-

nessed remarkable economi¢ W

among industrialized and geve%

pations. The U.N. and itg affil

bRl
wd g

10 use its own influence for peace.
From the days when Theodore Roose-
velt mediated the Russo-Japanese
War in 1908, we have a long and
honorable tradition of mediating or
dampening conflicts and! promoting
peaceful solutions. In Lebanon, we,
along with France, Italy and the
United Kingldon‘x, have worked for a

i lor if of all

fire, e 1
external forces and for restoration of
Lebanon's sovereignty and territorial
integrity. In Chad, we have joined
others in supporting the r:

ernment in the face of external
aggression. In Central America, as in
southern Africa, we are
discourage reliance upon force and to
construct a framework for peaceful

Continued From Page 1

siles over the nexi three ');euxs unless
Moscow, in the meantime, agrees ef-

ther to abolish all such misstles or to"

cut back its missileé force to levels that
will produce Soviet-United States pari-
t:

Y.
Senior American officials, briefing
reporters today on Mr. Reagan's
speech, stressed that those plang would
go ahead. The néw ideas offered by Mr,
Reagan were aimed at showing flexi-
biity without upsetting the North Atlan.
ti¢ Treaty Organization’s deployment
schedule. :

In an effort to provide an additional
incentive to Moscow, the President in.
dicated that W on wag now

 ready to allow the Soviet Union to have
more medium-range missiles eplgred
in Europe and Asia than the United
States would install in Western E
so long as it had the right to store the
difference in the United States or else-

where, . . .
He also said the United States would

be willing to accept a Soviet proposal
that “nuclear-capable'* medium-range
bombers be in luded in the negotia.
tlons, although the two sides are far
apart on just what planes fit into that
category, And he reaffirmed that the
United States, if an agreement was
reached, would make cutbacks both in
t 2 ballistic missiles and in
its cruise missiles, and would not try to
keep all 108 Pershing 2’s. |
Proposals Already Derided

The Soviet Union has alread;{ scotfed
publicly at the latest modifications,
which were submitted formally last
week in Geneva, because they do not

Amerlcan missiles should not be de-
ployed. It insists that there already ex.
ists a nuclear balance in Euro;
cause of the presence thers of British
and French missiles, as well as an
older American Pershing missile sys-
tem that is to be replaced by the more
advanced Pershing 2 system,

American missiles will give the West a
decided adv ¥

Vaiican Employee's Daughter ‘
Is Still Alive, Lawyer Believes

28 (AP) — The lawyer

ROME, S¢
for the family of a Vatican employee

A
whose daughter was kidnapped three
months ago, said today he believes s|
isalive and can be freed. -

The lawyer, Gennaro Egidio, des
clined to say why he was optimistic
about the fate of Emanuela Orlandi,
the 15-year-old daughter of the Vatican
employee who disappeared June 22,

Mr. Egidio issued a statement saying
it would be a “‘serious error’* to give
publicity to groups that have claimed
the Ki ppini0 without furnishing
proof they were holding the girl.

age, disrupt the current
balance force the Soviet Union to
build up its defenses in a new, undis-
closed way.
shown flexibility by being willing to cut
its forces t0 a level commensurate with
the existi ritish and French mis.
siles'—a proposal that has been re.
jectedby NATO, -

Reasons for Disclosure

This fundamental difference gver the
halance of power has caused the Rus.
sfans and the allies to compete openly
in an effort to infiuence public opinion
in Western Europe ~— af;mcu!arly in
West Germany, Brit; and Ifaly,
where the first of the new missiles are
tobedeployed.

American officals acknowledge that
such public disclosure of new proposals

tends to diminish the chances of

meet its central demand Lhat);he new | Uni

“ Moscow.: contends that the new ||

loscow argued that it has | ro;

results in , but
that they cannot afford to
lose the public opinion contest for fear
that this would allow the antinuclear
forces in Western Europe to block the
installation of the new missiles.
senior Administration official,
br&efing

rters y on Mr, Rea-
ﬁan 9 5
¢ discussion impeded negotiations,

they assert

, was asked whether pub-

“‘Basically, yes,” he replied, “If it | und

were possible to conduct negotiations
very, very privately, that would be ad-
vanta;eous‘ But that doesn't seem pos-

sible,” N

Throughout the 1960's and into the
1970’s, the United States and the Soviet
jon each had an assortment of tactl
cal, or battlefield, nuclear weapons in
Europe that were of little concern to

be. [ arms’ control experts, The

g
were focusing then on efforts to achieve
n the field of
nental missiles and bombers.
‘Worry Grows in Europe

Inl977, ooncexg: grew in Western Eu.
rope over Soviet development of the §S-
20, an advanced missile, and the NATO
allies began steps to counter
what they regarded as an effort by the
Soviet Union\to upset the balance in Eu.

ﬁ:onid 1. Brezhnev, the Soviet lead.
er, offered to freeze the $S-20's, which
then totaled 140 — but now total 351 — if
the Western allies agreed not to install
any new missiles, But in December
1979 NATO refected the offer and inau-
gurated what has become known as the
two-track plan - to go ahead with de.
ployment, starting in late 1983, of 108
Pershing 2 and 484 ground-launched
cruise missiles, while at the same time
negotlating to avold the need to do so.

tiations did not begin in earnest
until November 1981 when Mr. Reagan,
in his first arma control speech, call

on the Soviet Union to destroy all its
medium-range missiles in return for
allied agreement not fo deploy the new

missiles, The Russians re-
jected this “zero option,” asserting
they could not give up their medium.
range missiles without unac-
ceptable security risks from both West.
ern Europe and China.

In July 1982, after months of getting
nowhers in the talks, the chief negotia-
tors, Paul H. Nitze and Yuli A, Kvitsin
sky, discussed a ible approach
ler which both sides would have a
limited number of missiles in Europe,
‘Their approach was not accepted in ef.
ther é::pitu.l, but later Mr. Reag{arn

proach. He offered an “in.
terimy solution” in which both sides
would agree on misstle totals of more
than zero but fewer than 572,

N ,’ndropov Offers Proposal /

Before that, the first significant
Soviet proposal was made by the new
leader, Yurt V. Andropov, in December
1982, when he said that the Soviet Unfon
would cut its missije launchers in Eu.
roge to the number of French and Brit-
ish missiles — 163, The British and
French, who regard these misstles ag
their defense of “‘last resort,” refused
t0include them in the negotiations.

Mr, Reagan in March was stilt insist.
ing that the United States be permitted
ta deploy in Europe the same number
of missile warheads as the Soviet
Union would have in both Europe and
Asia, This was because the $3-20's are
mobile and, theoretically, they could
be moved from Asia to Europs, upset.
tiq?enya eement.

oday, Mr. Reagan altered that pro-
posal to say that the United States
be willing to promise not ta de-
loy in Europe as many missile war.
eads as the Russians had in Europe
and Asta, but would “‘retain the right"
to deploy the difference elsewhere,

‘The Soviet Union, however, has been
unrelenting in rejecting any American
plan that aliows the deployment of any
new American missiles.

e hWe s|;pport a policy to
sengage the major powers from
thirdnevorld conflict, Fe .

Backing for Regional Groups

The U.N. Charter givés an impor-
tant role to regional organizations in
the search for peace. The U.S. efforts
in the cause of peace are only one ex-
pression of a spirit that also animates
others in the world community. The
Organization of American States was

ioneer in regional security efforts,
In Central America, the members of
the Contadora group are striving to
lay a foundation for peaceful resolu-
tion of that region's problems. In
East Asia, the Asian countries have
built a framework for peaceful politi-
cal and economic cooperation that
has greatly. strengthened the pros-

ts for lasting peace in their region.
n Africa, organizations such as the
Economic Comriunity of West Afrl.
can States are being forged to provide
practical structures in the sfruggle to
realize Africa’s potential.

From the beginning, our hope for
the United Nations has been that it
would. reflect the i com-

ving

lives mmugh its refugee
gency relie o

These broad “achievements, “figg-
ever, have been overshadowed 5Y tfle
problems that weigh so heavily: ;ﬁn
us. The problems are old, but it t
g;o late to coré:emit o;xrselmto' he

ginning, a beginning wi ‘g’;
ideals of the U.N, Charter. -

Today, at the beginning of thi
Session, I solemnly pledge my fistidn
to ing the original ideals pfifie
United Nations, Qur goals aré tHose
that guide this very . Our euds

e same as those of the GNfs

founders, who sought to replat € a
world at war with one where th@g‘\&g
of law would prevail, where hufh:
rights were honored, where develop-
ment would blossom, where conflict |
would give way to freedom frofyj
lence. .

© oW
Arms as Deterrent Alones!o'q
In 1956, President Dwight' Hisoh.
hower made an observation onwé;
onry and deterrence in a lette: a
publisher. He wrote: “When wegétlo
the point, as we one day will, thatBoth
sides know that in any outbredk:df
general hostilities, regardless e |
element of surprise, destructiod wl |
be both reciprocal and completé i
sibly we will have ‘sense enoigh to
meet at the conference table with e
understanding that the era of afina-
ments has ended and the humafti&de
must conform its actions to this tfuth
ordie.” i 1tedh
He went on to say: “We havesdl.
ready come to the point where Saf
cannot be assuméd by arms #led®.
Their usefulness becomey c&?@
trated more and more in their chatac-
teristics x dgafent.‘sn lhi:n in metrd.
ments with which to obtain vigtiigeR
Distinguished delegates, ladiéd-a
gentlemen, as we persevére irf "t}
search for a more seciire’workdj:
must do everything we can to el
plomacy triumph.” Diplomacyjaslie
most of i

munity at its best, The U.N. at it3 bes
can help us transcend fear and vio-
lence and can act as an enormous
force for peace and prosperity. Work-
ing together, we can combat interna-
tional  lawlessness and promote
human dignit; .
Reawakening of Moral Qutrage

1f the governments represented in
this chamber want peace as genu-
inely as their peoples do, we shall find
it. We can do so by reasserting the
moral_authority of the United Na-
tions, In recent weeks, the moral out-
rage of the world seems to have rea-
‘wakened.
Out of the billions of people who in-
habit this dplanet, why, some might
ask, should the death of several hun-
dred shake the world so profoundly?
Why should the death of a mother
flying toward a reunion with her
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can

bring the most blessed of giftd; the
gift of peace. 1f we succeed, the Witld
will find an exciteg;eeynt and aéevd-
plishment in peace beyond that ghich
could ever be imagined (hwugéghx
lenceand war. a 3

1 want to leave yod today wiy :: ¢
message I have often spoken ag{gg
the citizens of my own country;,
cially in times when I have feﬂwm
were discouraged and upsure. LSa¥jt
to you with as much hope and heay 3

Thavesaid it to my own people.y ress

You have the right to dre: t
dreams. You have the right to §éek.a
better world for your people. all

of us have the responsibility t5 work !
for, that better world. And, as caring, |
gﬁacef\d ples, think what a power- }

force for good we could be. Distin-
guished delegates, let us regain the
dream” the United Nations once
dreamed.



