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TEXT OF STATEMENT BY SINGAPORE'S PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE 7
TO THE UNITED NATIONS, PROFESSOR TOMMY KOH, AT THE UN GENERAL
ASSEMBLY DEBATE ON "THE SITUATION IN AFGHANISTAN" ON 12 JANUARY %80

In all sincerity I would like to te¢ll you that of the nine
distinpuished Presidents of the General Assembly under whom I have
served, you arc the bests TYour presidency of the 34th Session of,
the Gencral Assembly has set new and high standards of efficiency,

competence and impartiality which I hope will be emulated by your
Successorss

I have listened carefully to the statements made in this
debate by the Soviet Union and by the delegations wkich support
here In essence their case is based upon the following four
propositionss

First, the Soviet forces in Afghanistan are there at the
invitation of the Government of Afghanistans

Sccondly, the Soviet forces played no part in the vverthrow
and execcution of President Hafizullah Amin which ocourrcd on the
27 December 1979

Thirdly, that the present debate constitutes an unwarranted
interfercnce in the internal affairs of Afpghanistan and is there=
fore contrary to paragraph T of Article 2 of the UN Chartcrs

Fourthly, that the Goverament of Afghanistan requested
military assistance from the Soviet Union and the Soviet Union
agreed to render such assistance in accordance with Article 51 of
the UN Charter.
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I shell attempt to analyse bricfly each of the four
arguments adduced by the Soviet Union and her supporterse I shall
begin with the first propositicns The Soviet Union says that at
all rclevant times her armed forces were in Afghanistan at the
invitation of the govermment of that country. We know for a fact
+hat on the 25 and 26 December 1979 a massive Soviet aiplift into
Kabul took place. In over 200 flights approximately 10,000 Soviet
troops were transported into Afghanistans. The critical question, is
who had invited the Soviet troops to enter Afghanistan on the 25,
26 and 27 Decomber until President Amin was killed and Babrak Kamal
was appointed as his successor? The Soviet statement docs not make
this cleares It cannot be seriously contended that President Amin
had invited the entry of Soviet forces in order to depose and to
kill him, Is it the contention of the Soviet Union that the
reqguest for Soviet military assistance had come from Babrak Karmal?
If this is the answer it will not stand up to scrutiny.

In April 1978, the government of President Mohamméd Daud
was overthrown by a coup dvetat carricd out by communist members
of the Afghan Armed Forces., On the 30 April, a new government was
established with Nur Mohammad Taraki as Prime Minister and Babrak
Karmal and Hafizullah Amin ns Deputy Prime Ministerse Three months
later, on 6 July, Babrak Karmal was dismissed from his post as
. Deputy Prime Minister and sent Ho Czcchoslovakia as the Afghan
Ambassadors ‘A few weeks later Babrak Karmal wag rocalled from
Prague by his governments He refused to return. Instoad, he
lived in exile in the Soviet Union until after the coup against
President fmin on the 27 December, Therefore, if the Soviet
forces had entered Afghanistan between the 25 and 27 December at
the request of Babrak Karmal, he had no authority to make such
request becausc he was not the leader or even a member of the
Afghan Government at the relevant time.

‘I shall now turn %o examinc tho second question. The
Soviet Union has donied that its Armed Forces had ecither engineered
or participated in the coup against Prosident Hafizullah Amin. I
find the Soviet denial unconvincings According to pruss ropords,
on the c¢vorning of December 27, Soviot troops surrounded tho
Progidential Pelace in Kabul and fighting occurrod botweon Afghan
poldicers defonding the Palaco and the Soviot foroosa According to
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such reports, the Soviet troops alse attacked Afghan forces guard=

ing Radio Afghanisten and other key government installations and
took control of them,

The Soviet Union has contended that the present debate
constitutes an unwarranted interference in the internal affairs of
Afghanistan and is contrary to paragraph 7 of Article 2 of the UN
Charter, The validity of this argument depends upon whether or
not the ontry of Soviet forces into Afghanistan since 25 December
contravenes the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political
independence of Afghanistan, If the Soviet forces have been in

Afghanistan, at the invitation of the government of that country,

then the Soviet contention is valide I% collapses as being without
foundation in view of the fact that the Soviet foroes have entered
Afghanistan since 25 December in violation of the sovereignty,
territorial ini;egrity, and political independence of Afghanistan
and that the Soviet forces had either engineerc . or participated
in the overthrow of President Hafizullah Amin,.

The fourth and final argument of the Soviet Union is that
the government of Afghanistan had requested military assistance
from the Soviet Union and the government of the Soviet Union had

agreed to provide such assistaznce in ascordance with Article 51 of
the UN Charter, Article 51 states that nothing in the Charter shall
impair the inherent right of individual or collective sclf-defence
if an aymed attack occurs against a member states The article,
however, requires that the member state shall report the measures
taken by it in the cxercise of this right 'of self-defence
immediately to the Security Council. In the opinion of my
&elegation, the Soviet Union has failed to make out a case wnder
Article 51s The article gives no power %o a country such as the
Soviet Union to send its armed forces ‘into the territory of another
country and to overthrow its goyernments Tho facts do not establish
that between 25 and 27 Decomber, Afghanistan was the victim of -an
ammed atlack by a third state and that the government of Afghanistan
had appoaled tc the Soviet Union for military assistance in order to
renel such armed attaci, At the rolevant time, Afghanistan was not
at war with any foreign powers Tharo were no foroign soldiers on the
torritory of Afghanistan oxccept Soviet troopss ,Tho govornment of
Afghanistan did not, between 25 and 27 Decembary appoal to the Soviet
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Union for help in order to repel an armed attack by a third states

An objsctive anzlysis of the facts and of the relevant
provisions of the UN Charter has led me to the following
conclusions. First, that contrary to Soviet contention, Soviet
forces entercd the territory of Afghanistan withou} the invitation
of the legal goveranmert of that country. Secquly, contrary to
Soviet contention, Soviet,forces cither ongincered or at least
participated in the overthrow of President Hafizullah Amin, The
guestion whether Hafizullgh Amin was a good or bad ruler is
irrelevant because, as Ambassador Bishara of Kuwait has explained,
the naturc of the regime of a country does not justify foreian
armed iptervention in the internal affairs of that country.
Thirdly, that the present government of Afghanistan headed by
Babrak Karmal is imposed by the Soviet Union on Afghanistan,
Fourthly, the present debate is not an interfercnce in the internal
affairs of Afghanistan and is not contrary v paragraph T of
Lrticle 2 of the Charters Fifth and finally, that Article 51 of.
the Charter cannot be invoked by the Soviet Union to justify its
violation of -te territorial_integrity and political independence
of Afghanisi~> and its interference in the internal affairs of

that counf}yo

The Soviet actions in Afghanistan have alrcady created
several grave o:ﬁsequencés for the worlde On the international
plane, it hes created a now climate of fear and of anxiety through—
out the worli, I+t has put a stop to the process of Jdetente and
confidence—-vuilding, It has revived the cold war and intensified
rivalry between the groat powers. It has undermined the prospects
for fruifful nepotiations in the field of arms control and dis=

armament, cspecially between the two superpowers;

For us in Asia, the Soviet armed intervention in the
internal affairs of Afghsnistan is a particularly significant evente
It is the firet time since the end of the Sccond World War that the
Soviet Union hag deployed its armed forcos against a country in
Asizs It makeo many of ws in fisia wonder whethor the Soviet Union
is turning ils attenticn %o Asia in view of fhe rolative stability
of relaticna tatween castern and western Europes ITs Afghanistan an
isolatod inecidert or is it indicative of Soviet ambitions in Asia?




If the latter, who is nexi, after Afghanistan?

My couniry is a moember of the Movement of NoneAlighed
Nationge Members of our Movement attach the highest importange to .
the principle that every 'state should‘ respect the sovereignty,' '
'Eerritorial integrity‘ and political’ independencel of every other
state, to the principle of non=interference in the internal
afi‘alrs of other sta'bes and to the principle of non-use of force
in relations ’bc‘bmeen ‘gwbatess 1 agree completely with Am'bassador
Clark of Nigeria, when he said that we must demonstrate our ,
adherence to these principles by applying them to all states,
whether thoy be from the west or from the east ‘or from the None
Aligned Movement itself, The actions of the Soviet Union in ‘
Afghanistan are in clear contravention of these principles.

Members of the Non-Aligned Movement must therefore den,i"

Soviet Union wi hdraw immediately. and unconditionall )
from Afghan:.stan, $hat the Soviet Union shonl cease its mter—
ierence in the ipternal affairs ol Afghanistan and that all states
should refraln from intorference in the internal affairs of )
Afghamstan so that the people of that coun‘bry will ke able to

decide its own destiny and to choose its own form of government
according to its own wishes.
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