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peace-keeping costs - amounted to about a quarter affettug peace and securty. It ight ha~ve to

of one per cent of the defence budgets of the Ieading, peet regional action and it atone would 1.

miIitary powers atone. The rerni probleni is that two <aponsibte for enforcement. The United Nations

great powers, the Soviet Union and France, both b* able to respond to all these needs...

permanent members of the Securlty Council, insist, The difficulties of obtaining great-power

froni spuiewhat ffrn ttdons htcnr- mntecmlxte ofteoal iw

butions requestedfo hn o ec-epn ot e1qiigpaekeigatoadtedu

are either illegal or optional. There is disagreement some members that they stood Wo benefit dli

about the principles whkch shouid deterrnine an inay have affected the views of some governi

equi1table shati1n« of the flianclnl bude f peaoe wt*fti ha~ve tot contribue mucb on the1w

Jkeepiig. and,. as a rçsult, this burden is, in our side. There are howeveriportant rea

opinion, unfalrly distributed. national interest w1hich in the long run, s
peace keeping.

PEIRWAL<AREAS CHIEFLY AFF'ECTED
In omentngon hediferngvewpoJint ani on STAKE 0F UNALICGNED IN UN

coninuigne fo eeke:piig, 1 should ike to Dag Hammarskjold pointeci out, quite rightly, i

epiiasizeo ne. essential point. Th~e United Natin was the unaligned nations ,.those nations not pro

cari~~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ onywt incly netk motntiiitvs b embersbip in some reIatively stable
çan sil wlhg~fkufy nd~takaliaporantn~ta~ attemwhich would derive the preatest benef


