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I, At their. requests, 1'met separately today st UNAMIR headquarters with Ambassador
Jean-Michel Marlaud of France and Asubassador Anstoli Smimov of Russis. Both meetings dwelt
to a large extent on the forthcoming Security Council consideration of the situstion in Rwanda.

2 The French Arsbassador indicated that; according to his country’s delegation at the UN

in New York, the Council would probably examine several options ranging from withdrawal of

the mission to maintaining UNAMIR as it is, if the present impesse persists, He mads it very Y,
clear that:his Government did not suppost the withdrawa) of UNAMIR despite the fmstnuonsj
with: the very limited’ achievements realized so- far. France believed, he stressed, that the
consequences of a complete withdrawal would be too costly, noc only for Rwanda, but for the
interpational community as 2 whole. Nevertheless, he underlined it was necessary to put pressure

ont Rwandese political Jeaders 1o break the stalemate and zdvance the peace process rapidly and-
substantiatly. The Ambassador mentioned the continuing respect of the cease-fire 25 an example

of some of the positive elements in the peace process so far which ought not to be igrored or
compromised, He indicated that his Government might lean towards 4 six-month extension of /
UNAMIR's mandate but with the requirement that the Council review the situstion 2gain within

the first 9 days, an approach similar to that called for under the Council’s resolution 872.

3. The Ambassador said it was his understanding that the Secrenary-General's report to the
Council ‘might be ready. early. next week. He wanted to know UNAMIR's thoughts on the

Council’s forthcoming mesting and specifically. which option we would prefer regarding the
mission’s future;
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4,  lisformed the Ambassador that I bad, 2s ke would expect, submitted a report to the
Secretary-General oa developments on the ground. Otiviously, 1 observed, several factors would
have 1o be taken into 2ccount when the Secretary-General made specific recommendations 1o the
Council. Clearly, UNAMIR: and I believed the internationi] community as 2 whole, was not-
satisfied: with the present impasse, At the same time, we recognized the vital role played by
UNAMIR in preventing the resumption of bostilities and aiding the parties (o continue dislogue.
Furthermare, as the Ambassador himself had noted, some progress.hud been made and the fact
that the cease-fire continued to hold was oot a minor achievement. I agreed with the Ambassador
that the simple withdrawal of the mission might tesult in & situation even more dangerous than
at the moment and that it would also be usefui; if the Council decided to extend the mission, (0
include requirements, such as an early review, &S a-means of pressurizing Rwandese political N
leaders to 1ake the necessary measures to advance the peace process in & sigificant way.

5.  The French Ambassador also informed me that he and the ambassadors of the two other
Union members in Kigali (namely Belgium and Germany) had met yesterday moming, |
22 March, with President Habyarimana and in the afternoon, witk the Prime Minister Designate.
They hed left those meetings cautiously optimistic about the prospects for compromise which
would ailow the instailation of the transitional institutions which they boped could take place
within the next few dsys. The Ambassadors bad once again, dusing Uiose owctings, underlined
. the need for pesceful dislogue to overcome present difficulties.

6. My meeting with the Russitn Ambassador this afternooa was our first eacounter, s he
only areived Kigali on 18 March to take up his post. In our review of developments in Rwands,
be left me with the impression that while his Governnwent was concerned about the current
stafemate, it did not appesr to have taken 3 pasition yet on possible Security Council action
during the forthcoming consideration of this jtem. He stressed in general that Russia wasted full
and peompt of the Arusha-Peace Agreement and UNAMIR to play its role. If there was oo
substantive progress, this conld make the Council’s deliberations difficult. He believed, &)
nevertbefess, that imposing uktimatoms would not be helpful. It was important, ke said, to
recognize the peculinrities: of the sitmation in Rwanda which did pot lend itself o artificial

approaches.

7. The cootinning drama in neighbouring Burundi also came vp in my dissussions with the

two Ambassadors who shered my preoccupation over the disturbing eveats in that country which
|n we all agreed could severely complicate the situation in Rwinda. Both Ambassadors supported

a global 2pproach 1o the quast for peace in this sub-region, otherwise any progress registered in

ont country would at best be partial and fragile.

8.  Reguds.
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