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REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOM'4ENDATIONS  AND DEC'qIONS
ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY AT ITS TENTH SPECIAL SESSIU

PREVENTION OF NUCLEAR WAR

COM?LIANCE  WITH ARMS LIMITATION AND DISARMAMENT AGREEMENTS

STRENGTHENING OF SECURITY AND CO-OPERATION IN THE MEDITERRANEAN REGION

REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE
STRENGTHENING OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

COMPREHENSIVE APPROACH TO STRENGTHENING INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND
SECURITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS

DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION:
TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT

DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION8 ENVIRONMENT

DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION1 SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY FOR DEVELOPMENT

On instructiona from my Government, I  have  the  honour to  transmit  to  you
herewith the documents adopted at the Bucharest Meeting of the Political
Consul tat ive  Committee  of the  States  Part ies  to  the  Warsaw Treaty.

I  s h o u l d  b e  most g r a t e f u l  i f  t h i s  l e t t e r  a n d  i t s  a n n e x e s  c o u l d  b e  c i r c u l a t e d
as an official document of the General Assembly under items 58, 61, 62, 63 (d),
(e), (f), Cj) and (ml, 66 (g), (i) and (j), 69, 71, 72, 73 and 83 (b), (f) and (i)
o f  t h e  p r e l i m i n a r y  l i s t ,

(w.) Petre T&&IE
Ambassador

Permanent Representative

/ . . .



A/44/366
Cngli  rh
Pago 3

ANNEX I

. The Political Conrultativo Committso of thr Stator Partior to the Warraw
Treaty  of Friendrhip,  Co-operation  and Mutual Arrirtaacm  held a mooting at
Bucharorrt on 7 and 8 July 1989.

The  par t i c ipan t8  wore:

On behalf of the Poople’a Republic of Bulgaria, Todot Zhivkov, Oonoral
S8crotary of thr Central Committoe (CC) of the Bulgarian Communi8t Party (BCP),
Prosideat  of  t h8  Stat. Counc i l  o f  the Pooplo’s  Republic o f  B u l g a r i a  (PRB), cha i rman
o f  t h e  delegations  Georgi Atanallov, member of the Political Bureau of the CC BCP,
Chairman of the Counci l  of Minirtorr of the PRB? Dobri  Dshurov,  mrmber  of the
Political Bureau of the CC BCP, Minirtor  of Defrnce  of the PRBj  Potur Mlad8nOv,
mmber  of the Political Bureau of the CC BCP, Minirtor for Foroiqn  Affair8 of the
PRBt and Dimiter Stanirrhov,  Secretary  of the CC BCP.

On behalf of the C88chorlovak Socialirrt Republic! Milog Jako%, General
Secretary of the Central Committee of th8 Communirt Party of C88ChO8lOVakia  (CPC!),
chairman of th8 d818gationt Gwtav  Hushk,  m8mb8r  of the Pre8idiufn of the CC CPC,
Prerident of the  Coechorlovak  Social i s t  Republ ic  (CSR);  Ladislav  Adamec, momber of
the Presidium of the CC CPC, Prime Minister of the CSR] Josef Lenart,  member of the
Proridium  and Srcretary of  the CC CPC)  Jaromir  Johan88, Minirter for Forrign
Affair8 of  the  CSR$  and Milan Vhclavik, mombor of the CC CPC, Minirter of Defence
of the CSR.

On behalf of the German Democratic Republicr Erich Honecker,  General
Secretary of the Central Committ88  of th8 Socialfet Unity Party of Germany (SED),
Chairman of  the Counci l  of  State  of the  German  Democrat ic  Republ ic  (GDR),  chairman
of the  delegations  Willi  Stoph,  memb8r of  the  Pol i t ica l  Bureau of the  CC SED,
Chairman of the Council of Minister8 of the GDR; Hermann  hen, member of the
Pol i t ica l  Bureau and Secretary  of  the  CC SED# Rein8 Ke88ler, member of the
Political Bureau  of the CC SED, Minister of Defence of the GDRl Egon Arena, member
of the Political Bureau and Secretary of the CC SED, Deputy Chairman of th8 Council
of State  of the  GDRI  Giintor Mittag, member of the Political Bureau and Secretary  of
the CC SED, Deputy  Chairman of the Council of State of the GDRI  and Oskar Fircher,
member of the CC SED, Minirter for Foreign Affair8 of the GDR.

On behalf  of the  :iungarian  People'8 Ropublicl R8811ij Nyor8, Chairman of the
Hungarian Socialist Workers’ Party, chairman of the  del8gationl  Mikl68 Nim8th,
Chairman of the Cou*dcil of  Ministers  of the  Hungarian P8ople's Republ ic  (HPR))
Gyula Horn, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the HPRt  and Ferenc K&rp&ti, Minister
of Defence of the HPR.

O n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  P o l i s h  People’6 R e p u b l i c ,  Wojciech  Jaruaelski,  F i r s t
Secretary  of  the  Central  Committee  of  the  Pol i sh  United Workera’ Party  (PUWP),
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Chairman of the  Counci l  of  hate of  the  Polish  Paople’8  Republ ic  (PPR),  chairman of
the delegation) MieCty8laW  F. Rakowski, member of the Political Bureau of the
CC PUWP,  Chairman of the Council  of Miniatom of the PPRI  J6sof Cayrek, member of
the Political Bureau  and Secretary of thr CC PUWPt Caoalaw  Ai8sCsak,  member of the
Political Bureau  of the CC PUWP, Miniotdr of the Xntorior of the PPRt
ylorian  Siwicki,  member of the Political Bureau of the CC PUWP, Minister of Defence
of the PPR; and Tadeu88 Oiochowaki,  Minister for Foreign Affairs of the PPR.

On behalf of the Socialirt Republic of Romania: Nicola0 Ceau8e8cu,  ti,meral
Smcrotary of th8 Romianian Conuwoi8t  Party (RCP), Praaidrnt  of the Socialist
Republic  of Romania (SRR), cha i rman  o f  the de l ega t ion ]  Cons tan t in  Daacalescu,
mmber of  Lhe E>Eecutivo Pol i t ica l  Committoo  of  the  CC RCP,  Prime Minicrter  of  the

.SRR; Ion Stoian, altornato  member  of the Exrcutivr Political Committee  and
Socrotary  of the CC RCP; Vasile Miloa, a l ternate  member of  the  Execut ive  Pol i t ica l
Connrittee  of the CC RCP, Mi#-i8tOr  of Dofonce of the SRRj and T-an Totu, alternate
mombor of the Executive Political Committoo  of the CC RCR, Minister for Foreign
Affair8 of the SRR.

On behalf of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics8 M. 6. Gorbachev,
Gonoral Secretary of the Central Committoo of tY.0 COINllUni8t  Party of the Soviet
Union (CPSU), Pre8iQont  of the Suprrmo Soviet of the USSR, chairman  of the
delogat 10~; N. I. Ryahkov, member of the Politic;%1  Buraau of the CC CPX,  Chairman
of the Council of Minirtorlr  of the USSR J E. A. Shevardnadae, member of the
Political Bura*,,ci of the CC CPSU, MiniLater  for Foreign Affair6 of the USSR]
A. N. Y8kovlev,  member of the Political Bureau and Secretary of the CC CPSUJ and
D. T. Yaaov, candidate mombor  of the Political Bureau of the CC CPSU, Minister of
Dotonce of the USSR.

The Maeting wae al80 attended by Getrsral  P. G. Luahov, Commander-in-Chief,
Joint Armed  For208 of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, and
Conrtantin Oancea,  General  Secretary  nf  the  Pol i t ica l  Consul tat ive  Committee ,
Deputy K!iaiater  for Foreign qffairs of the Socialist Republic gf Romania.

T! s participant8 in the Meeting exchanged view8 on the couroa of the
in t e rna t iona l  8itua’:ion  and  di8cur8ed thr  main  d i rec t ion8  f o r  t he  i n t e rac t i on  of
t h e  a l l i e d  S t a t e 8  i n  t h e  intersat of  peace  and  rrtability  in  Eur:L&e,  d i s a rmament
and the broadening of international dialogue and co-operation.

I t  was po in ted  out t h a t  t h e  a c t i v e  p o l i c i e s  of  the soc i a l i s t  S ta t e8  and  the
act iv i t ies  of  a l l  peace- loving and realirtic forces have made i t  poss ible  to
achieve aome progress in international af faira, by reducing tension and
confrontation, promoting confidence-building, alrd developing political dialogue and
iatenrifying  c o n t a c t s  b e t w e e n  S t a t e s  a t  v a r i o u s  l e v e l s .  T h e  f i r s t  s t e p s  i n
disarmament have been taken, and  a  con t ro l  mechanilrm  haa been  e s t ab l i shed  and  i s
o p e r a t i n g  e f f e c t i v e l y . The beginning of  the  Vienna ta lks  i s  encouraging.
Co-operatio- in  the  economic and the  sc ient i f ic  and technological  areaa,  a8 wel l  as
in the field of humnu  rights, is broadening. There ha8 been progress in the
p o l i t i c a l  s e t t l e m e n t  o f  r e g i o n a l  c o n f l i c t s . There is a growing readiness on the
par t  o f  t he  i n t e rna t iona l  commun i ty  t o  co -opera te  i n  the  f i e ld  o f  s e c u r i t y  nnd in
s o l v i n g  g l o b a l  issur~s.
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Navortholorr, the world rltuation remabar complor  and contradiatory,  rinco
favourable procorm have  not yet becomo irrovsrriblo. The rtoakpiliag an?
modorniration  of weapons  have not stoppod. Nuclear tort8 couinuo, aa do l atlonr
for tha mil i tar isat ion of outor rpaco. The concept  of  conf ron ta t ion  and  rolianco
on force, born of the “cold war” years, ia being ovoraoma  only with difficulty.
The rtratogy o f  nuclear  dotarronco, which was roaffirmod  at the rooont rorrion of
the Council >f the North Atlantic Treaty Organiration  (NATO), continue8 to bo a
daagorour  anachronirm which run8 countor to the intorortr of grnoral  rocurity.
IntOrfOrOnC~  i n  the intOrna1  affair8  O f  oth8r State8, attrmpta to dartabili80 thorn
and violation8 of human right8 continue to take place.

The participant8 in the Moating roarrortod their Stator’ attachment  to the
ideal of ridding mankind of the throat of war by eliminating  nuclear and chemical
weapons  and making radical c u t - b a c k 8  i n  conventional  w8aponr. They conridrrod
dirarmamont  to bo th8 mart important irrruo of modern timor and the drcirivo factor
in COn8Olidatin9  poaco, rocurity aad confidrnco,  droponing d/t8ntO, dowloping
broad international co-operation and rrolving global irruor.

The Stacer  partiefh to the Warsaw Treaty attach paramount importance to the
dovelopmont  of the all-European  procesrr in all aroaat  to the l rtablirbmont of a now
1.~01 of rrocurity  and co-operat ion on the  continontr  to  progrorr  ia bui lding an
undivided Europa of larting paaca and co-operation, a common European home mado up
o f  countri.8  w i t h  div@rrra racial a n d  rtat. 8yltOm8, w i t h  rO8p8Ct for aurrent
geopolitical  realitierr  to the inviolability of l rirting frontiorrt  and to the
8Overeignty and right Of ovary p8OplO freely to decida it8 own de8tiny. They
l XprO88Od their dotermination  to coutributo, in awry way pOa8ibl0, to the
implementat ion of the  undarstandinga roached at  the  Vienna  Moating in  order to
str8ngthen peace and rocuri ty  and improve mutual  underrtanding and co-operation on
the cont inent .

The polrition of  the allied Stat.8  on the rtrongthoning  of Europo8n and gonoral
s e c u r i t y  and the con t inua t ion  of  the di8armamOnt proco88 ir 8et for th  in  the
declaration  ontitlrd  "For a rtablo and 88curo Europa fr8m from nuclear  and chemical
weapon8,  and for a rubstantial  reduction in armed forces, armament8 and military
spending" (800 annex II), w h i c h  wa8 adopted a t  tha Meeting.

Th8 participant8 in the Mooting l xprosrod their 8upport for rotting rolationr
betwoon  the Warsaw Treaty Stat08 and NATO State8  on a non-confrontational course,
developing a constructive  dialogue  botwoen  them in  the p o l i t i c a l  and m i l i t a r y
opherme,  a n d  tranrforming t h a t  d i a l o g u e  i n t o  a  f a c t o r  f o r  consolidatinq  recurity
and co-oparation  on the continent. Furthormoro, the priaciplod porition o f  the
Stat.8 partior  t o  the WarYaw  Treaty o n  r i d d i n g  Europa  o f  m i l i t a r y  bloca,
rimultanrourly  di88OlVing  t h e  t w o  a l l i a n c e s  a n d ,  a 8  firrt a t o p ,  eliminating their
m i l i t a r y  organioations,  tomain unchanged .

The Stat.8  represented  at the Meeting rtrongly favoured the peaceful
set t lement  of  regional  conf l ic t8  in  the  Middle  Ea8tr Africa,  Asia and Central
America. Experience ham rhown that negotiation8 hear fruit and that thorr ir no
r e a s o n a b l e  alternative  to t h a t  procorr. NOgOtiatiOn8 will continue to be a very
i m p o r t a n t  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  s e t t l e m e n t  o? crisi8 s i t ua t i on8  th roughou t  the
world  and wi l l  enhance the role  of  the  United Nationa  in  that  area.
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In  th i s  con tex t , the  States  part ies  to  the  Waraaw Treaty  cal led  for  the  speedy
convening of the  Internat ional  Peace Conforenco on the Middle  East  under  the
auspices  of the United  Nations, w i t h  t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  a l l  t h e  partieR
concerned, including the  Palertino  Lib8ratios  Organisation  (PLO),  and for a
COmQrOhOn8iVO  Middle  Eart rottlomrnt  bared o n  r8cognition  o f  t h e  r i g h t  o f  t h o
Palortinian  poop10 to 8elf-dOtOrminatiOn  and to the l 8tablishment of an independent
Palertinian  S t a t e ,  a s  w e l l  a8 t h r  r i g h t  t o  indep8ndence, rovereignty  a n d
territorial  integrity o f  a l l  Stat.8 i n  t h e  r e g i o n ,  i n c l u d i n g  I s r a e l .

The  par t i c ipan t s  i n  t he  Mee t ing  expre8sed their suppor t  f o r  the  l eader sh ip  o f
the R e p u b l i c  o f  Afqhanirtan, f o r  a  just  settlement  o f  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  t h a t  csuntry
through the proceor Of national  reCOnCiliatiOn, and for a united,  independent  and
non-aligned  Afghanistan who80 people have the right to dscido their country’8 own
de8tiny w i t h o u t  a n y  o u t s i d e  i n t e r f e r e n c e .

Rxproaring  their  concern at  the  sor!our economic problems facing mankind,  the
widrning gap between  developed and daveloping countries,  and the cont inued growth
of  external  debt  and of the  indebted nat ions’ re8ourcea earmarked for liquidating
that  debt, thr  State8 repre8anted at  the  Meet ing advocated concerted ef forts  on the
p a r t  o f  a l l  c o u n t r i e s  t o  801~0 tho se  p rob lems  on an equitable  and  j u s t  basil, w i th
the  ac t i v e  par t i c ipa t i on  of  t he  Un i t ed  Na t ion s , and for  the  establ i shment  of a new
international economic order. The Meet ing underscored the noed to  eliminate
l xi8ting discriminatory restrictions on the development of trade, economic,
scientific and technological exchange8 and access to modern technology on an
equitable  baris. Economic relations must not be contingent on political or any
o ther  cond i t i on s .

In  the i r  d i s cu s s ion  of  co -opera t ion  in  the  preservation  and  ror tora t ion  of  t h e
environment, the  par t i c ipan ta  i n  the  Mee t ing  re i t e ra t ed  the i r  coun t r i e s ’  po s i t i on
as  ne t  f o r th  i n  annex  II: to the report of the Warsaw Meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee in 1988 on the implications  of the arma r’aco for the natural
environment  and other  aspects  of ecological  secur i ty . They expressed t.hair
rOadin t o  c o - o p e r a t e  a c t i v e l y  w i t h  other c o u n t r i e s  o n  b o t h  a  m u l t i l a t e r a l  r(~rJ n
b i l a t e r a l  b a s i s  i n  s o l v i n g  e c o l o g i c a l  p r o b l e m s , and  to  con t r ibu te  t o  the  ~ucc..~al  of
the  meet ing on environmental  protect ion to  be  held  this  autumn at  Sof ia  in  ordor  to
make !.t a  s i gn i f i can t  s t ep  in  the  s t r eng then ing  o f  i n t e rna t iona l  co -opera t ion  in
this  area, and t> the preparation of a United Nations conference on environment and
development, planned for 1992.

Noting the important role of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries in
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l i f e , the  part ic ipant8 in  the  Meet ing OXpre88ed the  hope that  the
forthcoming summit  meet ing of  the  non-al igned countr ies  would re inforce the
Movement’s growing role in the settlement of the major problems 05 modern times and
ha lp  to  enhance  its pre s t i ge  and  in f l uence . The Statea represented at the Meeting
a t t a c h  g r e a t  i m p o r t a n c e  t o  t h e  f u r t h e r  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  wJth t h e
non-al igned countr ies  and to  co-operat ion with  them on internat ional  i ssues .

The States  part ies  to  the  Warsaw Treaty  wi l l  contributs in  every  way possible
tr, the  enhancement  of the  pe,>ce-making potent ia l  of  the  United Nat ions ,  with  the
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  a l l  c o u n t r i e s , regardlejas of their size or social ayatem, in

/ . . .
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solv ing world  Qroblem8. T h e y  a r e  i n  fsvour o f  improv ing  the  e f f i c i ency  of  t h e
United Nations  and of the  wider  UIO of th3 Orqanitation’s  peace-keeping
opera t ions . They  emphasised the  importance of involv ing tha United Nat ion8
a c t i v e l y  i n  offorta t o  a v e r t  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  cricres.

The part ic ipant8 in  the  Meet ing informed one another  about  internal
dWelOQment8 in  their  countr ies , t h e  c o u r s e  a n d  problemn  o f  8ociali8t  con8truction,
with empharis on the growing interdependence of domestic and foreign policies.
They underscored the force of socialist ideaa, the importance of the reforms tuking
p l a c e  i n  t h e  a l l i e d  S t a t e s , whose ObjeCt~vO8  are to improve and renew aOcialiBt
s o c i e t y , endow it8 political and economic rystems  with permanent dynamism, devslop
democracy,  increase  the  people ’8  wel l -being, i m p r o v e  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  l i f e ,  make
battar uae of the potential of each individual and safeguard human rightr and
f uudamental f roedome. They believe that there are no universal models  of socia?.ism
and that no one posaesset  a monopoly of the truth. The construct ion of  a new
society is a creative process which is achieved in .!ach country  in  accordance with
t h a t  c o u n t r y ’ s  s p e c i f i c  c o n d i t i o n s , tradi t ions  and requirements .

The Meet.ing reaffirmed the common aspiration to work in the interest8 of
socialism, of improved co-operation among the allied States and of providing
r e l i a b l e  g u a r a n t e e s  f o r  t h e i r  s e c u r i t y . The part ic ipants  expressed conf idence in
the abi l i ty  of the  social i s t  States  and of the  leading forces of  aocioty to  so lve
the problems which have ariaen  at  the  current  s tage of their  development . It was
a l s o  8trO88ad  tha t  t he i r  r e l a t i on s  shou ld  deve lop  on  the  ba s i s  of  e q u a l i t y ,
rndependence  and t he  r i gh t  of  e a c h  State t o  d e v e l o p  i t s  o w n  p o l i t i c a l  o r i e n t a t i o n ,
atrategiea  and  t ac t i c8  w i thou t  any  Outside i n t e r f e r e n c e .

The part ic ipants  in  the  Meeting  held  the  unanimous  v iew that  tho Warsaw Treaty
had performed a  re l iable  service in  guaranteeing the  security  of  i t s  member States
and is  a  major  factor  in  maintaining peace and s tabi l i ty  in  Europe and the  ent ire
world. T h e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  a c t i o n s  o f  t h e  a l l i e d  c o u n t r i a a  - bo th  i nd i v idua l  and
c o l l e c t i v e  - have  a  pos i t ive  ef fect  on world  developments  and s t imulate  the  grfjwth
of  i n t e rna t iona l  r e l a t i on s  on  a  democra t i c  ba s i s ,  i n  the  sp i r i t  of  the n e w
p o l i t i c a l  t h i n k i n g .

General  opinion favoured the  s trengthening of  the  sol idari ty  and co-operat ion
among the  a l l ied  States , the  further  development  of  their  mult i faceted co-operat ion
on  the  baais o f  e q u a l i t y  a n d  m u t u a l  r e s p e c t  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  t h e i r  f r a t e r n a l
peop le s  and  i n  the  i n t e re s t  o f  u n i v e r s a l  p e a c e .

It  was  decided that  efforta  should cont inue towards  s trengthening the
political character of the Warsaw Treaty and improving its mechanism for
co-operat ion on R democrat ic  bas is .

The work of the Committee of Ministers  for Foreign Affairs and the Committee
of Ministera of Defence was commended, and the future tasks of the two Committees
WOrO  8et.

T h e  P o l i t i c a l  C o n s u l t a t i v e  Conunittse  adop ted  a  dec i s i on  on  the  r epor t  o f  t he
Commander-in-Chief of the Joint Armed Forces of  the States Parties to the Warsaw
Treaty.
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A/44/306
Rrqllrh
Paga 8

The Socialirt Republic of Romania, a8 the hoat country for the Meeting, will
l a8uro the dirramiaation  of the documratr of the Maating to other Stat.8 and
InLrrnational  organimationr.

The royrorontative  of the USSR, Mr. X. P .  Aboi-nov, Dquty  Minirtor f o r  Foroiqn
Effdrr  o f  th, U S S R ,  wa8 appointad Oenaral Secretary o f  the P o l i t i c a l  C o n r u l t a t i v r
Comnittao f o r  the next pariod.

The Mooting war hold in an stmorphors of friond8hip  and co-operation.

The next mooting of the Politic&A  Con8ultative  Committee of the State8 Parties
t o  the W8rraw Treaty  w i l l  bo h o l d  i n  Morcow.

/ . . .
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Top-1.~01 rrprorantativer  from the Pooplo’c  Republic of Bulgaria ,  the
Coechoslovak  Socialirt  R e p u b l i c , the Oorman Democratic Republic,  the Hungsri8n
Pooplo’r Republic, the Polirh Pooplo~8  Ropublia, the Sociali8t  Republic o f  ROm8Aia
and the Union  Of SOviOt SOCiali8t  Ropublicr,  888mblOd in Bucharort on
7-8 July  1989 for  a  Moot ing of the  Pol i t ica l  Conrult8tivo  Committo of tho Stat08
partier t o  the War8aw T r e a t y , conridaring  the raalitier  o f  the contemporary w o r l d
and guided by the desire of their Stat.8  to l n8uro larting security in EUrOpOe  to
make further progrosr toward8 disarmament and actively  to promoto the
reorganisation of international ralatioa8 on naw principlmrr  and facilitate
mankind’8 tranclition to a naw atago of davolopment, i n  a  c l i m a t e  o f  poaco and
c o l l a b o r a t i o n ,  d e c l a r e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g :

Th#  States partios to the Warsaw Trocaty conridor conrolidating  pe8cer freeing
mankind from threat of war, and dovoloping  broad, mutually advantag@our
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o l l a b o r a t i o n  t o  b e  the ruprrmo  g o a l  o f  their forrign  p o l i c y .  T h e y
intend to  cont inue to  promote  equal  rrcurity for al l  in  ovary way.

The S t a t e s  repre8ontad  a t  t h s  Meeting  reaffirm their rorolva  t o  d o  their
utmost to r8ach new understandings  on dirarmamrnt  and make the disarmament proc888
a cont inuous  and irrevers ible  one. They  f a v o u r  t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  of
underdevelopment, the establiahmont  of  a  n8w intornstional  economic  order, and the
imm8diate s o l u t i o n  o f  e c o l o g i c a l  a n d  o t h e r  g l o b a l  p r o b l e m s .

The settlement of the i88ure on which human survival  and the progre88  of
civllixation  d e p e n d  cslls I'or j o i n t  e f f o r t s  a n d  the a c t i v e  participat.ion  o f  a l l
COUntrii38  n n d  pOOple8. In  th i s  con tex t , the  States  rapressnted at  the  Meet ing
s t re s s  t he  need t o  increase  t h e  r o l e  of  t he  Un i t ed  Na t ions ,  and  the i r  readinaaa t o
help do MO in every way.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty fir.nly advocate security guaranteed by
polllical, n o t  m i l i t a r y , means ;  t he  pr imacy  of  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l a w  in  i n t e r -S ta t e
relationst t h e  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  n o r m a l  r e l a t i o n 8  botwoen  S t a t e s  r e g a r d l e s s  of  t he i r
UOciO-political  8y8tOmut r@nUnCiatiOn  Tf Confrontation  a n d  h a t e - m o n g e r i n g  i n  faVOUr
of  a  po l i cy  o f  par tner sh ip ,  mutual  undaratanding, trust and good-neighbourl iness ;
r ec iproca l  cons idera t i on  for  t h e  i n t e r e s t 8  o f  a l l  S t a t 8 8  a n d  p e o p l e s ;  a n d
col laborat ion in  the  human righta and humanitar ian f ie lds ,  with  due regard for  the
obl igat iona which the  State8 have  assumed.

TAO e s s e n t i a l  r e q u i r e m e n t s  o f  A p o l i c y  o f  s ecur i t y ,  mu tua l  under s t and ing  and
col laborat ion among States  are  s tr ict  respect  for  the  nat ional  independence,
sovereignty , a n d  e q u a l i t y  o f  r i g h t s  o f  a l l  S t a t e s , f o r  t h e  e q u a l i t y  o f  r i g h t s  o f
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proplrr  and for asch people ’8  r ight  to  relf-determination  and free  choice  of
rocio-political  d e v e l o p m e n t  path) non- in t e r f e rence  i n  i n t e rna l  affairrt
unconditional  renunciation of the ~80 and threat of force, in any form; strict
rrmprct  f o r  t e r r i t o r i a l  a n d  p o l i t i c a l  raalitier, the inviolability of l xi8ting
frontimrr  and the territorial integrity of St8terl  the 8ettlOmOnt  of any di8putO8
among State8 ~xclu8ivoly  by pO8CefUl means) the e8tabli8hment  in rvery country of
the entire r8nqo of human right8 and fundamontal froedomr for all,  irro8pectiv8  of
ram, 80x, l8ngu890, roliqion or  n a t i o n a l i t y ,  t h e  jovelopmont  o f  co -opera t ion
betwoon Stat.8  in  variour fioldr on  the bari of  m u t u a l  advantages  compliance in
good faith with pledger,  mado in accordance with international law] and reapect  for
a l l  the principlor a n d  purporer o f  t h e  Unit.8 Nation8  C h a r t e r ,  t h r  p r i n c i p l e 8  o f
the Holrinki  Final  Act  and other gonorally  acknowledged norm8 of  internat ional
relation8 .

In the context of  growing interdependence  in  the  contemporary world,  the
implrmrntation of  a l l  t he80  pr inc ip lor  and  provilrionlr  w i l l  p romote  the  a f f i rma t ion
of common human value8 and norm8 of conduct in international relationr.

The Stat.8  partie t o  t h e  Warlaw Treaty con f i rm  the i r  willinqn.88  t o  d e v e l o p
and expand dialogue  with  a l l  Stat88 and to  col laborate  construct ively  with  thorn in
rattling  the  irsuer facing Europa and the world. Such a  d ia logue and col laborat ion
are p a r t i c u l a r l y  necessary  a t  t h e  proarnt c r u c i a l  j u n c t u r e  i n  t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  t h e
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  rituation.

II

Conridering the elimination of the danger of nuclear and conventional war and
the  bui lding of international lrrcurity  to  bo an object ive  prorequi8ite  for human
rrurvival and prc :ro8U, the S t a t e 8  partier t o  t h e  Warlraw T r e a t y  r e g a r d  t h e  h a l t i n g
of thr arm8 racm and the achievement of disarmament a8 the main task of the age.

The growing awarenesr  among Governments and peoples of the common nature of
their  recurity intorests  ha8 a l lowed the  f irs t  s tep8 to  be  taken toward8 reducing
mi l i t a ry  con f ron ta t i on . The porribil:.ty  ha8 taken shape of replacing senseless and
d a n g e r o u s  m i l i t a r y  r i v a l r y  w i t h  peecriul  c o l l a b o r a t i o n  b e t w e e n  S t a t e s . In  th i s
context , the  part ic ipant8 at  the  Meet ing mark the  special  s ignif icance of the
T r e a t y  on t he  e l im ina t i on  o f  intermediate- and nhorter-range miss i les ,  whose
appl icat ion b8gan the  ucrapping of nuclear  weapons,  and the  bus iness- l ike
atmosphere recently in evidence in a number of disarmament forums.

S t i l l ,  t h e r e  h a s  t~r3t y e t  been  a  rad i ca l  sh i f t  on  d i s a rmament . Daspite
acknowledgement  by both a l l iances  of  the  inadmiss ibi l i ty  of  another  war,  the  leve l
of mil i tary  confrontat ion remains  disproport ionately  high and dangerous. NATO ’ 8
drive  tc  cont inue the  pclicy of  operat ing from a position of s trength and fol low
the  s trategy of nuclear  deterrence cannot  but  c.ause concern.

The Statea part ies  to  the  Warsaw Treaty  feel  that  under  these  c ircumstances
a l l  c o u n t r i e s  a n d  a l l  r e a l i s t i c ,  p e a c e - l o v i n g  forcea m u s t  tske r e s o l u t e  a c t i o n .
H o l d i n g  s e c u r i t y  t o  b e  m u t u a l  a n d  i n d i v i s i b l e , they  are  determinedly  in favour  of
g u a r a n t e e i n g  i t  b y  m a i n t a i n i n g  a  m i l i t a r y  b a l a n c e  a t  t h e  l o w e s t  possible l e v e l ,  o n e
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sufficient for defence but ruling out a rurpriro attack or larqo-male offensive
action. Their objective in to roducm armament8 until tho ri8k of war is completely
el iminat8d. This can be attained only through concerted effort8 and a general
rtrenqthaning  of the political, not military, componontr  of recurity s n d  8tability.

They confirm their re8dine8o to join all  countriar concernad in a continued
808rCh  for  agro8montr l o a d i n g  t o  the g r a d u a l  raduction  and  u l t ima te  e l im ina t i on  o f
nuclear wcraponclr the banning and dertruction  of chemical weapon81  deep cut8 in
convention?1  armed force8r the provontion  of an arm8 race in outor ~&&COJ  the
gradual winding-up of military production and a rubrtantial reduc" n in military
spending. They also  contend that  dicrarmament  moa8uro8 murt en8ura equal securi ty
for all  Stater,  with full rerprct for each Stste'r rovereignty,  independence snd
t e r r i t o r i a l  intoqrity  w i t h i n  exirtinq frontier8, a n d  rule o u t  the p o s s i b i l i t y  o f
u s ing  or  th rea ten ing  to  u8e fo rce  i n  i n t e r -S ta t e  r e l a t i on s .

Hai l ing the resumption  of the  Soviet-American  ta lk8 on major
di88rmAm8at-related  qUOetiOn8, the allied Stat.8  v o i c e  thojr hop* t h a t  t h e s e  w i l l
s o o n  y i e l d  t a n g i b l e  resultr.

T h e y  fael tha t  one p r i o r i t y  g o a l  s h o u l d  b e  t h r  n e g o t i a t i o n  o f  a  t r e a t y  o n
SO-per-,csnt  reduction8 in the strategic  offensive  arm8 of the USSR and the USA and
continued compliance with the Treaty  on the Limitation of Anti-Balli8tiC Mi8EilO
System8 a8 signed in 1972.

T h e  St&or  reproranted a t  t h e  MO8ting ara fo r  the  immed ia t e  ce s sa t i on  o f
nuclear-weapon tort8 and a  thorough examinat ion of this problem,  including
multilaterally at the Conference on Disarmament in Genwa. They are for the early
finalisation of the protocol8 on the verification of the 1974 and 1976
Soviet-American agreement8 and the entry into force of those agreement8 a8 a step
towards banning all nuclear-weapon tests. The State8 partiea  to t!le Warsaw Treaty
support the idea of a possible extension of the 1963 Moncow  Treaty Banning Nuclear
Weapon Tort8 in the Atmosphere, in Outor Space and under Water to cover undurground
teatl), 81) one mean8  of deal ing speedi ly  with  the  problem of banning nuclear  tests,

M a t t e r 8  awaiting  s t t e n t i o n  inClud8  hslting, and in the  long run banning,  the
prOduCtiOn  Of fissionable material for We8pOn8, and prevent ing the  rpread of
nuclear weapona and miseilo technology for military purpoaos. A major tark ia to
ensure the protection of peaceEu1  nuclear facilities against attack.

The participants are concerned at the danger to international peace and
security posed by the  potent ia l  use  of chemical  weapons  as  long 8.1 they  exis t  and
apresd, and  propose  e f f ec t i v e  stspa i n  o r d e r  t o  e l i m i n a t e  this d sngar . They  ca l l
for more speed in the drafting of an international convention on the general and
complete prohibition of chemical weapons and destruction of exiating stockpiles.

The key  iaarue in Europe on securi ty  and s tabi l i ty  is the reduct ion of
convent ional  armed forces , the  reduct ion and subsequent  e l iminat ion of tsctical
n u c l e a r  weapon8, and conf idence-bui lding on the cont inent .
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The partiaipantr  at thr Mooting fool that the innnodiato goal of the
nogotiationr  o n  a o n v r n t i o n a l  armed force*  hn Iiurope ir t o  a r r i v e ,  uadar  a n  i n i t i a l
agraom~at, st qua1 colleativo  numerics: limitr on troop8 and inajor  woaponr
catmgorirr in Uuropo and individual rogionr of Europe for the NATO aountrier  and
the Warraw  T r e a t y  States. The now levrl8 rhould be rignificantly  lowor  than l ithor
rida ha8 at proaent. The propo8alr  on this 8ubjoct  put forward in Vienna by the
allied rocialirt countrFa8 8tipulato rubrtantial mutual reduction8 In l rmod’forcer
and weaponry. Thir would alao rolvo the problrm  of how to do away with the
l xirting imbalancar in conventional  woaponr. The troop and weapon roduationr  and
rortrictionr  would be put into l ffoct under rtriat intmrnational control.

At the Mooting it wa8 noted that the additional proporalr  on conventional
armed forcer in Europa mada at the roaont  NATO Council rummit are in line with the
al l ied  rocialiot countrio8' porition. The participant8 at the Moating oxprct thorn
to be 8pelt out and prmaentod at the Vianns  na9otiationr  au 8clon au porriblo. The
Warraw Treaty  countrior  roaff!irm thrir  rrrolvo  to do l vrrything porriblo to 8ocuro
prompt and poritivo  ro8ultr at the Vienna  ta lks . The view was l xprorrod that,
given the rtato of the talkr, initial agrwmontr  may bo reachad by 1990, provided
that a conrtructivo  approach 18 taken by all participantr. Expert8  w i l l  bo
asripnod to work out the detail8 of the propoua.‘r.

The conareto  moa8uroa  adopted by the States partior to the Warraw Treaty,
p u r s u a n t  t o  their dofonrivo  doctrine, o f  unilntoral reductions  i n  their armrd
forcer and weapons,  givjag them a cloar  non-offanriva profilm,  and cut8 in their
weapon8 product ion and mil i tary  rponding, are designed to  aroate mil i tary  and
pol i t ical  condit ion8 favouring the continuation of  the srm8-limitation procorr  and
a  l o w e r i n g  o f  t h e  level o f  mi l i t a ry  con f ron ta t i on .

The Stator  prtiem to the Warsaw Treaty  axpoct the NATO countrior  will take
s i m i l a r  atop8 t o  r e d u c e  t h e i r  troop8, armamc)nts,  military uponding  and activitier.

The participantr  supported  the f a i t h f u l  implementation  o f  t h e  S t o c k h o l m
agreemont8  and  the  adop t ion  in  nego t i a t i on s  botwsen the 3 5  Stat.8  partlou t o  t h e
Conference  on Security and Co-operation in Europa (CSCE) of now moa8uro8 to
strengthen confidence  and sraurity  and to l xtuad the notification, monitoring and
limitation measurer to all catrgoriar  of military acti;rity by Btatos, including the
act iv i t ies  of  their  naval  and a ir  forcer.

A  seriour c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  confidence- and  s ecur i t y -bu i ld ing  and  incrrasod
s t a b i l i t y  o n  the  con t inen t  cou ld  be  made ty e s t ab l i sh ing  a  Cen t re  for  reduc ing  the
military threat and preventing surprise attacks in Europe - a body with
in format iona l  and  advisory func t ions ,

The oame confidance- and securi ty-bui lding goal8  are sought  in  other  proposal8
advanced by the State8 partios to tha Warsaw Treaty during the negotiations.

One important step that could raise the procees of disarmament and European
security-building to a qualitatively new plane would be to convena  a mooting of the
leaders  of  the  35 States  partier to  CSCE to  oxamine achievement8 in  these f ie lds
and set future goalu.
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The a l l i e d  roc~alirt  S ta t e8  hopr  tha t  the examina t ion  of  m i l i t a r y  doctrinar,
t h e i r  n a t u r e ,  p o l i t i c a l , military  and  toahn ica l  arpoctr,  and  future e v o l u t i o n ,  w i l l
f a c i l i t a t e  the change-over  t o  m i l i t a r y  concoptr  a n d  dOCtrin@U barad o n  rtrictly
dsfenrive  prinCiplO8.

S t a b i l i t y  and  aacurity  in  Europa canno t  bo aomploto  and  rufficiontly  roliablo
unlO88 the problem Of tMCtiCa1  nUClOar weapon8 18 8olvod. Moroovor,  au
c o n v e n t i o n a l  waaponr  a r e  rhduced, the  d@Ut&bili#ing  offect of tact ical  nuclear
w e a p o n s  w i l l  inavitably  incraa8ar I n  this roapoat, the NATO plan8 to modrrniro its
t a c t i c a l  nuclear  wmaponr  giva riro t o  p a r t i c u l a r  aoncorn.

Having notad a dofinito  change in tha porition taken by the NATO COUntri~U
w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  n e g o t i a t i o n 6  o n  t a c t i c a l  nuclrar  woaponr  i n  turopo,  the State8
par t i e s  t o  t he  W a r a a w  Treaty  c a l l  o n  t h e  NATO countrior  to  tacklo  the problem  of
t a c t i c a l  n u c l e a r  wotpona, n o t  b y  modorniring  ruch weapona, bu t  th rough  roparato
nagotiations  aimrd a t  a  phased reduc t ion  in  the80  woapona ,  and  reaffirm their
proposal  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d .

The part ic ipant8 in  the  Meet ing exprsrrod support  for the Soviet Union'8
i n t e n t i o n  t o  c a r r y  o u t  furthor unilateral  c u t b a c k 8  i n  t a c t i c a l  n u c l e a r  mi88iles
stationed in Europe, provided that the NATO countries are praparad to bogin
negot iat ion8 on tact ical  nuclear weapons.

T h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  a l s o  exprossad  their s u p p o r t  f o r  the unilateYa1 decision
already taken by  the  Soviet  Union thi8 year  to romovo 500 tacticnl  nuclear  mirrilr
warheads from the territory of allied  l ocialiat countrios and for it8 declaration
tha t  i t  is r e a d y  t o  romovo  dur ing  the p e r i o d  1 9 8 9 - 1 9 9 1  a l l  n u c l e a r  warhoadr f r o m
t h e  territory  o f  it8 allieu,  p r o v i d e d  t h a t  the U n i t e d  S t a t e 8  tak.8 a  rimilar s t e p
in response.

T h o  Staten  partier t o  t h e  Warraw  T r e a t y  a r e  conviuccld  t h a t  a  pharod reduction
and the subsequent  elimination  of tact ical  nuclear woapona from Europa,  togothor
with a  sharp reduction  in  armed forces and convent ional  woapona,  would bm an
effect ive  way to  lessen the  danger  of  war and strengthon mutual  trurt.

I n  encluring  s e c u r i t y  a n d  Utability  a t  ever-lowor  lrvolr  o f  the balance o f
m i l i t a r y  fo rces , a c c o u n t  m u s t  b e  t a k e n  o f  the con t r ibu t ion  o f  n a v a l  force8  and
t h e i r  w e a p o n s  a n d  a l s o  n a v a l  a c t i v i t i e s , which may exert a dertabiliaing influenc@
o n  the  s i t ua t ion  and  jsopardiae  secur i t y  i n  Europe  and  other  rcrgiona. The
par t i c ipan t s  i n  the  Mee t ing  aret i n  f a vour  o f  s t epp ing  up  the  t a lk s  on  the80 m a t t e r 8
and  cons ider  i t  nece s sa ry  to  i n i t i a t e  sopara to  nsgotiationa  between  t h e  S t a t e s
concerned,  pr imari ly , the  mnjor mari t ime States , a t  wh ich  the rubjoct can  bo
d i s cus sed .

I t  was streaaed  at  the  Meet ing that  the  resourcea released by a  reduct ion in
mil i tary  expenditures  should he  uslsd for social  and economic dovslopmsnt. In t h i s
respect, i t  would  be  most helpful  to  f ind ef fect ive  solut ion8 to  the  problem of
convert ing mil i tary  product ion, which could  become the  subject  of internat ional
consu l t a t i on s ,  including  a t  t he  Un i t ed  Na t ion s .
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Tne part ic ipant8 a lso  noted the  considerable  importance of jo int  and
i n d i v i d u a l  i n i t i a t i v e s  t o  h e l p  so lve  s ec ur i t y  p rob lems  re l a t i ng  to  spec i f i c  r eg ions
o f  t h e  continant,  p a r t i c u l a r l y : t h e  establi8hment  of  a  nuc l ear - f ree  corr idor  and  n
chemical-wrapon-free  aone in  central  Europej reduct ion of  weapons  and
conf idence-bui lding in  central  Europe)  the  establ i shment  of a  zone of trust ,
co-operation  and good-nOighbOUrlineS8 along the  l ine  of contact  between the,  States
o f  the t w o  allianCO81  t h e  OUtabliUhmOnt  o f  a  nuclear- and chemical-weapon-free zone
i n  t h e  Balkana; the transformation of the  Mediterranean region into  a  8ono of peace
and  co -opera t ion )  and  a  sharp r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  l e v e l  o f  m i l i t a r y  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  in
northern Europe. They support  the  mule ’ iteral and bi lateral  measure8 taken to
translate  t h e r e  initiatives  i n t o  pract J.

T h e  State8  par t i e s  t o  t he  W a r s a w  Trea ty  cons ider  tha t  d i s a rmament  meaaurea
should be  accompan ied  by  s t r i c t  and  adequate ve r i f i ca t i on  measures, They a r e
prepared to accept the moat effective solutions leading to the establishment of a
comprehensive disarmament monitoring ayatem, The United Nations could play a
p o a i t i v r  r o l e  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d .

The Stat.8  p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  W a r s a w  T r e a t y  r e c a l l  t h e i r  r e c e n t  a p p e a l  t o  t h e
States member8 of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization to make use of the newly
emerging opportuni t ies  in  order  to  dispel  a l l  the  consequences  of  the  “cold  war” in
Europe and throughout the world. They  rea f f i rm  the i r  po s i t i on  of  pr inc ip l e  i n
f a v o u r  o f  t h e  d i a a o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  t w o  m i l i t a r y  a n d  p o l i t i c a l  a l l i a n c e s .

III

The States  part ies  to  the  Warsaw Treaty  cont inue to  focus  their  efforts on the
task of enauriug stabi l i ty  and securi ty  in  Europe and establ i shing new relat ion8
there based on the e l iminat ion of  confrontat ion and the s trengthening of truat  and
good-neighbourl ineaa. They advocate  the  development  of  broad,  equi table  and
mutua l l y  advan tageous  co -opera t i on  i n  va r iou s  f i e ld s  and  the  par t i c ipa t i on  of  a l l
countr ies  and people8 in  solv ing the  Vrgent  problems of the  cont inent . The
all-European process must continue to be the main factor in the building of a new
Europa.

Express ing their  f irm intent ion to  promote  in  every poss ible  way the
broadening of  the  Hels inki  process , t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  M e e t i n g  b e l i e v e  t h a t  i t
ir, impo8aible  to  bui ld  a  Europe of peace and co-operat ion without  taking into
iccount everything that  has  been achieved on the  cont inent  over  the  centuries  and
in recent  decades . Dif ferences  between indiv idual  States  or  groups  of  States  must
not impede mutual understanding and co-operation. On the  contrary,  the  diverse
experience of European peoples can become a source of mutual enrichment. I n  t h i s
connec t ion ,  i t  i s  impor tan t  tha t  t he  proce s se s  t ak ing  p l ace  i n  va r iou s  par t s  of  t h e
con t inen t  shou ld  a s s i s t  t he  deve lopment  of  r e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  S t a t e s  o n  a  b i l a t e r a l ,
multilateral  and  a l l -European  ba s i s .

The States  represented at  the  Meet ing at tach considerable importance to  the
--ton of mutually advantageous economic, s c i en t i f i c  and  t echn i ca l  co -opera t ion

the countr ies  part ic ipat ing in  the  Conference on Securi ty  and Co-operat ion
4. QC’. This would enable each country to make maximum use of its material and
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human resources  and ‘ the opportuni t ies  reaul t ing f rom the  internat ional  d iv is ion of
labour for social and economic development. Obstac les  and restr ict ions  impeding
the development of trade, scientific, technic?1 and production relationa should be
eliminated and reciprocal acceaa to modern technology should be broadened.

Developing and expanding mult i la teral  and bi lateral  co-operat ion in  solv ing
urgent ecological problems haa become a particularly prensing question, Europe
could set an example in this regard.

Orrater co-operat ion in  the humanitar ian f ie ld, facilitaing  contacts between
people,  developing co-operat ion in  the  exchange and disseminat ion o f  information,
and foster ing co-operat ion and exchanges  in  the  f ie lds  of  cul ture  and educat ion are
an integral  part  of  ef forts  to  improve the  s i tuat ion in  Europe.

A basic  prerequisite for ensuring peace an1 co-operation in Europe is the
implementation  in each country of the entire range o f human rights and fundamental
freedoms  laid down in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International
Covenants  on Huma:a  Rights  and the Helsinki Final  Act and in  other  documents  adopted
within the framework of the United Nations and the all-European process. The
S t a t e s  p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  W a r s a w  T r e a t y  a d v o c a t e  t h e  f u l l  implemekrtation  of  c i v i l ,
p o l i t i c a l ,  e c o n o m i c ,  8cqia1, c u l t u r a l  a n d  o t h e r  r i g h t s  i n  t h e i r  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p .

Strengthening peace and securi ty  in  Europe, together with enauring the human
r igh t r  t o  l i f e  and  work , would help solve many of t.he complex social problems
a f f ec t ing  the  peop le s  o f  t he  con t inen t .

T h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  M e e t i n g  s t r e s s e d  t h e  n e e d  t o  r e j e c t  f i r m l y  a l l
manifestations of revanchism and chauvinism au? all  forms of enmity between
peoples . They share the concern of public opinion in Western European countries
about  the  growing neo-Fascis t  manifestat ions  there.

T h e  a l l i e d  s o c i a l i s t  S t a t e s  a t t a c h  p a r a m o u n t  i m p o r t a n c e  t o  e n s u r i n g  m i l i t a r y ,
p o l i t i c a l  a n d  t e r r i t o r i a l  s t a b i l i t y  i n  E u r o p e . They  be l ieve  that  each people
itself must  determine the  future  of i t s  country  and i t se l f  has  the  r ight  to  choose
t h e  s o c i a l , pol i t ical  and economic system and State  st ructure  that  i t  deems
appropriate. There  can be  no s ingle  model  for  organizing  society .

S tab i l i t y  p re suppose s  a  r e j ec t i on  o f  con f ron ta t i ona l  doc t r ine s  and  re l i ance  on
force, a n d  t h e  i n a d m i s s i b i l i t y  o f  d i r e c t  o r  i n d i r e c t  interferJnC9  i n  t h e  i n t e r n a l
a f f a i r s  o f  o t h e r  S t a t e s . No country  should  dictate  the  course  of  events  in  another
c o u n t r y  o r  a s s u m e  t.he r o l e  o f  j u d g e  o r  a r b i t e r .

IV

The People ’s  Republ ic  of  Bulgar ia , the  Czechoslovak Socia l i s t  Republ ic ,  the
German Democratic Republic, the  Hungarian People ’s  Republ ic ,  the  Pol i sh  Poople ’s
Republic, the  Social i s t  Republ ic  of  Romania  and the  Union of  Soviet  Social i s t
Republ ics  are ready to  expand co-operat ion ani s tep up efforts  to  r*ai\ch agreements
wi th  the  coun t r i e s  par t i c ipa t ing  i n  the  a l l -European  proce s s  and  w i th  a l l
i n t e re s t ed  S ta t e s  i n  o rder  t o  ach i eve  a  sharp  reduc t ion  i n  weapons ,  e f f ec t
disarmament, s trengthen securi ty  and s tabi l i ty  on the  European cont inent ,  proceed
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from eonfroatatioa to partnrrshi,- in rola4onr betwron Stator  and build a Europe of
larting  paace, good-noighbourllnear  and co-operat ion. T h e  a l l i e d  rocialiat Statea
will bo rocrptivo  to and rupport all coartructivo  rtopa and proposal8 in thir area,

On behalf of  the Pooplo’r Republic o f  B u l g a r i a :

Todcr ZHIVKOV
Gonoral  Socrotary  of the Central Committee

of the Bulgarian Communist Party,
Preridrnt of the Stata Council

of the Peopla's  Republic of Bulgaria

On behalf of the Cxrchorlovak Socialirt Republic:

Mile;  JAKE;
Goneral Secretary  of the Central Committee

of the  Communilrt Party  of Caechoslovakia

On behalf of the German Democratic  Ropublict

Erich HONECKER
Gonoral  Secretary  of  the Central  Committee

of t.he Socialist  Unity Party of Germany,
Chairman of the Council of State
of the German Democratic  Republic

On bohal* of the Hungarian People'r  Retpublis:

Re& NYERS
Chairman of the

Hungarian Social i s t  Workers' Party

On bohaY.2  of the Polish Poople'r  Ropublicr

Wojciech JARUZELSKI
First Secretary of the Central Committee

of the Polish United Workers’ Party,
Chairman of the Council of State of the

Polish Peopla's Republic

On behalf of the Socialirt Republic of Romaniar

Nicola0 CEAUgESCU
General Secretary of the

Romanian Communist Party,
P r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  Socialist

Republic of Romania
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On behalf of thd Union of Soviet Socialirt Ropublicr8

M. S. GORBACHGV
Gonoral Socrotary of the Contra1 Committee of the

Colwnunirt Party of the Sovirt Union,
Prerident of the Suprome Sovirt of the
Union of Sovirt Socialirt Republic8

Bucharort, 8 July 1969


