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In thr absence of the Chairman, Mr. Nashashibi (Jordan), Vice-Chairman, took

the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 11.25 a.m.

AGENDA ITBMS 71, 72 AND 73

GENERAL DEBATE, CONS IDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: Ibday, the First Committee begins its consid ration of the
agenda items relating to international security, namely items 71, 72 and 73.

Agenda item 71 is entitled "Strengthening of security and co-operation in the
Mediterranean ragion®y in that connection the Committee has before it the report Of
the Secretary-General (A/42/570) aubmitted in implementation of General Assembly
r esolu tion 41/89. The report cntains replies received from Government8 of Member
States on th is issue, and reflects the debate on the item dur inqg the forty-fir et
gsess ion.

In connection with agenda item 72, entitled ‘Review of the implementation of
the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security”, the First
Committee has b ‘fore it a report submitted by the Secretary-General (A/42/592),
setting cut the views of Member States, in accordance with General Assembly
r esolution 4 1/90. Under the same item, the Commi ttee has before it a report of the
Secretary-General (A/42/668) on the implementation of the Declaration on the

Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace.
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Under agenda i. tern 73, in conformity with the provisions of General Assembly
resolution 41/92, adopted last year, the Committee will continue its consideration
st the current session of the item, “Comprehensive sys tern of in terna tional peace
and secur i ty”. Delegations may recall that at the forty-first session,
del ibera tions on this 1 tern prompted a lively exchange of views, and | believe that

at the current session the item will be further clarified and defined in more

practical terms.

The question of the maintenance of inter national peace and security is of
serious concern to all of ugy I am glad that this year, thanks to recent positive
developnen ts, the Committee’'s debate in this area will unfold against a more
favour able t.ackground. Indeed, a principal element in this context is the
in tensifed dialogue between the United States of Amer ica and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics. The joint announcement that the leaders of those two great
Powers will meet in Washington beginning on 7 December this year and sign a treaty
on the total elimination of United States and Soviet intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles is an important contribution to the strengthening of the

peace and security of all nations.
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The conclusion of a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in United States and
Soviet strategic offensive weapons and on non-withdrawal from the
anti-ballistic-missile Treaty for an agreed period of time was whole-heartedly
welcomed by virtually all delegations during the debate on disarmament issues.

We hope this can become a solid basis for the process of nuclear disarmament
and the beginning of a new era both for those two nuclear-weapon States and for the
entire international community. It is my s fncere wish that these developments in
the sphere of disarmament may encourage our Committee to try harder to identify
adequate ways and means for solving these problems affecting international peace
and secur i ty .

We are aware that the world‘'s present realities warn us against euphoria and
complacency. Indeed, in spite of the positive trends in the disarmament field, the
international political climace is still fraught with many dangers. Conflicts and
wars 1 inger in var ious parts of the world 3 interference and intervention in the
internal affairs of States occur; policies of racism and apartheid persist and
human rights rights continue to he violated. At the same time, the present
economic cr isis places a heavy burden on the shoulders of many peoples and nations
of the world. We can all. understand that this situation cannot but generate
permanent tension, mistrust, instability and conflict and that, unless
compr ehens ively addressed , these phenomena will pose a constant threat to
inter national peace and stability .

I hope we can all agree that security has to be achieved with the contribution
of all States, big or small, developed or developing, regardless of their political
and social system. 1In our increasingly interdependent woctld, States have no
alternative to mutual co-operation. Conseguan tly, joint action is a basic

condition for the maintenance of international peace and security.
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At tha same time, 1 believe that security requires prompt and effective action
not only in the military field but in the political, economic, social and
humani tar ian areas as well. We must take measures to tre¢e cur world from all
nuclear weapons and achieve general and complete disarmament, to eradicate huncer,
poverty and racial and religious discrimination, to ensure respect for human rights
and the protection of the environment, and so forth.

In this rega. , the United Nations, despite its shortcomings, remains the
embodiment of mankind’s hope for a just, peaceful and prosperous world. Inmy
opinion, *there is an urgent need to restore fully the world's confidence in the
United Nations as a viable mechanism for Collective action. Respect for tne
purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations is a sine_qua non for
enhancing the role of the Organisation in discharging its primary responsibility of
maintaining world peace and security. It is iy firm conviction that peace and
security can finally be achieved only through the common wisdom and tne common
endeavours of the entire international community.

Mr. OTT (German Democratic Republic): It is a great honour and pr ivilege
for the delegation of the German Democratic Republic to open the deliberztions on
agenda items which are among the most important at this session; those reiated to
the strengthening of international security.

The course and results of the forty-second session of the General A:'sembly,
including in particular the activities of this Committee, have impressively

confirmed that the safeguarding of peace and the transition to disarmament have

become the most important concerns of international politics. W e than ever

before, recognition is gaining ground that in the conditions of our nuclear and

space age peace can be maintained and security strengthened only by political
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means, Intensified effort is required to ensure that life on Barth will be more
secure for all and that States, despite different systems of society and alliance
affiliations, will live together peacefully and get along well with one another.

As was pointed out by the Head of State of the German Democratic Republic,
Erich Honecker, during his official visit to the Federal Republic of Germany.

*There is nothing more important today than maintaining peace, despite all

differences in world outlook, ideology and political objectives™.

This makes it imperative to find new forms and procedures for relations
between systems, States and regions in securing peace and solving other global
prablems. Bearing that objective in mind, the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty,
at the latest session of the Committee of Foreign Ministers, meeting in Prague,
reaffirmed their determination to Strive to establish a comprehensive System of
international peace and security including the military, political, economic,
humanitarian and ecological spheres.

The aim of such a system, as stated in the official communique' of that

session, is "ensuring the security of all States on an equal footing and in all

spheres of international relations" (A/42/708, p. 5).

We therefore note with great satisfaction that yesterday, after 10 years of

what were sometimes difficult negotiations, the General Assembly unanimously
adopted the Declaration on the Enhancement of the Effectiveness of the Principle of
Refraining from the Threat or Use of Porce in International Relations. That
Declaration points to concrete ways and means by which States, in their bilateral
and regional relations and by making full Use of the potential inherent in the

Charter of the united Nations, could greatly assist in enhancing the effectiveness



EMS /4 AIC. 1/ 42/®V, 49
9-10

(Mr. Ott, German Democratic

Republic)

of the principle of refraining from the threat or use of force. We believe that

the implementation of that Declaration will be a very useful contr ibution to the
creation of a comprehensive system of international peace and security.

The woncept of comprehensive, equal security presupposes that the maintenance
of international peace and security, eapecially under present condi tions, means
more than the absence of war and more than the prevention or solution of
international conflicts or disputes by peaceful means. Rather it requires a
dynamic process of actively developing peaceful relations among States in various
fields and equal co-operation to address mankind’s global problems. To limit and
reduce armaments while intensifying political, economic and humanitarian
co-operation in order to develop international peace and security as a
comprehensive, stable and du:able system in the multilateral, regional and
bilateral framework - that is the dialectical content of that process. What is
envisaged is a ramified, comprehensive system of agreed, guaranteed and verifiable
measures for ensuring international peace and security, a syetem in which problems
will be resolved exclusively by peaceful means. If only because of its

significance and global nature, that objective certainly cannot be reached

overnight.
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However, the state of affairs in the world requires that we begin, with energy,

resolve and full common sense and realism, to lay the foundations of a wor 1ld

wi thout nuclear weapons and without the use of force. We are therefore gratified
to note that since the socialist countr ies submitted their proposal a new security
think ing has been ga in ing ground in East and West, Nor th and South, tak ing in to
account the pressing realities of our time. Discussions about the format envisagei
in the joint initiative of the socialist countries for political dialogue and
co-operation to ensure equal security are increasing-.y being held, with all
orientations and at all levels) they are gaining in substance and are showing the
signs of initial results. *

The vivid Interest aroused among States timbers of the United Nations by
General Secretary Gorbachev's ar ticle “Reality and Safeguards for a Secure World"
heightens our confidence that we can proceed from an exchange of views started at
the forty-first session of the General Assembly to intensive and fruitful dialogue
on lending substance to a system of comprehensive security, The existence of a
number of objective conditions and common fundamental interests should enable US to
achieve general wnsensus on joint efforts to establish a system of equal
security. In our approach we should be guided by the following ideas.

First, in the nuclear age war must no larger be a means of politics. If the
nuclear-armed alliar<es resorted to it, it would mean the end of all policy-mak ing ,
the destruction of all material and cultural values. Safeguarding peace has become
the basic premise for the responsible pursuit of policies.

Secondly, in the conditions of our nuclear and space age, peace and secur ity

can no longer be achieved by States arming against one another. If it is to last,

*The Chairman took the Chair.
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it can only be agreed upon among States on the basis of political action. It is
not the quality of weapons, but the quality of the pol icies pursued that is
decisive for security and 3tability in the world.

Thirdl y, security is indivisible and must not be sought at the expense of
others. That requires that each side must take into account and resmect the
other 's 1 egi timate secur ity inter es ts . Each side must concede the same measure of
security to the other. That can be achieved only by joint efforts and with ever
lower levels of armaments.

And four thly, in today’s wor 1d, international relations in their entirety and
the interacting mili tary, political, economic, ecological and humanitarian factors
are characterized by growing complexity and interdependency. A new approach is
therefore required in the conduct of international relations.

An essential aim of a comprehensive security system is to banish once and for
all from international relations the material basis for any use or threat of the
use of force. Accordingly, questions of arms limitation and disarmament acquire a
key role. Essential progress, in this field especially, is a decis ive criterion
for the functioning of a comprehensive system of international peace and security
The German Democratic Republic therefore attaches the greatest importance to the
conclusion at the forthwming summit meeting of a treaty between the USSR and the
United States on the global eliminaticm of the ir intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles. Implementation of such a treaty would be a start towards

nuclear disarmament proper and would lend the first real substance to the vision of

a world free of nuclear weapons.
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The German Democratic k=public has therefore made a specific effort, jointly

with all others guided by common sense and rea? ism, to faci 1 i ta te a d. b le-zero

:olu tion concern ing in termedia te-r ange nuclear miss iles. We are deeply convinced

that the forthwming accord will have a beneficial effect on the entire
international climate and will lead to the establishment of stability and mitual
confidence. It will open the road towards further measures of disarmament, such as
a radical reduc..on of the strategic ot fensive arms of the Soviet union and the
United States of Amer ica, towards strengthening the anti-ball istic missile Treaty,
towards a world-wide ban on chemical weapons, and tcwards the complete and general
proh ibit® on of nuclear-weapon tests . The German Democratic Republic, situated as
it is on the dividing line between the two mos. powerful military coalitions, has a
particular interest in seein- ,e armed forces and armam2nts deployed on the
lluropean continent reduced to a degree that would exclude any capacity for attack
on either side. We want to estab lish peace with ever fewer weapons; we want to
proceed from one zero solution to another; we want no k ind of weapons to be le ft
out, either nuclear or conventional.

The pt mosals we have submitted together with the Czechos Jovak Social 13 t
Republic, for a nuclear-weapon-free corridor and a chemical-weapon-free zone in
Central Europe, were designed to meet that requirement. It should be possible to
s2t in mtion dynamic processes on behalf of peace and security concerning other
areis of international relations as well. We must not torget that. common equal
e« curity for all permits no developments in the economic:, social , humani tar ian or

ecological field that could become a threat to secur ity.




ms/5 A/C. 1/42/PV. 49
14-15

(Mr. Ott, German Democratic
Republic)

In our talks with representatives of almost all States Members of the United

Nations, the question of the role and place of the United Nations in a
comprehensive system of security has been a major concern. The comprehensive
system of security proposed by socialist countries envisions an active role for
existing international mechanisms and institutions, first and foremost among them
the United Nmations. The world Organization is particularly well equipped to
guarantee a harmonious blending of national and international security interests,
all the more so as general security presupposes unconditional respect for the
Charter of the United Nations. under the Charter, the principles and norms of
democratic international law embodied in it and recognized by all States Members of
the Organization are to be applied without restriction to serve as a foundation for
political action and as the only reasonable basis for the behaviour of States in
their relations with one another.

We believe that the implementation of a comprehensive system of security would
lead to a distinct increase in the effectiveness of the United Nations in all its
activities. Strengthening the Organization’'s peace-keeping function and its role
as a unique centre for productive political dialogue in the endeavour to resolve
mankind’s glabal problems would greatly benefit all nations and regions as well as
the overall structure of international security. The United Nations can and should
be a major driving force in gaining acceptance for new political thinking in
international affairs. we are firmly convinced that there are diverse

possibilities for fully employing the peace- and confidence-building potential of

the United Nations.
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In this respect., the discussion hel® so far on the Declaration on the
Enhancement of the ®ffectiveness of the Principle of Refraining from the Threat or
Use of Force in International Relations has brought out valuable ideas and
experiences and has had a positive influence on the conduct of relation8 between
States and peoples.

What is needed nbove all is fresh thinking and increased activity tu enhance
the contribution of the United Nations to a peaceful settlement of conflicts.
Reinforcement of the preverrtive role of the United Nations would be a promising
field for co-operative efforts among States. WQ have in mind, especially, the
Secretary-General's proposal to establish a United Nations-affiliated multilateral
centre to reduce the risk of nuclear war, but also the creation of machinery within
the United Nations framework to verify compl iance with any disarmament agreements
that have been concluded. This is a field in which the Security Council, and
especially its permanent members, have a greater part to play. Recent examples
have shown that high-level or top-level meetings of the Council members to discuss
acute problems of humanity in a constructive and responsible manner may give fresh
impetus to the search for solutions. The efficiency and prestige of the United
Nations could also be strengthened if resolutions adopted by Consensus were given
greater authority and made the basis for the conduct of States in international
relations. Unilateral declarations of commitment by States, hut also in a regional
setting, might he an initial, yet significant stop towards this end.

The German Democratic Republic is cer ta in that, in the course of our debate on
the current agenda item, a host of proposals and ideas will come up that will help
to 9ive mater ial shape to the concept of comprehensive security.

An indispensable pre-condition to smoothing the way to a world free of nuclear

weapons and to a comprehensive system of international peace and security that will
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benefit all peoples of the world is the readiness of States to join in endeavoura

for achieving this objective in a conatructive and unbiased spirit and on a
collect ive bae is. ¥vhat is required is the wisdom and the wealth of experience of
all State8 and groups of States. Consistent action in keeping with common
responaibility, combined with a sense of reality and judgement, is what can
reasonably be expected to produce results that fully accord with the needs of our
time.

Pursuing its policy of active dialogue, common sense and realism, the German
Democratic Republic will continue to be a dependable and predictable partner to all
those who are anxious to promote the supreme human right: the riqght to live in
security and in peace.

Mr. CAMARA (Guinea) (interpretation from French) 1 Your election au
Chairman of the First Committee is a source of joy to us for more than one reason.
Speak iug for the fir st time in this Committee, T take great pleasure in extending
to you the heartiest congratulations of the delegation of Guinea. We have burdened
you with this task, not only in recognition of your moral and diplomatic talents,
but also because we have wished to pay a tribute to the qt-eat African traditions Of
yecur country with which my country, Guinea, has sincere relations of friendship and
fraternal co-operation. We should like to congratulate Mr. Akashi,
Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, whose competence and devotion are
we '1-known, as well as the other officers of the Committee.

If international. peace and security are indisg:nsavle factors for the general
progr € as for mank ind, they require tolerance and the relaxation of tension, and
mutual. under standing among nations. Thin un iver sal Organ i zation has demnnstr ated
it.8 devotion to those ideals by adopting many resolutions relating to them and by

tak ing broad action designed to strengthen international relations by recommending
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a policy of non-use of force in the settlement of disputes and by advocating

sector al regional. and global diearmament. Bilateral and multilateral agreements
already exist in this connection. The tni ted Nations declared 1986 the
International Year of Peace. Today, everywhere in the world, many initiatives have
borne fruit and have served to buttress this programme. Fven world public opinion
has expressed its anxiety and helplessness and has spoken out. People are also
speaking out against war, means of mass destruction and intolerable violations of
sovereignty and territorial integrity. Many meetings, conferences and svmpos ia
have streased that Life on earth must be spared violence, dissent and futile
antagonism, which unfortunately influence our fate. Survivors of both Wor 1da Wars
have given moving accounts of their feelings and have said that this tragedy should
never afflict the wor 14 again.

As a contribution to the peac2 process, the Organization of African Unity, in
articles ‘Il and IITI of its charter, adopted very precise p. ‘nciplns reqarding the
anti-colonial struggle, the peaceful settlement of conflicts through negotiations,
mediation and arbitration, continental co-operation to overcome underdevelopment,
non-al jgnment as an act of taith and philosophy aimed at settl inq relations between
Africa and *%.e antagonistic blocs, and finally, the strenqthening of the United
Nations, which is the ideal centre for harmonizing relations and trends where there
are special responsibilities, especialiy in the area of security.

The non-al igned countr ies and non-gover nmental organizations, such as the
World Peace Council, have given special attention to this question.

Bu t today, two years after the celebration of the fortieth annivet sary of the
United Nations, after so many efforts to establish a new order baaed on lasting
peace and s tr engthened secur i ty , how doea the balance sheet read? Is mankind

finally prepared to take control of its destiny in a courageous way, in a
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dispassionate manner devoid of egotism and marked by the search for solidarity and

true unity?

A look at the international arena offers a glimmer of hope but it mus*
admitted there are also fears. In the interplay of global dynamics it cannot be
said that hope has finally triumphed over pessimism in spi te of certain encouraging
signs.

Yet an improvement in relations between the Soviet Union and the United States
of America made concrete by positive developments in current negotiations, progsess
in talks on chemical weapons and the positive results of the recent International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development - which was held
in New York and which, for the first time, established an interrelationship between
disarmament, development and security -~ all these things do, to some extent, meet
the concerns of our time.

Though of 1 imited scope, these important events have this year cc eated a
topitious climate for the work of our Committee and thus strengthen our conviction
that more and more countries are realizing the necessity of interdependence in the

promotion of their interests, both collective and individual.
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Guinea continues to provide proof of its good faith and its belief in the
ideals of peace and security and has offered its qood offices both in Africa and in
international organizations. We therefore welcome and support these recent
developments. They are in keeping with historical trends and also represent
fundamental aspects of our foreign policy.

There are many factors which cause widespread anxiety, namely, the unbridled
arms race, great-power rivalry, the systematic violation of human rights and
fundamental freedoms, interference in the internal affair,: of States and armed wars
against sovereign States.

Furthermore, there are many areas of violence in the world. While peace and
aufet bless some parts of the world, they are seen elsewhere only as a fleeting
shadow.

In southern Africa, the racist régime of Pretoria has given proof of its bad
faith by stubbornly clinging to its odious policy of apartheid, repeated acts of
aggression and refusal to abide by resolutions of the Security Council.

In keeping with the spirit of the General Assembly’s resolution ES-8/2,
adopted at the second special session devoted to disarmament, and resolution 41/32,
adopted at last year’'s session, Member ttates must effectively implement effective
action, including comprehensive and binding sanctions under Chapter VIl of tne
Charter .

Measures to bring about the total denuclcarization of South Africa are also
necessary, in keeping with the Declaration adopted in 1964 by the Organization of
African Unity {(OAU) and reaffirmed at the twenty-first summit session on
disarmament, denuclear ization, security anc levelopment in Aft ica, since possession
of nuclear weapons by Pretoria and its milit.-ry collaboration with certain

countries are A very real danger to international peace and security.
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Here too, the supporters of apartheid, notwithstanding injunctions from the
internat ional community , refuse to submit their nuclear activities to regular
supervision hy the International Atomic Enerqy Agency (IAEA).

Furthermore, the international community ghould continue to bring more
pressure to bear on South Africa in order to bring abcut Namibia's immediate
independence without regard to any considerations other than those referred to in
Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

In an international climate fraught with threats, the principle of the
peaceful settlement of disputes, contained in the Manila Declaration «nd in the
Charter, deserves priority consideration. The just ice and nobility of such a
principle need no further proof, since it enables us to dispel our fears and
satisfy our aspirations for peace.

Only the non-use of force in international relations and the use of peaceful
procedures can give the international community a chance to estahlish stahility and
security in crisis-ridden areas in Africa, Asia, the Middle East and Central
America. This ohviously rcauires Member States to give their support and join in
the effort, which should he reflected in the effective implementation of the many
resolutions of the Security Council and General Assembly.

We shoul? welcome in this connection the courageous mediation efforts of the
Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar, His perseverance in his efforts
and the political wisdom of the parties to the conflict will most certainly lead to
a relaxation of tensions.

Effective action must he taken to quarantee the security of countries not
poesessing nuclear weapons against the threat posed hy those possessing them.
States in various parts of the world have expressed their determination to oppose

the introduction of such weapons into their territories, through the creation of
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nuclear-weapon-free zones and chemical-weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements
freely entered into.

My delegation is convinced that the existence of thase zones will facilitate
the process of disarmament and peace in the Balkans, the Indian Ocean and the
Mediterranean, all of which must become havens of peace, stabi li ty and co-operation
for the coastal and hinterland peoples.

A8 regards the Mediterranean it will be recalled that many declaraticas made
in this connection by non-aligned Mediterransan countries and by the General
Assembly recommend that further efforts should he made to reduce armaments and
tensions, thereby providing viable solutions for the problems of the region.

That is why we have good reason to hope that the Vienna talks held after the
positive results of the Stockholm Confere¢ nce will lead to this objective,
considering the parties’ expressed readiness to co-operate.

The Security Council, the non-aligned countries, the Ad Hoc Committee and its
Working Group muet all show the same determination and give fresh momentum to
international efforts aimed at convening the Conference on the Indian Ocean in 1988
at Colombo, in compliance with the 1971 Declaration and General As.embly resolution
41/87 of 4 December 1986.

There can be no peace and security without development, just as it is futile,
and in fact utopian, to believe that there can be any opulence or weli-being in an
atmoaphere of constant crisis.

The late Prime Minister of India, Mrs. Indira Gandhi said in a stateme..L that
progress in all countries, whether developed or developing, depends entirely on
peace on earth.

The Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship hetween
Disarmament and Development, in its operative part, expanded the concept of

security to non-military factors. This means that the conseauences of
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underdevelopment dangerously compromise the security of the peoples affected and
stand in the way of their future today, at the end of the second millennium.

The allocation of resources freed by disarmament to the economic and social
development of third-world countries would unauestionably relieve their suffering
and help reduce disparitiz2s, apart from the fact that such savings would give the
industrialized countries additional resources to promote their growth.

The regrettable fact is that the opposite is taking place in most of our
countries, which are obliged by security considerations to divert their meagre
resources from their proper objective because of violations by certain Powers Of
the inalienable right of peoples to self-determination and to dispose of their
wealth. Thus, the present crisis in international relations has a direct effect on
the peace and security process, and no State is spared.

But the countries of the third world suffer even more severely from the
effects of non-military factors which have a bearing on security, especially in
connection with their external debts and the persistence of natural disasters.

This obviously emphasizes the need to reform the economic order on a just ard
democratic basis and to achieve international economic co-operation, as recommended
by the 1974 Declaration on the establishmer: of a new international economic order,
adopted at the sixth special session of the General Assembly.

Furthermore, just as we must promote the political, economic, social and
cultural rights of peoples, States must endeavour to ensure the full development of
the intellectual and moral faculties of individuals and the full enjoyment of
individual rights, without which no lasting security is possible.

At a time when technological progress and communications far transcend
national frontiers, no State, qreat or small, stronqg or weak, can isolate itself or
ensure its own security. The prohlem of peace and security is therefore everyone’s

business. They are global concepts and must be seen as part and parcel of the
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effort to bring about a structural balance in the political, economic and social
spheres. Education, science, culture, religion and the mass media also have a
large role to play in their realisation and in preparing societies for peace.

Indeed, since man is the shaper of his own life, he must be trained and
educated in such a way that he can use his knowledge exclusively for humanitarian
purposes and repress his negative inclinations, which have often caused tensions
and disturbances.

There are many well-known scientific and cultural figures who, throughout
their lives, have devoted their efforts to the service of peace everywhere in the
world. Names such as Albert Einstein, Pierre Joliot and Marie Curie, great
physicists of their times, as well as the Roussel Fourdation and other outstanding
organisations, are perfect examples of this.

To accept general and complete disarmament under effective international
control on the basis of transparency and reliable data would be eloquent proof of
our devotion to peace, as is rightly stressed by the 1978 Final Document of the

tenth special session of the General Assembly.
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It is in that connection that | should like solemnly to reaffirm my country's
attachment to multilateralism, symbolized by the United Nations and its various
Organs, and in particular the Security Council, which is entrusted with the
maintenance of international peace and security.

The members of the Security Council have a special responsibility to play the
role of the Council fully and to try to adapt that body to present-day realities,
namely, to the nature, scope and complexity of the pressing challenges confronting
mankind.

My country, the Republic of Guinea, desires structural changes in
international organizations that would help to consolidate the foundations of
peace. However, such changes must not jeopardize what has already been
accomplished, lest stagnation or fatal paralysis ensue. Instead, we must work for
those profound changes which would give the international Organization the moral
and spiritual vigour of its maturity.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): The work of the General Assembly at its current session confirms the
validity of the optimism expressed by the Secretary-General of the United Nations
to the effect that a favourable wind had begun to blow in the sails of our global
vessel. This is the wind of change, above all in the pol icies and practices of
most States, which realize the need to act together as members of a single
international community.

This is convincingly demonstrated by the powerful support given to the
upcoming conclusion at the Soviet-United States summit meeting of a treaty
eliminating two classes of nuclear weapons, medium- and shorter- range missiles.
Prospects are now open for reaching agreement in principle on a number of
guestions, primarily on a 50 per cent reduction in strategic offensive arms and on

adherence to the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems
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and non-withdrawal from that Treaty during an agreed period of time. Agreement on
eliminating thousands of nuclear weapons, evety one of which, as Albert Einstein
warned, is capable of raz ing to the ground such nuge cities as London, New York or
Moscow, is further proof of the possibility and effectiveness of reciprocal
self-restraint exercised by States in the most sensitive area - the military area.

The physical destruction of the two types of nuclear weapons is important not
only in itself, as the first action of actual nuclear disarmament, but also because
it will give impetus to the movement in all areas towards shaping a
nuclear-weapon-free and secure wWorld, prospects for which wer~ opened up at
Revk javik.

The idea of comprehensive secur ity submi tted for the consider ation of the
United Nations by a group of socialist countries is imbued with the desire to

ta in and consol idate on a mutual basis the process of positive development of
international relations. 1Its main purpose is to find, jointly, a balance of
interests ol States and an optimal correlation of national. interests with those of
mankind as a whole.

This is not a simple or easy matter. Comprehensive secur it . should he based
on common human values. FEarly in this century Vladimir Ilyich Lenin noted their
pr imacy over the objectives of any particular class. The process of searching
jointly for a balance among the di £ fer ent, contradictory but real interests of
today's community of ‘States and nations calls for the highest responsibiiity, for
an unbiased attitude towards the »spinions of others, for accommodation to their
positions, for common creative effort and for an acute sense of everything new.

No one has read -made solutions. No one holds in his hands the thread that
can help us find a way out of the labyr inth of the contradictory cuntempor ary
world. We are in the process of search ing , and we invite others to jo.n us in

seeking ways of building security.
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The Soviet Union proceeds from the premise that the United Nations Charter is
a mode’ for ensuring the security of the international community in keapiuy with
the national interests of all States. We see our task as one of making that model
effective and reliable in the new context of the nuclear and space age.

The truth, whether we 1 ike it or not, is thau the system of security provided
for in the United Nations Charter and based on multilate:-alism and on the joint
search for solutions through political means has so far remained mostly a potertial
rather than a reality. States and alliances of States practically never avail
themselves of that potential. They choose the old way, relying on military force.
The arms race has reached unprecedented and absurd proportions. It has not been
hal ted yet. Moreover, there is now a real danger of its extension to outer space .

In other words, a joint search for the security for all provided in the
Charter is hampered by egocentr ism oriented towards narrow, selfish interes ta and
methods of force to ensure them. It is between those trends that the dividing 1 ine

in world politics now passes. Today it is no longer possible to act as one did in

the past.

The 1980s have clearly brought to the surface certain features of world
development that have been built up and have taken shape over the entire post-war
period. First, the specific features of the nuclear and space age have given rise
to the threat of the self-destruction of civilization. Further, the incr eas ing
interdependence of the world’'s countries and nations has been accelerated by
today’'s scientific and technological revolution. Finally, there has been an
aggr avation of the glabal problems that challenge the very biological ability of
human beings to adapt to the dangers, tempos and stresses of contemporary life.

Aur el io Pecce i, head ot the Club of Rome, wrote that our planet is not so
larje and generous as to satisfy the expectation of all groups of the world's

populotion without exception. 1f each of them tr ies t» qr ab as much as it can,
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that will ultimately spell catastrophe for the entire system that provides for

human life on earth. Aa a result, no one will get anything he wants or really

needa,
This means that the need for multilateral solutions to problems of
international peace and security is actually increasing. It is important to ensure

greater effectiveness on the part of the United Nations in all its activities. If

the United Nations is to become a real centre of co-ordinated actions for

maintaining international peace and security , all States musat act on the baa is of

non-confrontational approaches oriented towards a search for real iatic and

dgenerally acceptable solutions to international problems and towards full use of

the potential for co-operation contained in the Charter.
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Mr. Mangwende, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Zimbabwe, expressed this idea
in his statement at the united Nations General Aasembly, whan he said;
“This Organ ization can never by ‘our' united Nations as opposed to
‘theirs'y nor can it be ‘theirs’ as opposed to ‘ours’. . . . Only as the United

Nations, meeting everybody’s views in part and forcing compromise from all,

will it serve anyone at all.," (A/42/PV. 20, p. 56)

All of this brings out new aepecte of the idea of multilateraliem and calls
for a new approach to and reconsideration of objectives, as well as for an
overcoming of existing ideological patterns and stereotypes.

Our approaches to the intensification of the multilateral process and to the
internationalization of efforts to build security are epitomized in
Mikhail Gorbachev’'s article, “The Reality and Guarantees of a Secure Wor 1d, " which,
in fact, conta ins a de ta iled and compr ehens ive ini t ial project for a pose ible new
way Of organizing 1 ife in our common planetary home, in accordance with United
Nations ideals and on the baa is of its Charter, namely, an organization in which
the security of all would be a guarantee of security for each and every person.

One can of ten hear it asked :+ Why are the new concepts necessary, if what is
involved here is the implementation of the United Nations Charter, which was
formulated over 40 years ago’? First and foremost, the very concept of the Charter
is a new clement in public thinking and practice, g revolutionary break with the
logic of domina tion by force that has prevailed for centur ies. Moreover, the
introduction and implementation of that concept is a new under taki i\g in histor ical

terms.
There is also a new need to find a way to apply the philosophy of secur ity ,

which originates in the Charter, to the rapidly changing realities of the dynamic
era in which we live. Let us take the atom and outer space, which have become a

reality since the sign inq of the Charter. 1et us take the development of
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technology, inconceivable at the end of the Second World war, which not only brings
the benefits of civilization to people but which ia also fraught with growing
threats because of its military application or owing to a mere & ~ident. Let us
take the rapidly escalating interpenetration and global character of economic,
information and other Links. In such a world it is no longer possible to Live by
the logic of confrontation. A great deal must be! changed in the ways of thinking
and in the conduct of States 8o that in present-day conditions a system of
international peace and security can beqin to work in accordance with United

Na tions ideals. The system ought to embrace all aspects of relations among states,
and it preaupposen the active participation of all countries. Thus, it should be

comprehenaive, both vertically and hot izontally, in its functional, and its

structural dimensions.

Indeed , the United Nations Charter was not calculated at. all to take account
of the existence of nuclear weapons. Since comprehensive securi ty is needed to
restore the Charter and since It is the purpose for which its provisions were
cceated, this presupposes the eventual elimination of all types of weapons of mass
destruction.

We propose tho elaboration of such a system by drawing upon the collective
wisdom of nank in?. In other words, we prr pose a new mode of action for States ov,
in the words of H.D. Censcher, Vice-Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany,
“a s trategy of peace”. It will be necessary to deva2lop a “reflex of
multilateraliam”, based on the unconditional recognition of the pr imacy of
interna tional law, which must enter into play primar ily at the 1 evel of the supreme
political leadership of States.

It is essential that general .y acceptahlc conceptual appr oaches he wor ked out
to the esmplex issues of international relations. Guided by -uch approaches,

Governments would search for responses tn ar is ing problems and cr ises, not in the
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scenarios of power confrontation and conflict escalation but rather in the united
Nations Charter.

This is a matter of mutual enrichment and interpenetration of the principles
that govern the decision-making process. In other words, discussion of the idea of
compr ehens ive inter national secur { ty must, as we see it, help the international
community find fulcrums amidst the weightlessness of contradictions and establish
reference points for advancing in all areas of inter national develommen t. For, no
matter what problem we consider, we inevitably encounter the same dif ficulties,
namely, lack of mutual under standing and opposing views,

By working out a comprehensive approach to international security we can shed
1 ight on the methodology of communication and co-operation in the international
arena and come closer to understanding the common values and objectives that unite
115 .

A substantive and purposeful discussion of the idea of comprehensive
international security could take place within a group of experts that would
prepare a deta il ad report on the subject for the Gener al Assembly at i ta
forty-fifth session. The group of experts would conduct an unbiased analysis of
the entiregamut of views and pe:r ceptions concer ning means of ensuring universal
security in all spheres of international relations, wi th a view to br ing ing the
congeptual approaches closer toge ther and expanding the areas of agreement:, as

well as to finding practical ways.

The idea of comprehern. ive security did not spr ing from nothing. It derives
from what has already been achieved in the area of the peaceful. coexistence of
States. There is a need carefully to gather together the smallest grains of
insight and the whole of civilization's wisdom, based on universally recognized

human values and on the human being’'s eternal Aes ire for peace. Many thect ies have
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been subjected to drastic devaluation during the course of history, but the idea of
a better and safe wor 1d has always retained and increased its value.

Throughout the post-war decades a vast treaty and legal basis has been created
that has contained the arms race in some areas. This is a system of neyotiationa
dealing with reductions in nuclear arms, the elimination of chemical weapons, the
limitation and reduction of the levels of armed forces and conventional armaments,
and the consolidation of confidence-building measures in the military sphere.
Statutory acts with regard to human rights have been codified. Regional security
and co-operation mechanisms have emerged in Europe, Asia, Africa and America. The
authoritative Movement of Non-Aligned Countr iea is active in the international
arena. Bilateral, mutually beneficial ties have been developed among many States
with difterent social systems.

The Declaration on the Strengthening of Internatior.al Security adopted in 1970
opportunely laid down the bases for concrete actions to solve acute problems and
improve international relations. AL though not all the prwisiona of the
Declaration have yet been translated into deed, that document has enriched the
world community with the exper ience of dealing with the problems of ensur ing

international security with due regard for the needs of the present day.
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The task the United Nations has to set itself is to continue civilization's
ascent towards comprehending the problem of security and to -reace a synthetic,
comprehensive concept thereof. Our perception or a conceptual solution to that
task, which is already taking shape today as a result of ongoing discussions, is as
follows.

First, in today’s interdependent world the weaker security of a member of the
international community has an inevitably adverse effect on international security
as a whole. The world is a single whole, which is why it is the highest wisdom not
to care only for oneself, and even less to do so to the detriment of others. In
international relations as a whole, security must be comprehensive and can be built
only on an equal basis for all. It is the task of all States, large and small,
developed and developing, regardless of their social and political systems and
ideologies, to build such security. This presupposes the broad democratization of
international relations. Democratization means taking account of the views of each
and every one and ceas ing to view the wor 1d through the pr ism o f relations between
two coun tr ies - or per haps three or four - no matter how powerful they might be.

As Foreign Minister de Abreu Sodre of Brazil noted in his statement at the current
session of the General Assembly,
“No nation or group of nations has the r ight to impose its own
conceptions and solutions on the increasingly complex picture of international
relations. No one nation should seek to isolate itself or fail to take into

consideration the universal aspirations of the community of nations.”

(A/42/PV. 4, p. 6)

Secondly, in the age of supersonic speed and super-Power, it is imperative to
abandon the dangerous misconceptions that the arms race and the improvement of
military technologies can provide national and inter national secur ity . The problem

of security is actually not a technological problem; it is a political problem, and
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it is necessary to begin a search for reliable and guaranteed ways of ensuring it,
not by means of armaments, but by political means - by what Ambassador Woolcott,
the head of the Australian delegation, in his statement at the forty-second session
of the General Assembly, described as

“balanced and verifiable arms reduction and <isarmament measures”.

(A/42/PV. 31, pp. 14-15)

To that end, what is required is the political will of States, a new degree of
trust and a new level of flexibility characterized by an active search for
compromise solutions to today’s acute international problems.

Thirdly, given the growing interrelationship between various areas of
contemporary inter national. relations, the problem of ensuring wor 1d security
precupposes a mul tidimensional and comprohens ive approach, au well as the
elimination of the deepl y rooted causes of mistrust and suspicion in the wor 1d.
Today, the problem of universal security cannot be confined to the military and
political spheres alone. Bconomic, environmental and humanitarian aspects,
including human rights, must be included within its framework. as Foreign Minister
Taleb |brahimi of Algeria rightly pointed out in his statement at the current
session of the General Assembly,

“the problems connected with world security are indivisible and therefore

require a comprehensive, integrated approach. * (A/42/PV.28, p. 21)

The task is to achieve real progress in all areas without any linkages, bearing in
mind that headway in are area w:. facilitate the finding of solutions to problems
in other areas and will strengthen broad international confidence.

That is the conceptual content of our proposal on comprehensive security. We
believe that the concept of comprehensive security, 1 ike any other mode of thought,
should be embodied in the purpose-oriented political conduct of States, in acts of

reasonable will and in practical deeds. ft. must help translate the common
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awareness of the substantial global realities and universal values of mankind into
a language of concrete policies of States in concrete areas and ensure broad
application of multilateralism in the security sphere. That is why, in his ar ticle
of 17 September, the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet "nion, Mihhail Gorbachev, set forth both the political and
philosophical views of the Soviet Union on the problems of building comprehensive
security and a ~oncrete programme of practical measures aimed at establishing a
gualitative new political climate of trust and co-operation in the world.

For example, let us take nuclear deterrence: s it really not possible to
find a betttr substitute for it in the contemporary world? The answer is, Yes, it
is possible , if we ave guided by new political thinking and if we act on the basis
of multilateralism. According to the Political Declaration issued oy the Eighth
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries at Harare,

“the idea that wor 1d peace can be maintained through wnuclear deterrence, a

doctrine that lies at the root of the continuing escalation in the quantity

and quality of nuclear weapons and which has, in fact, led to greater
insecurity and instability in international relations than ever before, is the

moot dangerous myth in existence.” (A/41,/697, p. 24)

Real security today is guaranteed by the lowest, not the highest, possible
level of armed forces, from which nuclear and other weapon5 of mass destruction
would be fully excluded. In the final analysis, a system of comprehensive security
is intended to create conditions for a transition to the maintenance of peace and
security by an international institution, while State5 retain their military
arsenals at a level sufficient only for their defence needs, without any offensive
capabilities. Comprehensive security also presupposes the elimination of the

sources of tension and conflicts in the wor 1d. It stands to reason that there is

and can be no single recipe for settlement, but there are generally recognized



RM/10 A/C.1/42/PV. 49
39-40

(Mr._Petrovsky, USSR)

norms and principles of inter-State relations that can and must form the basis of

political settlements to regional conflicts.

The current session of the General Assembly has just adopted an important
political document, which will help the international community to advance towards
a world without wars and violence. It is the Declaration on the Enhancement of the
Effectiveness of the Principle of Refraining from the Threat or Use of Force in
In terna tional Relations. It is the product of the joint efforts of the world
community. That document reflects the desire of States to put an end to violence

in all spheres of contemporary international relations.
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It is particularly important that the nuclear Powers and the States members of
military and political alliances to which those Powers are parties should adhere in
practice to the principle of refraining from the threat or use of force, above all
armed force, in international relations. Wwe favour consultations with the
permanent members of the Security Council for the purpose of working out a code of
peaceful relations and cunduct in international affairs, both of a universal
character and as applied to each individual regional conflict. The main goal is to
preclude the possibility of interference by force and the involvement of major
Powers in a confrontation. In other words, the idea of such a code was first
formulated in one of the most important documents, the Final Document of the first

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which was adopted

by consensus.

The establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and
security is not limited to the elimination of the currently existing sources of
tension in the world. As we move forward towards a non-violent world, it is
essential to ensure reliable prevention of crises and the peaceful settlement Of
disputes, which requires making use of the entire range of measures for averting
conflicts and of preventive diplomacy, first and foremost within the framework of
the United Nations.

It is also time to resolve the question of wider use of the institution of
United Nations military observers and United Nations peace-keeping forces.

There is an increasingly obvious need to ensure the economic secur ity of
States, to reduce disproportions in the levels of their economic development, and
to eliminate economic injustice, which is a cause of tensions in the wor 1d.

The unrestrained arms race has an extremely unfavourable effect on the world
economic situation. Its cessation would put an end to the militar ization of

scientific and technological progress and make it possible to release a major part
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of mankind’s economic potential for the purposes of peaceful construction. We see
disarmament for development as one of the supporting structures in the edifice of
universal security and we are ready actively to co-operate with all in the speedy
implementation of recommendations of the International Conference on the
Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

There are also other global issues whose solution is on the agenda of
comprehensive security. Here priority must be given to the preservation of the
environment and the natural conditions of life on Earth. It is only through joint
efforts that we can remove the global danger of an environmental heart attack.

Comprehensive security, oriented towards the universal values of mankind, also
presupposes creating decent material and spiritual conditions of life for all
peoples, making our planet habitable and ensuring an economic attitude to its
resources, above all to the main resource which is man himself=

An eminent Soviet scientist, Academician V. vernadsky, regarded the emergence
of life and intelligence as the paramount law of the creation of the world and was
the first to suggest the concept of noosphere, that is the unity between man and
the world that surrounds him and his special place in it. That is why it is SO
important to safeguard man’s principal right, that is to say, the right to life,
and to secure universal observance of, and respect for, fundamental human rights
and freedoms and human dignity. A world cannot be considered safe if human rights
are trampled upen. It is necessary to focus specifically on strengthening the
existing system of obligations of States in the area of human rights and
humanitarian co-operation, in particular through the accession of all States to the
fundamental inter national instruments in this field. all States should bring their

national legislation and administrative regulations in the humanitarian area into
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conformity with international obligations and norms. It is essential to work out a
common approach to the entire range of human rights and fundamental freedoms -
political, civil, social, economic and cultural - on the basis of the generally
recognized international instruments in this field.

Agreed international measures to eliminate genocide, racial discrimination and
apartheid would contribute to removing acute social. evils which tend to erode
security in the world. A key area in the molding of comprehensive security is
humanitarian interaction and the furthering of co-operation among nations.

The Soviet Union regards the Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for
Life in Peace, adopted by the United Nations on the initiative of the Polish
People’s Republic, as an important instrument which helps to shape spiritual and
moral guarantees of a safe world and to introduce confidence into the practice of
international relations.

The establishment of a developed infrastructure of confidence and openness in
relations among States is the core of comprehensive security. At present, it is
objectively imperative to move over from confidence-building measures in individual
areas to a broad policy of confidence permeating all the spheres of contemporary
international relations. That is our profound conviction.

An important condition for ensur inq confidence is openness and democratization
inzide and outside the political life of States and the machinery for the
elaboration and adoption of major decisions, especially in the military and
political Spheres.

Guided by the ideas of democratic control over compliance with international
agreements, we are in favour of greatly enhancing the role of the public, including
the formation, under legislative bodies, of control commissions compr ising
parliamentarians and public representatives, which would publicly monitor the

observance of the obligations arising from international agreements.
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As is stressed in the communique of the Prague meeting of the Committoe Of
Foreign Minister e of the War saw Treaty member States, the eys tern of univer sal
security is to function on the basis of the United Nations Charter and within the
United Nations framework. The socialist countr ies favour enhancing the role of the
General Assembly, the Security Council and the Secretary-General of th: united
Naticns, It is necessary that all States provide maximum support in this regard
and help to raise the effectiveness of the United Nations and ite institutiona and
to augment their contribution to the resolution of international issues.

We are convinced that there is an urgent need for a United Natlons decision
that would orient the States and the pub' ic towards a broad democratic discussion,
on a non-confrontational and constructive basis, of the concept of comprehensive
secur ity corresponding to the realities of the nuclear and apace age.

As at the forty-first session of the General Assembly, the sponsors of the
draft resolution that will be aubmitted soon will be acting in the spirit of
co-operation w! th all delegations. We are open to any constructive proposals which
would help work out and lead to a consensus decision at our present session.

The initiative of the socialist countries on the question of a comprehensive
system Of international peace and security contains conf .derable creative
potential. As was stressed by the Soviet Minister for Foreign Affairs,

Mr. Eduard A. Shevardnadze, in his statement at the current session, we regard a
comprehensive system of international security as a kind of interim programme for
reasserting the role of the 'mited Nations and its Charter as the primary

instruments for peace. In otrer wordn, we invite a joint search for roads whl. .
could |ead mankind through the minefield of today into the twenty-first century,

into a nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world.
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Mr . BIRRPING (Denmark): On behalf of the 12 membur States of the
European Community , | wish t O address item6é 71, 72 and 73 on our agenda, concerning
international secur { ty.

More than four dacades ago, the Charter of the United Nations laid the
groundwork for peace among nations. Built on the ruin6é that were the tragic result
of a devastating world war, the United Nations was establlshed in order to secure
peace 1nd security for future generations.

Although refrainin; from the threat or use of force in international relations
was obviously a primary objective for such an endeavour, the prereauisite and, in
the last resort, the key to peace and security is co-operation and truat. The
acknowledgement and the subseaguent realization of this fundamental premise, a6
embodied in the Charter, may he the moat far-reaching coneeauence of the visionary
work done hy its original (drafters.

However, the drafter6 also understood that vision had to he tempered with
realism. fThrougheout the history of mankind there has never been a shortage of
high-flown ideas and recipes on how the world should be. But the gap between
aspiration and reality has often sealed the fate ot many good intentions. With
this in mind, the drafters concentrezted their efforts on providing the basic
elements of a safe, secure and civilized world, as reflected in Chapter | of the
Charter, on the purposes and principles of the United Nations.

Arms control and diaarmament have a very Important role in the achievement Of
the qoals of the Charter. The prospects for the international security situation a
few week6 before the United Statee-Soviet summit at Washington seem very
encouraging.

The United States and the Soviet Union are at present engaged in an intenae
dialoque covering major issues that affect all people, notably including

disarmament, human r ights and reqginnal conf licts. The Twelve warmly welcome this




FMB/12 A/C.1/42/PV. 49
47

(Mr_._gjegri_ng, Denmark)
development. We hope that the summit meeting between President Reagan and General
Secretary Gorbachev will lead to constructive progress and concrete results both in
the field of arms control and disarmament and in other critical areas in their
overall relat ionnhip. In our view, it is important t> maintain a broad scope for
tha dialogue, since we know from experience that tangible and durable progress in
one area is difficult to achieve if the situation in other areas is not developing
in a satisfactory way. On tha other hand, it i8 also obvious that positive results
in one area strengthen mutual confidence and thus enhance possibilities of progresa
in other areas.

The United Nations msy not alwaye have lived up to the hopes of its founders.
Nevertheleae, the Chatter sets the standard8 and goals for which we must all strive
and the principles that all Member States have pledged they will strictly observe,
Its provision6 remain the best basis for maintaining international peace and
security, provided that Member States live up to their obligation6 under the
Charter.

One of the basic ingredient6é of the Charter, and among the most essential of
them all, is respect for human righté and fundamental freedoms. Respect for human
rights is an essential factor for international peace. There is no doubt that the
record in this regard has often fallen seriously short of expectations. However,
the fault lie6 not in any inadequacy of the Charter of the UInited Nations, hut
rather in the unwillingness of many States to see to it that deeds follow words.
The Charter imposes on all Memher States clear and uneauivocal obligations which
they should and must live up to. The discrepancy between what some say they do and
what they actually do may, in effect, constitute the greatest ohatacle to the

fulfilment of the purposes and principle6 of the Charter. When such discrepancies
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exist, it is ‘Mffilcult to lend credence to benevolent, statements, however
well-intent icned they may sound. The elimination of all violation6 of the
fundamental rights established in the Charter and the international instruments
that flow from it is essential for the enhancement of international peace nd
security.

Ensuring the effective implementation of the fundamental obligations of the
Charter should thsrefore te our essential objective, rather than referring to
comprenensive systems, as a group of Memher States proposed by introducing agenda
item 73, The Twelve are ready to collaborate on ways and means of implementing the
security system provided for in the Charter. The Twelve see no need for any other
comprehensive system. We are of the opinion that the Charter of the United Nations
is sufficient. for this purpose and that a reformulation or redefinition, directly
or by implication, must be avoided.

One of the fundamental principles of the Charter is the obhligation of all
Member States to refrain, in their international relations, from the threat or use
ot force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State,
or in any other manner inconsistent with the purposes of the United Nations. The
persistence of regional conflicté and foreign interventions and the horrifying

phenomenon of terrorism also threaten the fabric of international security and must

be tackled collectively and implacably.

In our search for a strengthening of international peace and security, we
should not overlook the fact that regional approaches can open up promising
avenues. The process of the Conference on security and Co-operation in Europe
(CSCE) is an example, and we think a very positive one, of what can be achieved
through multilateral co-operation within a regional context. CSCE has played a

major role in promoting respect for human rights and furthering confidence and
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secur { ty in Europe. The Helrinki, Madrid and Stockholm Conferences have produced
substantive and concrete documents. Hcwever, compliance with the freely accepted
commitments, in particular in the field of human rights and fundamental freedoms,
has largely remained unsatisfactory. The Twelve therefore attach great weight to
achieving real progress at the ongoing meeting at Vienna. By progress we mean not
only improvement of unsatisfactory or uneven implementation of already exieting
provisions but also new and eubetantially improved measures within all main areas
of the CSCE process, in particular its human dimenaion. The Twelve remain
committed to working steadfastly for this goal. We also regard the CSCE process a8
poritively influencing the global security situation, and thus as a contribution to

the maintenance of international peace and security.
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The Twelve support and encourage efforts in other parts of the world which can
contribute to a lessening of tensicns and promote multilateral co-operation in a
regional context.

The Security Council has the primary responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security. We are encouraged by the unanimity which was
achieved in the Council recently with the adoption of reaolution 598 (1987). An
effective Security Council 18 eeaential for the operation of the security system
created by the United Nations. We attach great importance to enhancing andi
strengthening the authority and role of the Security Council and to the necessity
of implementing the decisions adopted by that organ, as provided by the Charter.
We support the Council and the Secretary-General in their ef forts to that end. It
remains essential to enable the Council to deal with potential conflicts before
they break out into open hostilities.

We should not. overlook other, less visible ways in which the United Nations
can be used effectively in promoting international peace and security, in
particular the Secretary-General's own brand of aquiet diplomacy. His patient,
sustained and discreet efforts constitute an important element in the process of
trying to resolve disputes peacefully. The Twelve would like to pay tribute to the
Secretary-General and his staff for their endeavours, which have often borne fruit.

The Orqganization itself is an indispensable forum in which countries, no
matter how large or small, can come together on an eaual footing to exchange views,
bring their problems and seek to settle disputes peacefully in accordance with the
Charter. Moreover, the technical and regional bodies and the specialized agencies
established under United Nations auspices provide a network through which the
purposes and principles of the Charter can be realized in the humanitarian, social,
economic and developmental spheres, which are intimately related to the auestion of

security.




RM/13 A/C.1/42/PV,49
52

(Mr. fierring, Denmark)

United Nations peace-keeping operationa have greatly assisted in the
maintenance of international peace and security. The Twelve are strong supporters
of those operations, and member States of the European Community have in fact taken
part in all but one of the 13 operations that have been mounted over the years,
There can be no doubt that peace-keeping hae proved an effective instrument in
bringing stability to conflict areas and in maintaining the delicate balance of
international peace. The Twelve wish to exprean their appreciation and raspect for
all those who have taken part, and in some cases given their lives, in United
Nations peace-kcaping operations. We welcome the increased international interest
in this important instrument, which, it ia to he hoped, may find wider application.

The Twelve are also interested in further strenqthening the ways and means Of
judicial settlement of international disputes in accordance with the Charter. The
Twelve belong to the category of States which, in many different contexts of
international co-operation, have accepted binding third-party dispute-eettlement
procedures, at both the European and the global level.

The rights «nd privileges of membership in the United Nations go hand in hand
with ohligationa to uphold the purposes and principles of the Charter. Those
obligations are freely entered into and should not be taken lightly. For their
part, the Twelve remain prepared to strenqthen international peace and security
effectively within the framework of the Charter. We are thus ready to consider any
proposals to this end in the appropriate United Nations forums,

Mr. NOWORYTA (Poland) : The Declaration on the Preparation of Societies

for Life in Peace, adopted nine years aqo by the General Assenbly, reflected the
tendency, dominant at the time, to develop co-operation and détente. It
constituted a confirmation of the political will of States and Governments to seek

to reduce tensions and to strengthen international security.



RM/13 A/C.1/42/PV,49
53

(Mr. Noworyta, Poland)

The 1981 and 1984 reviews of the implementation of that Declaration,
notwithstanding the changes obtaining in the international situation, confirmed the
important role of the Declaration in alerting public opinion in all countries and
in mobilizing consciences, both individually and collectively, in the cause of
peace.

The present review also indicates that the tasks formulated in that document
not only have not lost their validity but, on the contrary, have grown in
importance. Since the adoption of the Declaration, as evidenced by the periodic
reviews of its implementation, there has been accumulated a wealth of experience
that has broadened and enriched the concept of the preparation of societies for
life in peace.

One of the salient features of those reviews has been a conclusion that peace
should be approached on many levels and from diverse perspectives. There has been
a growing conviction that the elimination of the causes of conflict and threats to
peace call not only for active efforts on the part of States and Governments hut
also for the mohilixation of public opinion at larqge.

In recent years the idea of the preparation of societies for life in peace has
entered into international relations as a meaningful component of bilateral and
multilateral co- 'peration, as well as the topic of contacts betweer societies, in
particular between the youth of numerous countries.

As the report of the Secretacy-General (A/42/668) rightly states:

“Greater awareness and knowledge of international problems has increased the

numher of individuals, organizations and institutions capable of contributing

to the peace-bu i 1d ing process. " (A/42/666, para.68)

Among those which have a roleto play are local government . Many national
and international non-governmental organizations and movements are actively

involved in the promotion of peace. It is worth noting that the observance of the
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International Year of Peace generated many initiatives from various groups and

organiaationr in favour of peace.

The implementation of the principles of the Declaration on the Preparation of
Societies for Life in Peace is an integral part of Poland’s foreign policy and a
constant element of its international activity on hoth the bilateral and the
multilateral level, especially in the United Nations.

As the Declaration stipulates, inter alias

"A basic instrument of the maintenance of peace is the elimination of the
threat inherent in the arms race, as well as efforts towards general and
complete disarmament, under ef fect ive international control, including part ial
measures with that end in view, in accordance with the principles agreed upon
within the United Nations and relevant international agreements.” (General

Assembly resolution 33/73, para, 6)

In keeping with its long-standing tradition, in the period under review Poland
has been actively involved in endeavours on the international scene aimed at
preserving and consolidating peace. That involvement has manifasted itself in
numerous disarmament-oriented and security-oriented Polish initiatives, hoth

European and global in scope.
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Among the most important of them are the following ¢+ the submission by
Wojciech Jaruzelski tc the General Assembly at its fortieth session of a proposal
to prepare a study under the auspices of the Secretary-General by leading experts
of different nationalities, on the various consequences of the militarization of
ou ter space, and we note with satisfaction that these questions are dealt with in
the study by the United Nations Institute For Disarmament Pesearch on disarmament
problems related to outer space, a proposal to expand the terms of reference of the
Stockholm Conference on Security and Confidence-building Measures and Disarmament
in Europe to embrace problems of conventional disarmament; an expresaion of
Poland’s readiness to act as host, in Warsaw, on thu fiftieth anniversary of the
outbreak of the Second Wor ld War, to representatives of States participants in the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe to ponder jointly the future of
the continent, and the 8 May 1987 presei cation in Warsaw by Wojciech Jaruzelski of
a plan for decreasing armaments an3 increaaing confidence in Central Burope .

It is encouraging to note that almost a decade after the adoption of the
Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace, the notion of ths
right of individuals and nations to live in peace is firmly fixed in the conscienc :
of societies as the most basic human rights, transcending all other rights. The
Declaration is b-coming an important element in building new in ternatfonal
relations based on oo-operation and on a rejection of confrontation and the arms
race.

The joint initiative of the nocialis t States at the forty-f i rat session of the
General Assembly on the establishmeat of a comprehensive system of international
peace and security added an important new dimension to that Declaration. The ideas
and principles of the Declaration can play a useful role in establ ishing such a

sys tern, wh ich could provide quidelines to all Sta tes In fosg ter ing peace ot iented
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attitudes among their citizens. We are convinced that the formation of such
attitudes and ethical and moral views rejecting armaments, force and violence as a
means to attain political ends is an important element of peaceful coexistence in a
future world free from war. However, it will be possible to guarantee a peaceful
future for mankind only through ceaseless efforts and new initiatives in various
fields, not only in the political and military spheres but also in the economic,
social and other areas. Hence the importance and timeliness of the initiative of
the social is t coun tr ies .

Obsecrvance of the International Year of Peace provided extremely valuable
experience with respect to the idea of preparing societies for l1ife in peace. The
process Of implementing the programme of observances of the Year helped mobilise
public opinion and make societies more keenly aware of threats to peace. As a
result it encouraged much greater involvement by individuals and social groups in
efforts to promote international peace through co-operation between States and
societies and through getting to know one another better.

At the Congress of Intellectuals for a Peaceful Future of the World, held in
Warsaw in January 1986, one working group dealt exclusively with questions
pertaining to the preparation of societies for life in peace. In its report it
noted, among other cbser vations, that the preparation of the younger generation for
peace should not be left entirely to school, civic or cultural organisations, but
ought also to be the responsibility of the family. It said also that the process
Of education should serve to foster broadly conceived tolerance and openness to the
outside world. It stressed that the basis of each and every endeavour to promote
peace and education for peace should be respect for other human beings. The report
thus went on to recommend that suitable teaching programmes be formulated and that
provision be made, at various levels of the educational system, for education for

peace.
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In accordance with resolution 3%/157, the Secretary-General convened a panel
of experts to discuss the preparation of societies for life in peace. One session
of the panel was held at Nieborow, Poland, early in 1986, and another at Osaka,
Japan, in autumn 1986. A summary of the in-depth discussions and the comprehensive
conclusions unanimously agreed upon by the experts participating in the panel is
presented in chapter V of the Secretary-General's report (A/42/668).

In addition, many interesting ideas and conclusions emerged at Other
international gatherings described in the Secretary-General's report on the

implementation of the Declaration. Their comma-~ feature was a search for the means

to develop a positive concept of peace and generate action in favour of peace. The
importance of the United Nations in prwiding a forum for sharing ideas and
experiences for the attainment of peace was also universally stressed.
We very much agree wi th the conclusion cited in the report of the
Secretary-General that
"the United Nations should work with Member States and the non-governmental
community in finding a common orientation capable of encouraging and
co-ordinating efforts on various levels for the preparation of societies for

life in peace”. (A/42/668, parta. 70)

The Declaration on the Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace resulted
from multifaceted activities; consequently the attainment of its defined aims will
be possible only through joint efforts.

The Polish Government is convinced that the ideas wntained in the Declaration
should be creatively and constructively developed in keeping with the present
wnditions of united Nations activities. We consider that the following elements
are particularly important in the implementation of the Declaration: precise

identification of threats to peace, which would constitute a basis for setting up a
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programme to counteract the danger of war, in pacticular nuclear war, and threats
to civilizaty ..y creation of a positive vision of peace as the harmonious

dcy slopment of relatioas between States, nations, groups and individualsy building
a comprehonsive philosophical system cf preparation for life in peace, encompaasing
moral, social, politic-al, cultural ano nther aspects.

It is of essential importance lot the implementation of thoee tasks that there
be an exchange of exper iencec between individual States, regarding their
achievements both on the gqovernmental level and in more widespread social
activities. We conside. that certain elements of preparation of soci ties for 1ife
in peace could, to a greater degree than heretofore, become an object nf
co-operation between various research bodies and non-governmental organizations,
especially those involving youth.

The CHAIRMAN (intergprctacion trom French) s | wish to remind metiers that

in conformity with our programme of work and the Committee’s timetable the deadl ine
for the submission of draft resolutions under draft resolutions 71, 72 and 73 is
Friday, 20 Novembar, at 6 p.m. | urge delsga tions t0 co-opera te by observing that
deadl ine.

As there are no speakers on the lint for this afternoon, the afternoon meeting
i S cancelled.

The following delegations are scheduled to speak at tomorrow morning’s
meeting 1+ Poland, Cuba, Yugoslavia, Mali, the k:deral Republic of Germany, Denmark

speaking on behalf ~f the 12 members of the Buropean Community, and F.unce.

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m.




