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The meeting was callad to order at 10.30 a.m,

AGENDA ITIMS 71, 72 AND 73 (econtinuocd)

GENFRAY DIEBATE AND QONS IDERAY ION OF AND ACIION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON
INTERNA'CIONAL SBQURTITY ETEMS

Mr, OLZWY (Mongolia): It was last year that tho social is t countr ies,
including my own, advanced on extremely important initiative in the United Nations
by inviting all the other members of the world community to embark upon a broad
dialogue designed to lay the foundationg for a comprehens jve system of
international peace and secur ity , That initiative was the result of a gclentific
and real istic assessment of the contemporary world ai tuation on the bagis of
acknowledgement Of the realities ol the nuclear and gpace era. The socialigt
countries proceeded from the fact that at the present time the stockpiles of
weapons ond the arsenals of the most barbarous means of mass annihilation have
reached such absurd dimenslons that they pme a real threat to the very existence
of wankind, Indeed they threatin the entire human vace because the nuclear threat
entails global ramificationg which can be neither limited to natioral boundaries
not testricted to ideological difforences.

Our proposal constitutes an invitation to ali, without exception, to look
beyond their own narrow class interests and to revolutionize their political
thinking with a view to fulfilling their own share of the responsibility to wma X ind
as a whole in enhancing comprehens ive security for all through disarmawment, It
also represents an invitation to join in determined action designed to achieve
ylobal peace and security, an invitation to work toge ther in the apirit of a new
political thinking based upon recognition of the realities of the nuclear and space

age.
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In advancing this ini tiative, we have shown confidence in the wisdom of our

neighbours who share the same planet and in their ability to real ize the imperative
need to coexist and collaborate in common efforts designed to rid mankind of the
fears ot a generaul nuclear catastrophe. There are, of cow se, the other common
problems facing mankind which require joint efforts and solutions = the problems of
health prctection, food and energy supply, environment preservation, peaceful
exploration ¢€ outer gpace and se on, In saying this, | should 1 ike to underl ine
that the peoples and nations of the world have already acquired exper ience in

tackl ing global issues. The establ ishment Of our Organiza tion in | tself represents
an axpression of humanity’s aspirations to preserve peace on earth and to
co-operate N peace and harmony.

The founding father s of the United Nations set an example of how to overcome
the existing 8tereotypes and work togaether despite their ideological differences.
Qur initiative IS baaed on that historical experience and addressed, inter alia, to
those who bear responsibili ty for the conduct of in terna tional af fa irs. \We apped
to them t0 help in strungthening tr ust among Sta tea on the basis of overcoming the

confrontational approaches and consolidating the norms of ¢ivilized conduct in

inter national rela tions.

As one of the sponsors of tho proposed initiative on tha establishment of a
canprehena ive egys tern of in terna tional peace and security, the Mongo) ian People 's
Republic submits that in today’s interdependent world all States, in defining
priorities for foreign policies and military doctrines, should proceed from the
Premise that in the nuclear age peaceful coexistence among nations has hecome not

only a necessity but also a prerequisite for the survival of mankind.
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In their Political Declaration of September 1986 tho non-aligned countries

pointed out that it was
"{mparative that States abandon the dangerous goal of unilateral security

through armament and embrace tho objective of common security through

disarmament”. (A/41/697, annex, p. 23),

The Declaration, 1 believe, eloquently and accurately expresses the ma in idea that
the aoncepte oOf secuc ity and disarmament are destined to go hand in hand and, what
is more impor tent, that security can only be common and universal. Security cannot
be ensured by military means. un iver sal remgn i tion of this important axiom and
implementation of the necessary action in this direction have become a pressing

pc ior ity of today.

There is hardly any need to mention that in its Charter the United Nations
proclaims the principal object ive to he “to save succaediny generations from the
soourge of war”. But my delegation is of the opinion that under present conditions
this objective acquires a new meaningj it takes on a new content. It requires that
new ways and means should be sought in order to atta in it. The purpose o f the
proposed comprehens jve sys tern of in terna tional peace and securi ty is to enhance the
effectiveness of the collective secur ity system through the strict implementation
by all states of the provisions of tho Charter and to build a nuclear-weapon-free
world, free from violence and hatred, distrust and suspicion. The r igh t of every
nation to peace and freedom mus t be recognized and respected throughout the world.

The use or threat of the use of force must be abandoned. Inter national

co-operation for the solution of the urgent problems confronting mankind should be

s tr engthened and expanded.
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The advancement of the idea for the establishment Of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security is intended teo enhance further the role of the
United Nations as the political guarantor of universal security, As we understand
it, the concept of a nuolear-weapon-free and non-violant world is based ~a the
principles and purposes of the Charter of the thited Nations. It is aimed at full
implementation of the Charter provieiona in the conditions of the nucla2ar and space
age. In the .inion Of my delegation, the time is ripe for thinking together and
aoting together within the framework of our Organization to take effective measures
to strengthen the foundations of the security of all nations. With this in mind,
we whole-heartedly support the ideas and proposals put forward by Com ade
Gorbachev, in his article "rhe Reality and Guarantees of a Safe World”, to use the
United Nations and its bodies effectively in moving towards a world based on
universal security for all.

It is no wonder that from time to time,an international crgenizatiur Or a
nation critically assesses its activities and behaviour in order to be more
responsive to growing challenges of a given historical period. Therefore, the
sncialist countries’ propoaal can be qualified as & call for such a review with the

mrpose Of either updating or adjusting policies and strategies of peace and

security.
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A5 a concept, secucrity is not a dogma. It should be cone tan tl y r eviewed and
enriched in i ts scope and dimensiona. From this pint of view, tho 1986 belhi
Declaration signed by Soviet and Indian leaders is, in our opinion, a significant
step forward in the under standing of core issues related to national end
international security in our interdependent world.

Mongolia fully shares the conviction, embodied in the Delh i Declaration on
principles for a nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world, that "the world is one
and its secur ity iS indivisible". Proceeding from th {g concept , India and the
Soviet Union cloerly domonatcatod their awareness of a common responsibility for
the destinieg of mankind and expressed their de termination to pave the way to a
nuclear-weapon-free civilization. We regard the pr inciples of the Delhi
Declaration as a vivid example of the new political thinking. We call upon all
States to join India and the Soviet Union in a common commitment to and a a cowuon
search for a safer and more just world. ‘» that end, States should work in close
co-operation with each sther tu remove ths threat of war and to expand peaceful
co-operation in all flelds.

One of the important purposes of the socialist countr ies' proposal is to
develop an ef foctivo mul tila teral dialogue in the tmited Nations and other forums
with a view to compar ing and br idging different concepts, as well as to elaborate
commonly applicable waye and meang of ensuring comprehens fve security in accordance
wth the Charter of tho uUnited Nations, bearing in mind the realities of today’s
world si tua tion., we believe that only collective wigdom and action will produce a
generally acceptable concept of equal secur ity fci all.. On the basis of such a
concept, nations can create favourable conditions for the full and permanent

exercise by all peoples and individuals of their right to live in peace.
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As we understand it, genuine securi ty for each and every nation should embrace
all the spheres »f international relations, in particular tho political, military,
economic , ecological and socio-humani tar ian aspects. More than once the United
Nations has recognized that disarmament, security and development are closely
irterrelated, Indeed, one of those elements cannot exist without the others. It
is only through disarmament that equal and mutual security can be attained.

Fur thermore, disarmament and securi ty are the_sine qua non for a rapid
socio-economic development of all States.

We are therefore of the opinion that guestions of international security
should be handled with due regard for their interrelationship.

We hold the view that the equal and universal security of the nations of the
world cannot be ensured or guaranteed without the reduction and elimination of
existing arsenals of nuclear and other types of weapons of mass destruction.
Disarmament, and f irast and foremost nuclear disarmament, congti tutes the very
foundation of the future edifice of international swcurity. In this context,
Mongolia attaches exceptionally great significance to the bilateral and
multilateral disarmament negotia tions currently under way. The Government of the

Mongol ian People's Republic and the Mongol ian people warmly welcome the for thcoming

summi t meeting of the General Secretary of the Cen tral Commi ttee of the Commun is t
Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev, with the President of the uni ted
States of Amer ica , Mr. Fonald Reagan , at which they are expected to sign a historic
treaty on the elimination of two categories of nuclear weapons and to discuss
crucial disarmament issues. We believe that the signing of that treaty will mark
the beginning of a nuclear disarmament process. We hope that it will lead to
further important agreements in the field of nuclear disarmament. The Mongolian

delegation calls upon all countries to join in these and other efforts that we hope

will br ing mankind to a non-nuclear-weapon and non-violent age.
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In this context, my delegation believes that today, as never before, it i8
necessary for wor 1ld leaders to display new and responsible political thinking.
Such a mode of thinking should not only acknowledge the devastating dangers and
catastrophic consequences of a nuclear war but also demonstrate, above all, a
political w 111 and hares t readiness to under take negotia tions and conclude
agreements based on the principles of equity and equal security. It is our
expectation that the forthcoming Soviet~nited States summit meeting will be heid
in precisely that spirit.

It is worth mentioning that during this General Assembly session all of us
have been witnessing encouraging developments which have occurred not only outside
but also inside our Organisation. My delegation regards the recent adoption by the
General Assembly of the Declaration en the Enhancement of the Effectiveness of the
Principle of Refrailiing from the Threat or Use of Force in International Relations
as one such welcome event. Strict observance by all States of the provisions of
that important Declaration will undoubtedly contribute to our common endeavours for
unlversal security.

The Declaration proclaims, inter alia, thats

"States should also promote bilateral and regional co-operation as one of
the impor tant means to enhance the effectiveness of the principle of

refraining from the threat or use of force in international relations®

(A/42/766, Annex, p. 7).

It is most relevant to our Asian and Pacific region, where regional and

subregional efforts to promote peace and security are to be redoubled and
w-ordinated by means of collective action. Mongolia therefore attaches special
importance to the strengthening of peace and secut i ty in this vast region, through

exclusion of the threat or use of force from international relations on a regional

level. By way of example, | wish to refer to Mongol ia's 1981 proposal for
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concluding a convention on non-aggression and the non-use of force in relations
between the States of asia and the Pacific. 7The further advancement of this
proposal testif ies to my country 's will ingnees to co-operate with al States of
Asia and the Pacific *n order to have our region integrated into the process of
establishing a world free from nuclear weapons and viclence.

In conclusion, may | express my delegation’s hope that the cur rent discussion
of international security and related matters will prove to be an important stage
in the elaboration of the concept of a comprehensive system of inter national peace

and security.
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Mr. BEJD (Albania): The Alban ian delega tion attaches special impor tance
to the del ibzia tiong on the agenda i tem entitled “Strengthening of secur. ty and
co-operation in the Mediterranean region’, which the. First Commi ttee is now
cons ider ing. Th is is s0 for two impor tan t r eagsons: First, the People 'g Social ist
Republic of Albania is a Mediterranean country, and developmen tS in whe region must
inevitably be of interest to it, because in one way or another they influence all
Medi ter ranean countr ies. Secondly, the situation in che region continues to be
tense; new problems are being added to existing ares, con tr ibu t ing to the fur ther
compl jca tion and exacerbation Of that Situation.

The great and serious problems concerning the Mediterranean were not created
by themselves or by the Mediterranean peoples, which have histor ically aspired and
worked tc cnsure that that sea, geogriphically inking three continents, will
become a basin of communication, co-oper ation and peace. Their wish has been and
still is that Medi terr a_..n waterways should carry good things for the region’s
peoples, and for other peoples as well, and that peaceful boats should nav iga te
those waterways.

But regrettably we are compelled to state that the Mediterranean ig far from
meeting the aspirations of its peoples. The basin has been turned in to a sca
satura~d with warships which, with their- guns, rockets and marines, threaten the
coastal countries and which are at the same time an obstacle to peaceful
commun ication. On more than one occasion guns and rockets have been fired and
planes have taken off from those warships, causing destruction and death in
countries of the basin.

That unwished-for picture in the Mediter ra.ean region has been created by the
presence of the super-Powers’ fleets and by their imperial is t rivalry to control

and exploit , he region as a way of expanding into the countr ies concer ned and
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beyond th: continent. The increased mill tary and political presence of the United
States and the Sov iet Union in those water ways amoun tS to an expr ession of their
policy and hegemonistic strategy . with their heightened aim to domina te in the
Medi te: ranean region, we are witnessing an expansion of their military presence,
intended to achieve their imperialist ambi tions, threaten and subjugate peoples
which defend freedeiw and independence and which hamper their interests and are
considered by them a “threat” to those interests. That military presence, which
has become a permanent factor, bears upon all political developments in the region
and has turned into a source of all the conflicts and local wars beiug waged there,

There is no doubt that it is the Mediterranean countries which feel more than
any others the impact of the escalation of the aggress ive military activities ot
the super-Power s in the region. But othor European peoples cannot feel at ease
e ther , when such a huge military arsenal is deployed at their southern gates, when
in the vicinity ot their water s and por ts United States and Soviet war ships move
far and wide in a provocative way, some times in demonstrations of force, sometimes
for "fr iendly” v is its and some times for subver sive activ i ties. Another factor must
be taken into account when we consider the situation in tho regions the local
confl jicts and grave wars around the region = such as those in the Middle East, the
Gulf and elsewhere - which aggrarate the si tuation, making it more sensi tive and
explosive, with often unforeseeable repercussions.

The course of developments in the Mediterranean leaves no room for the
peacetul illusions spread and nourished by the machinery of imperialist
propaganda. The aims behind that propaganda are crystal-clear . But we think it
proper to reiterate that not even the most optimistic or unrealistic people can
reconcile | tgelf to, or be misled by, that repetitious demagogy. The Medi tert anean

peoplCR are well aware of what they want, and they know how to evaluate the reality

Fyp—
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of thinge. Thus they cannot take at face value the gtatements and inititiatives on
peace and security in tho Mediterranean region being put forward by those who have
themsalvee filled the basin with their war fleets and military bases, which carry
out frenzied military activities, seriously threetonfny peace and security there.

The People's Socialist Republic of Albania, as a Mediterranean country, ia
following with great concern the developments in the region and all questions
linked with peace, secur ity and sincere co-operation. It has continuously
expressed its views and has taken princvipled and consistent stands, guided by gocd
will and by a high interest in the defence of the independence and freedum not: only
of the Albanian people hut of the other Mediterranean peoples ag wall, Albania has
openly declared its stand against the presence of the military fleets of the
super-Powers and their gqunboat policies, and it has asked for their removal, As
the leader of the Albanian people, Comrade Ramiz Alia, hae stated,

"in the face of these new devolopmonts, opposition to the military
presence, bases and fleets of the super-Powers in the Mediterrancan ..as become
even more urgent and indispensable. The People’ e Socialiat Republlc of
Albania declared long ago that their removal constitutes the first decisive
condition for tarnina the Mediterranean into a sea of weace, communication and
civilization. Neither the United Stateo of America nor tho Soviet Union
should be allowed to kindle the flames of war in the Mediterranean, to
threaten the peaceful life, independence and notional sovereignty of the
countries on the shoras of that baain®,

By defending their freedom and independence, not allowing a single foreign
goldier or base in their territory, not granting port facilities to any foreign

military ships on their shores or in their ports, Albanians are demonstrating in
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deeds thelr interest ir peace and securil ty in the Medi torr anean, We favour the
develcpment and Cur ther expansion of fr lendly relations with al Medi ter ranean
countries and pecples,

In recent yearg, in a spit it engender ad by a common wish , exchanges between
Albania and other Madl terranean oountr {eg have been further expanded in trade,
culture and various cther fields, and reciprocal visits of political personalities
and gclen tis ts have helped our Medi terranean peoples to get bettor aogua inted and
to got c¢loser to ono another. The Medl terronean peoples, pogsessing a n ancient
his tory and c iv i1 iza tion, share many th ings in comwmon , and they con bene fi t one
mother not only in the economic fiel¢ but in other fioldas of mutual intereat as
well,

In the future too, the people's Sociallst Republic of Albania will pay due

attention to and foster co-operation with other Mediterranean countries, thus

mak ing its contr jbution to strengthening the atmosphere of fr iendship and

co speration which is truly cher ished by the Mediterranean peoples and which gerves

the interests of peace and secur ity in the region and the world over.

Mr. PETROVBKY (Union of: Soviet Socialist Republice) (interpretation from
Rusaian): The lively deba.e going or. in the Fir st Committee abounds in ideas and
proposals relating to the question of a comprehensive system of security. The
debate has included reflections on the fate of the world, on social chnices and on

the na tuce of ianternational relations. Those reflections have been candid and

honest and have not evaded complex issues or mutual concerns.




M/ A/C.1/42/0V, 54
16

(Mr, Yotrovsky, U88R)

it is aloo very lmportant that our Jdebate has not been side~tracked into wutual
reproaches and recriminations, but that it has, rather, been atmed at a gearch for
ways to bring 2ifferent viewpoints closer together. We goe it 48 part and parcel
of the ongoing broad dewocratic dialogue in the world about ways to safequard
international security, a dialogue backed up with actual deeds and one that hau
theretfore token on anew auality.

Some important areas of close Or oven identical approaches to ansuring
security for all have emerged. No one disputesthe idea that comprehensive
security ig the right formula for survival in the nuclear-space cra. That i8 a
manifestation of the new thinking. HKven today, it is being translated from the
realm of political awareness I Nt 0 the practice of intornational relations,

We shore the view expressed here about tho significance of the forthcoming
Sov iet-Amer {can sl t meeting , the hopes for which are r iyhtly linked to a
poaitive effect on the over~all situation on earth. Theproposedayreemento n tthe
global elimination of Soviet and American mediun= and cworter-range missiles will
ho the first step towarda lmplemnenting t h e idea ot security withoutreliance on
nuc lear weapons .  Thousandg of nuclear warheads will actually he eliminated, and,
for the first time in history, the mashinery for destroying armaments will. be set
in mot ion. That is undoubtedly in the intercsts Of all Stated. We regard i t as
the beginning of a smooth, continuous movement in all areas of disarmament, one
certain to stimulate progress in other areas invslving international security for
all. Wwe intend to continue along this path in order to achieve the total
elimination of nuclear weapons and other means Oof mass destruction as a factor in
world politics,

It appears to ua that a broad international dlalogue is an essential step

towards a conceptual summarizing of new ideas and proposals that would lead to a
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new period of co-operation and interaction between countries in safeguarding
comprehensive and eaual security for all,

Security on our planet ia not the restricted domain of some élite group °
militarily, politically and economically moat-powerful States. Secur ity ¢ ne
huilt on such a basis today, Whet is needed is a decisive turn-around towards
multilataralism  the world is literally saturated with diverse intereats, and what
is needed is ; ty to strike a balance among them that could serve as a
foundation for comprehensive security and to work together for a radical
improvement in the international eituation.

The problem of security in today’s world is not only global and multilateral
but multifaceted as well. 1In other words, a safe world can be built only through
joint efforts, by providing reliable guaranteea of the non-use of violence in any
of its forms and manifestations in all spheres of international relationa.

The uni tad Net ion5 Charter is, of course, a bagis for such collective actions
by States, 'I:hu Inited Nations also possesses appropriate machinery that could
serve as a framework for carrying out guch efforts. In ghort, the United Nat ions
has all that is reuuired to ensure reliable operation of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security on the basis of a balance of interests among all
States,

The task is now to see to it that the purposes and principlea of the United
Natfono are translated into practice and that the United Nations machinery for
maintaining international peace and security is used to the full extent. The
security set forth in the United Nations Charter represents the sole system we have
providing for interrelationship and interdependence among all the trends in

international relations and the resultant need to tackle all problems,
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VW note with gatisfaction that when this aueotfsn was discussed in the General
Committee of the General Assembly at the forty-first session, the representative of
the United Kingdom proposed adding to the concept of a comprehensive system of
international security the word "peace," thuo recognizing that this was an attempt
to put into practice the concepts set forth in the United Nations Cha-ter.

Various aspects of world affairs - military, political, econowmic,
environmental and humanitar ian = are dealt with in the United Nations. They are
discussed in many bodies, in special, committees and in groups. In this, however,
there is a sengse of an urgent need to pool that joint labour, a need to evolve a
common conceptual approach geared to seeking out points of contact, consolidating
them and developing thorn, rather than aimed 2t emphasizing differences. until now,
it must be said, there has been no such common study of security issues within the
United Nations. The debate on a comprehensive system of international security
would fill this void. In other woris, we must work out, in the Spirit of the
United Nations, a collective concept of comprehensive security as a whole in the
context Of nuclear-gpace-~age realities and to combat weakness of will with strength
of thought, at the pame time mobilizing it for concrete and practical actions.

The dialogue on a comprehensive gystem of international security is intended
to broaden the approach to security and to remove mutual suspicions in all arcas,
and not only in the military and political areas. We are convinced that if, in tho
course of such a dialoyue, the international community succeeds in working out a
syatemat ic approach to the gamut Of interrelated security problems it will improve
the outlook for achieving speuific solutiona in some areas of international affairs.

In this connection it ig appropriate to auote the wise words of an outstanding
political leader of this century, Charles de Gaulle, who, as far back as 1959,

stated:
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"The conditiong in which our world existe call for a moral rapproohoment
and mutual benevolence among thinking people. The struggle of doctr ines and
interests tha influence mankind in its process of transformation ig taking on
an ever more radica and comprehensive character , and this is more true today
than ever before, at a time when gigantie means Of destruction ae ready to be
set in motion at any moment everywhere on earth. In the £ace of that
universal threat to the entire human race, the law of its survival = or is it
an omen? = offers us all a way of savation, namely, brother hood. Man is the

cen tre of everyth ing. It is a question of his salvation.”
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I repeats it was ag fur back ag 959 that do Gaulle spoke those words,
Similar thoughts about the need for a comprchensive and systematic approach to the
problem of security In today ‘s world have been vividly expressed during the current
session of the General Assembly, Wi instance, the Vice-Chancellor and Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany, Mr. Genscher, said,

"On a global scale and in Burope we must create relialle systems for

maintaining security on a co-operative basis, as well as mochanisms for the

early detection and management of crises". (A/42/PV.10, p. 57)

There {g indeed a clear need for such a ayatem and such mechanisms, based , Of
course, on the Unitod Nations Charter and established within its framework.

The sponsors of this initiative ace not proposing sgome new hypothetical system
of secur ity. On the contrary, their purpose iS to see to it that the system of
international peace and security as provided for in the uni ted Na tions Charter ,
will start functioning affectively on the bes is of joint effoc tg by all States. To
achieve this there is, of course, no need to revise the United Nations Char ter ,
either directly or indirectly,

At the same time, we cannot agree witn formulations of the question that boil
down to something like this: precisely because the uUnited Nations Charter exists
there i8 no need to do anyth ing more, 1In fact, that is tantamount to canonizing
the United Nations Charter, mak inq it a kind of idol to wor ship on Sundays, while
in practice following altogether differvent concepts on weekdays. Such #n approach
to the Charter is unacceptable, because it amounts to de facto revis ‘on of that

document. We cannot aqcee to that, just as we cannot agree to the idea of breaking

up or rewriting the United Nations Charter or even replacing it with something else.
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AS the representative of Denmark, Mr. Bierring, said when he spoke in this
Committee on behalf of the States memhers of the European Eeonomic Community,
*"the drafters [of the Charter] concentrated their efforts on providing the

basic elements of a safe, secure and oiviliaed world” (A/C.1/42/PV.49, p. 46)

A comprehensive system of international security must make full use of, and in gsomeé
ways even resuscitate, the vast potential of this international Organizationr to
set in motion the fundamental elements of a secure world in all spheres without
exception.

For us, the Charter is the living practice of relathons among States, based
not cn the law of force but on the force of law and its pte-eminence. o0f course,
the road leading to that practice from the current absurd gituation where the
entire world has become a nuclear hostage is difficult and long. But it must be
travelled, steadily and stage-hy-stage, by reducing all armaments to the lowest
possible level of reasonable sufficiency and by making military doctr inee and the
structure and deployment of armed forces and armaments strictly defensive in
nature. we believe that this can and must be done even before the end of the
twentieth century.

In fact, experience itself provides a convincing answer to the auestion
whether or not work on the concept of comprehensive security is a philosophical
exercise in futility. Comprehensive discussion and understanding of the prospects
for the shift to a stable world are inseparnhle from practical deeds. We are
convinced that as soon as the process of actual nuclear disarmament gets under way
the United Nations should become decisively inveclved in safequarding security in
the military sphere and in making the search for that security truly multilateral.
Here there is considerable untapped potential. why, for example, should the

Security Council not discuss problems of nuclear disarmament?
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Concrete action is reauired not only in the field of arms limitation and
reduction but also in all other areas. We consider it necessary that the United
Nations should specifically address conflict situations. The unanimity achieved in
the Security Council on the auestion of quickly ending the Iran-lraa conflict

provee the feasibility of multilateral consensus decisions to settle such crises.

The new thinking does not shrink from any issues of international security.
We are convinced that there are no crisis situations that could not be solved
jointly, with the assistance of the United Nations. This applies to the situation
around Afghanistan, to Central America, to Namibia and to other issues. Mutual
understanding must be achieved in the awareness that only consistent implementation
of the principle of preserving a balance of interests, rather than a desire to
achieve one-sided transitory advantages, can lsad to positive solutions. In other
words, a dialogue on comprehensive international scurity involves both finding
common approaches and producing generally acceptable recommendations on individual
issues, in order to facilitate their solution through specific negotiations.

The factor of concurrent and parallel movement in various areas, such as the
military, political, economic, environmental and humaritarian spheres, should serve
to ensure that progress in one area will stimulate results in other areas., we are
firmly convinced that the process of a joint multilateral search for generally
acceptable conceptual views, with practical deeds in mind, is ceaducive to the
democratization of the conduct of international affairs and to the involvement of
all States, and the international community as a whole, in the process of making
decisions on fundamental issues.

It is particularly important that the most vitai and acute prohlems of
security be given priority in multilateral discussions. It appears to us that

dialogue on such problems should be substantive in nature. There can be no forced
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golutions, no excessive haste, no c¢ategorical imperatives. It is necessary to work
consistently for consensus and to travel one’s sector of the road, atep by atop,
moving toward8 one another.

The trend towards expanding the sphere of consensus decisions 18 emerging in
an ever clearer way. | need refer only to the results of this Committee’s
consideration of disarmament issues, during which, as 18 well known, 25 out of 63
draft resolutions and dec¢isjons received the unanimous support of all States. It
is important that this positive trand come to cover a greater range of ideas and
propnsals coming from Member Statee and the Secretary-General. Among such ideas is
the Secretary-General's proposal for the establishment within the United Nations of
a multilateral military risk-reduction centre.

Our draft resolution, including its proposal on institutional form6 for
dialogue, was 1Alg0 prepared with consensus adoption In mind, We continue to
believe that a group of experts would he one guch useful form. In fact, we have
not heard any particularly cogent argument against the idea of forming such a
group, But since it was revealed in the course of discussions that some States
have misvivings ahct whether such a group's decisions could he unbiased end that
they are therefore not ready for it8 egtablishment, the sponsors of the draft
resolution have decided not to press for the creation of such a group at this
time. But we think it is important that the Secretary-General should examine
posaible involvement by outstanding Political figures and echolaro in a dialogue on
comprehensive security; that would be consonant with hig own ideas, as contained

this year in his report on the work of the Orqganization.
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It s tands to reason that, as in any new endeavour, there will be questions and
that hopes and misgivings will be voiced. At the same time, and we know this from
the expsr ience of pores troika In our own country, there are forces that hamper the
process, All this is probably inevitable in any new endeavour.

During the discussion the Soviet delegation also raised questions, and we were
somewhat bewildered by some statements. Frank 'y, we cannot understand how the idea
of an ope» and democratic dialogue on the problem of security can be questioned
hece in the united Nations, which is one of the most democratic of international
organ iza tions. Yet we did get the impression that it as beng ques tioned. We
would be glad to find out we were wrong.

We are also surprised at the diversity of opinions expressed by States and to
hear scme countries scoff sarcastically at democra tic forms of conducting
dlalogue. <ur instance, nuances in the statements made by the .Lponsors of the
proposal on a canprehensive system of international peace and security were noted,
but different shades of opinion are only natural in any joint search for anything
new. Here, they have been regarded as somehow a negative development. In my
opinion, such an approach does not fit the concept of democratic discussion or,
indeed, of democracy itself.

we are convinced that differences of opinion ghould not grow into polemics,
with arguments designed to aggravate the situation. We have awa ye cons idered , and
guite rightly, that the respectable presentation of positions, even axtreme
positions, contributes to clarity and helps in better understanding the Logic of
one’s opponents. An example of such a businesslike and respectful attitude towards
the views of qe other side was set by the Prime Minister of the ni ted Kingdom,

Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, during her visit to the Soviet Union in April 1987, when

she had occasion to express her views on television and in meetings with our
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people. I should 1 jke to take this opportunity to draw the attention of the

representative of the mited Kingdom, Mr. nirch, to that.

In our view, it js important to maintain the purpose-oriented character of the
dialogue, to make it more specific, and to direct it towards a discussion of
existing problems. We, for our part, do not claim to possess ul timate truth , and
we stand ready to discuss any and all p.oposals and initiatives, whatever their
origin. The logic of confrontationis alien to us when it is used to reject 4
proposal simply because it has been put forward by the other aide. we are prepared
to make a constructive contribution, together with all others, to the conceptual
development and practical implementation of any thoughtful proposals.

We sincerely hops that prejudice and confrontational logic will be banished
from United Nations activities once and for all. We attach great impor tance to
this, for we view dialogue on comprehens ive securi ty as extremely important.
Indeed, we regard it as a school for co-operation and interaction among States

Members of the United Nations on a broad, democratic basis. For us it is a knd

of perestroika,or restr ucturing, and a development of glasnost as appl ied to

in terna tional relations.

We trust that the current session of the General Assembly Will adopt a
decision in favour of continuing and prowmo ting a productive and democra tic dialogue
on the question of a comprehensive gystem Of inter national peace and secur jey .

Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia) :+ The review of the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security provides the Generai Assembly with an
opportunity to present its perception of the issues related to international

securily, to assess the situation in international relations and to point to ways

and means for resolving the problems that beset the world today .
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The ocrossroads at which we have now arrived and the now vigtaa that are being
opened for a positive development Of international relations have made the United
Nations an even more important forum for reaching agreement among the mowbers of
the international community on an egual footing and for dewocratic decision-making
on all important issues concerning their common future.

First, concrete reeulb in the field of nuclear disarmament are within Our
reach, The agreement In principle between the Mnion of Soviet Social lst Republics
and the United States of Amer ica on the elimination of: medium- and shorter-range
nuclear missiles provides realistic possibilities for taking a resolute forward
step in the process of nuclear and conventional disarmament and represents on
immediate con tr ibu tion to the s trengthening of interna tional peace and security ,

Equally enoour aging is the progress made in the negotia tione on chemical
weagpons.  The negotia tione have ra ised hopes that wo can soon expect the conclusion
of a comprehenafve convention on the prohibition Of the development, production and
s tockpil ing of chemical weapouns, as well au the degtiuction of those weapons of
mass annihilation.

Par ticularly noteworthy is tho successful completion of the Stockholm
Confaerence on Confidence- and Sacurity-~building Measures and Dlsarmament in Europe,
the present final phase of the tollww-up meeting of the Conference on Secur ity and
Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) , and the resul ts of the meeting of the Medi terrancan
members Of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countr fes, hera at Br ioni, Yugoslavia, las t
June.

In spi te of progress made in some areas, however , contemporay inter national
r ela tione are still character ized by numerous nega tive tendencies. The
confrontation between the super-Powers continues unabated. Bloc pol iCY, aggr ession

and the aspira tion to ma inta in and expand one ‘'s own influence and to secure
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domination in the world have not ceased to plague the world in which we live. We
are witness to continued threats to tha independence and territorial integrity of!
sovereign States, to interference in internal affairs, to military intervention8
and to other formg of pressure in relations among States. The basic rights of
peoples « the rights to self -determination and a free choice of i.:*ernal
development - are being denied and violated.

The arms race continues to follow its own logic, coneuming the vast human,
materiel and technological resource8 so badly needed for the development of the
world at large. It doee not lose in intensity, but threatens to engulf an over

greater number of participants, against their own will.
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reace and security in the world are integrally 1linked with ensuring
development, par ticularly that of the doweloping coun tr ies. ‘loday most of thosc
couptries are faced with great problems in their development, on whose solution
directly depends not only thoir economic but also their political stability. The
dramatic widening of tho gap between the developed and the developing world ig
fraught with unfor eseeable consequences. The debt burden of the developing
countries not only threatens their economic development but also jeopardizes tho
process of world reproduction.

The preoccupation of the rich an9 mighty with their own interests, their
desire to subordinate the overall system of international relations to those
interests, and their reluctance to geek through dialogue at least initial solutions
for numerous development problems of these who have not boon favoured by
historical, political and natural conditions have brought about in tho economic
position of developing countries a permanent deterioration whose the poli tical and
security repercussions ate boing felt ever more frequently. In the long run it
cannot but have a negative effect on both development and the security of the
developed countr ies themselves.

There is no doubt that hotbeds of crisis remain tho major source of
ins tability and tension in in terna tional rola tions, wi th ser ious condequencos tor
in ter nation d peace and secur 1 ty . Although their historical, social, economic and
other causes should not be disregarded, it has been proved thet the root causes of
all hotbeds of cr is ig are violation of sovereignty and independence , denial of the
right of peoples and countries to take decisions freely on their destiny and the
ways of their internal development, and attempts o solve outstanding international
problem from a position of force and to interfere in internal aftfairs.

The current situation is particularly dangerously complicated by the

aspirations of foreign Powers to use existing contradictions and conflicts as an
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excuse for their own interferer-we and their attempts to impose such solutions of
existing or ises an would promote their narvow bloc and geoetrategio interests and
goals.

It 18 obvious, however, that the only poeeible way to a laeting solution and
the final. elimination of existing hotbede of or isis liea not in the continua tion O
bloc rivalry and the policy of force but in respect for the authentic interests of
peoples and countries and in enouring their legitimate rights to freedom,
independence and oolf -determination, This is, at the same time, the only
acceptable bag is for a lasting eolu tion of the Middle Eaet or 3sis and the question
Of Palestine which is at its corey the realization of Namibia's independencej the
elimination of apartheid in eouthern Africa) the solution of the queetione of
Central amer ica, Korea, Afghan istan and Kampucheaj; and ensur ing the independence,
territorial integrity, unity and non-aligned statue of Cyprus,

Recently there have been intensified attempts to find political solutions for
gome hotbedb of crisis in the world which have burdened international relations for
years., Lffor t8 in this direction are noticeable at the bilateral, regional and
broader in terna tional levels. They are yet another proof that only by political
means, with respect for the interests of all parties directly concerned, can we
achieve solutions that will be a canprehensive contribution to stability and to the
positive development Of international relations.

As a Europeai: and non-aligned country, yugoslavia is particularly interested
in the development of relations in Burope, the continent on which bloc
confrontation has been most evident. Along with other non-aligned and neutral
coun Ir fes, Yugoslavia is etr iving to make a direct contribution to positive
dev elopmen t in Europe. We are convinced that the ongoing negotiations at Vienna,

conducted within the process of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in

Europe ( &5 CE) , will lead to new arrangemente aimed at reducing tension in that part
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of the world and promoting co-opera tion among European States. We believe that the

find documwent of the Vienna Follow-up Mooting ehould also contain provisions on
the continuation Of the Conference on Security-building Measures and Disarmament in
Burope, whose task is to elaborate further constraints tO0 reduce the danger of
military  confrontation, including air and naval activities.

Peace and security in Burope and tho Mediterranean are mutually contingent and
fiemy 1 inked. The Mediterranean is a region burdened with increasing military
might and armaments, hotbeds of cr isis and conflicts, with possible far-reaching
consequences for international peace and security. Along with othor non-aligned
countr ies of the region, Yugodavia has been making efforts to transform the
Mediterranean into a region of peace and co-operation. An important contr ibu tion
to the efforts of those coun tr ies is provided by the results of the said
Ministerial Conference of the Mediterranean metiers of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Coun tr ies, held at Br i i1, which gave vigorous expression to the aspiration to open
up new avenues through the intensification and promotion of co-operation for
resolvfng major problems that burden the situation and lead to tensions in the
region.

Disarmament, development, peace and gecutr ity are the issues on which the
destiny of the world dependss therefore, they cannot be solved within the narrow
circle of the great Powers. Precisely because of the importance of those issues,
all countries, regardless of their size or military might, must participate in
their solution. There can be no stable peace in the wor 1d if it depends
exclusvely on decisions Of and deals between the great Powers and their bloc
organizations, Likewise, there can be no stable international secur ity if it does
not include equal security for all countries and peoples. 1t has been bome out

time and again that the relaxation of international tension, in order to be a
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posi tive faotor in international relations, must be universal in nature, it muet
encompass all the countries of the world and all areas of International relations.

The United Nations remains the irreplaceable forum for the maintenance of
international peace and secur ity and for seeking global solutions to all the
questions with which we are faced in this interdependent world. We are therefore
also entrusted today with the moat important task of strengthening the role of the
United Nations and i ts importance as the unique cen tre of in terna tional
co-operation aimed at reallzing the goals contained in the Charter of the United
Nations and in the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security.
This can be achieved only by joint efforts aimed at bringing the consideration and
solution of all major igsues of international relations back within the purview of
the United Nations. When international security is at stake, a special place
belongs to tho General Assembly, the Security Council and the Secretary-General.

Certainly the Security Council bears the primary responsibility for the
maintenance of international peace and security. The effactivenees of the Security
Council in this field and the strengthening of its authority and role are of
par ticular importance, consider ing its duty wi th regard to preventive actions and
ita responsibility to take concrete measures when necessary, including those under
Chapter VIl of the Charter of the United Nations.

Every proposal aimed at strengthening the efficiency of the United Nations and
promoting the system of collective security which it represents deserves to be
considered with due attention. That is also true of the proposal submitted by
Bulgar ia, the Byelor USS ian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovak ia, the German
Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mong:! ia, Poland, romania, the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic and tae Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, contained in

document A/C.1/42/L.89/Rev.l, entitled “Comprehensive system of international peace

and security *,
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As with any other similar proposal, we approach it with openness and wi thout
prejudice. We consider it a positive indication that the author 8, when thinking of
the implementa tion of tho syatem 04 security they ar» propos ing , have in mind
primarily tho United Nations and strict compliance with the Charter . we have also
noted that it contains a number of concrete and interesting ideas and suggestions,
the adoption of which would, in the opinion of i ts anthor s, more adequately reflect
the needs of the international community at the present level of tho development of
international relations.

The comprehensiveness of the proposals submitted implies their long-term
nature and, in their complexity, the need to analyse in detail and from every angle
all questions that have been raised, their common link and interdependence and, on
that basis, to draw appropriate conclusions, On the basis of such considerations
we, for our part, are ready to parcicipate.

Mr . MURIN (Czechoslovakiaj (interpretation from Russian) 1+ The debate
being held this year in the First Committee on the subject of international
secur ity and the way of reliably ensuring 1t,has undoubted.y evoked a number of
new , ingir ing ideas , which significantly enrich the broad international dialogue
on these mattere. The intensity and the openness of the discuss | n has, once
again, reaffirmed the special importance which the States Members of the United
Nations attach to finding a congtructive solution to the whole range of key
problems rela tiny to in terna tional security on the bas is of, and within the
Eramewor k of, the United Nations Char: ter

Confirmation of our confidence in the purposes and principles of the Charter
as the basis for building a secure world in present conditions and of the reed for
its implementation, has become the guiding idea behind our activities. We believe

that it is precisely in this unity that the viability of this universal document
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and the lasting importance of its principles are being reaffirmed. There is also
basic agreement that tho purgposes and principles of the Charter have not always
prevailed in the security policies of States, as envisaged in the Charter. In this
context, we fully ayree that peace and security arc threatened by the conduct of
States in in terna tional relations and that this is by no means due to the
inadequacy of the Charter. The more the practical actions by States in their
relations with one another aiverge Crom the generally recognized basic norms of
international lite and the more they run counter to them, the more fragile becomes
the entire structure of international peace and security.

The ultimate aim of the Charter is to preserve international peace and
security. During the 42 years in which the Charter has been in existence, the
conditions and prerequisites for attaining this common objective have changed
gubstant ially.

In the present conditions, in view of the increasing complexity of the whole
sys tern of in terna tional rdaions, the existence of nuclear weapons and other new
factors that influence international developmen tS, the comprehensive functioning of

the gyatem of collective security is a need that is qualitatively higher than it

was in the past.
Unfortunately, the creation of military groupings confronting each oc.er has
shifted the focus ot the eftorts of sStates to provide for their national security

still further away from the system of global collective security embodied in the

Char ter .

Instead of the collective security enshrined in the Charter, other security
mechanisms -~ primarily structures of military security based on factors of
s tr enyth = have been increasingly strengthened, with all their inherent
contradictions.  ‘The r eal poss ib il i ties for a cons is tent and compr ehens ive

implementation ot the purposes and principles of the Charter, as well as effective
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performance by the United Nations as the universal instrument of global security,
h.ve thua been considerably curtailed.

Mainly as a result of this, the serious problems of geeur fty facing
approximately a hundred new, independent States that have come into being since the
adoption of the Charter have not been tickled properly. Moreover, the secur ity of
mankind is directly jeopardized by the division of the world into rich and poor
oountries, the latter being forced to bear the heavy consequences of the colonial
era a5 well as neo-colonial exploita tfon. International relations are thus being
exposed more and more to growing economic and social tensions,

Wet ious international disputes and conflicts have emerged and are continuing
to emerge in various parts of the world = in the Middle East, the Persian Gul#,
Central America, southern Africa and other parts of of the world = and there is a
risk that they may become global confrontations,

The negative trends in respect of the environment and the lack of suitable
norm5 of behaviour for States in this sphere of activity are also elements
conducive to mounting tensions in international relations. Moreover , major and
realistic opportunities to find effective solutions to all the crucial problems of
world security to eliminate their causes have often remained untapped.

We therefore regard it as of extreme and vital importance for all to elaborate

such a modus operandi for resolvirg all the basic protlems of the present-day

wor 1ld, one which would ensure that contradictions would not be magnified into

clashes and that their resolution would become a productive factor making for the
joint harmonious development of civilization as a whole.

The socialist coun tr ies envisage such a modus operandi in establishing a

comprehensive system of international peace and security, which is precisely the

subject of today 's discussion.
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We regard the establishment of such a system primer ily as a process of
gradually shifting from security based on the balance of nuclear weapons and other
instruments of strength to security based on the Charter and guaranteed by the
international community. In other words, we gee it as a process of intensive
implementation of the basic goals of the Charter in today’s radically different
circumstances and consistently based on the application of the fundamental norms of
international law.

Historically, efforts with a view to the implementation of the main objective
of the Charter did not stop at the moment when it was adopted. They have heen
reflected, albeit with insufficient speed and energy, in the elaboration of a whole
system of important international documents aimed at harmonizing the actions Of
States in vat ious spheres of inter national life, in the development and

codification of international law and also in gradually improving the working

procedures of the united Nations and its main organs.
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Among documents of lasting significance we may mention the Declaration on the
Strengthoning of International Security, whose unanimous adoption 17 years age
represented an important milestone in designing a modern concept of international
security and strengthening co-operation among States in this area.

The implementation of this Declaration is also an important item on the agenda
Of our Committee, and it6 language pre¢ ides objective criteria for gauging the
tasks facing the world community regarding the solution of the basic problem6 of
in ternational security, including the peaceful and just settlement of international
dispute6 and ¢mnflicts which threaten international peace and security .

The Declaration was an important step in the direction followed and further

developed in the concept of a comprehengive sys tem of interns tional peace and

security.

Similarly, the main interrational pr inciples at the present tiwme include,
first and foremost, the resolution of all disputes exclusively by peaceful means
and the inadmissibility of the use or threat of the use of forece in international
relations.

Aocor dingly, a specific response to the particular needs of the present-day
world in the coniicions ot a nuclear and space age was the drawing up this year of
a draft Declaration on the Strengthening of the Effectiveness of the Principle of
Non-Use of Force in In terna tional Rela tions. We regard that peclara tion , adopted
unanimously by the General Assembly a few days ago, as an expression of an
ever-growing awareness of the joint responsibility incumbent upon all Scates to
preserve peaceful and friendly relations of co-operation and as an expression ot a

growing sense of realism in international relations,



B /12 AIC.1/42/vv, 54
42

(Mr. Mur in, Czaechoslovak 1a)

We are convinced that the peclaration on the Strengthening of the
Ef fectiveness of the Principle of Non-Use of Force In International Relation8 will
occupy a prominent place among the documents through which the General Assembly
has, in recent years, been helping to strengthen the political and legal basis for
in tcrna tional security.

In this context, we #ish to puint out once again the progress made in drafting
a declaration on the prevention of international disputes and conflicts, the
adoption of which should become yo t another sign ificant , . wponen t in the bas is for
the overall operation of a system of collective security.

New and stimulating insights into the resolution of questions of international
security in their interrelationship vere also afforded bv the Intornational
Conference on the Rela‘'onship hawween Disarmament and bevelopmeat, held this year,
as well as by { ts Final Document , whose implementation is, in ou. view, bound to

play an important part in the process of enouring comprehen: ‘ve international

security.
There is increasing international recognition of guch important ideas for

maintaining qoneral security as educating societies to live in a spirit of peace

and qoodeneighlLour liness.

It is perfectly logical, therefore, that in tho development Of events,
objectively substantiated by the actual requirements of the present time, we sec
more and more clearly the adoption of integrated approaches and an attempt to take

a comprehensive view of the problem of international security in all its aspects

and all {itg inter relatedness.
The concept of’ establishing a comprehensive system Of international peace and
security in a geflection and a tur ther development ot this k ind of: th ink ing. |t

represents a concept desiyned to {ntegrate all partial instruments for strengthening
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ihternational peace and seourity on a radically hfghor level, whore the functioning
of each of them would be organically augmented in tho framework of a unified and
dynamically developing syaten, o

buring tho discussion We have heard some expressions of apprehension as to
who ther tho establishment of a comprehensive system of interna tisnal peace and
security, including tho elimination of nuclear weapons au an essential component,
might jeopardize tho integrity of the Char tor.

We frankly doclaro that tho purpose of a comprehensive system it, to create the
sort of model for intornacional relations which would facilitate the transition to
a world freec of nuclear weapons and V iolence. We are convinced that this purpose
not only does not run coun tur to tho Char tom but indeed repr ogon ta a re turn to it,

a rostoration of tho Charter's riyhtful position of predominance in tho structure
of global security .

That is exactly why we entertain ser ious doubts about the kind of logic that
emphasizes the inviolability of the Charter whily simultancously asserting the
indisponsability of nuclear weapons as a weans for attaining the purpusces of the
Char ter - as it nuclear weapons were, in tho light of a colloctfvo syatem of
international security, a necessary supplement rat’ or than 4 contradiction of the
Chartor, WqQ would like to exvress our ¢onviction that all States, in the interests
of global security as well ag their own seccurity, will gradually abancon those
destabilizing military options for seeking securlity and return to the model of a
glcbal oollective secur ity which would bo fully provided for by the means based on
the Char ter .

The projected establishment of a comprehenaive system Of internacional peace
and security, as has already been emphasized, is an open-ended concept. Thercfoce

it cannot ho squeezed into precise boundaries which would necessarily limit the
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ability of States to give uxpression to .he ir own speci fio inter ests and ideas in
ite formulation, nor is it limited to any ar ti ficial choice of principles or

specific questions of international peace and security, or any individual disntes

and aonfl icts .

At thia stage, the spongorn of this initiative are moved by tha need to open a
broad and democra tic dialogue on tho whole r ange of matters pertain ing to
international poace and secur ity, on the basis of which it would be possible to
s tart developing and gradually implemen tiny the propoaod sys tom in concre t€ form .
In the interest of ouch a dialoyue, thoy are ready, by agreement with other Member
States, tOo make use of tho existing workinyg procoduroa established in Uni ted
Nations practice.

In tho revised version of the draft resolution circulated this morning
(A/C.1/42/L.89/Rev.1), tho gponsors propoou that tho Secretary-General should
explore ways and means of organizing an exchange of views on tho establishment of a
comprehens ive system Of international peace and security, with the participation of
eminent per sonal i ties, and that ha should subwmit a report to the General Assembly
at itg forty-third seossion, 1t is our belief that aueh a course of action would
create the conditions needed for reaching a oonvergence of views On the main

directions and the most effective forms and ways and means for further considering

tho problems involved in comprehensive Security.
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Several of the statements made in our Committee in this connection
convinoingly expressed the idea that 1t would bhe appropriate for all Member States
to be given a f#all opportunity to par ticipa to frum the ou test in the process of
claborating a comprehensive system Of gecur ity. 1In this spirit, the representative
o f Singapore stated yesterdays

(spoke i n Enyl ish)

*ag we are discussing fundamental political pr inciples here, principles that
impinge on the life of each and every Member State , we fool that each and
every Member State should be allowed to participate fully in the evolution of

th is proposal,® (A/C. 1/42/PV/. 52, pp. 34-35)

(con tinuod In Russian)

The Czechoslovak delegation views those observations as the expression of a
genuine and constructive interest in developing a productive international dialogue
on a comprehensive system of international seccur ity and helieves that they should
be given careful attention in uan equally constructive spirit.

We believe that if there is a convergence of views, then oonsideration can
also be given to the possibility of convening a special session of the General
Aggsembly on the subject Of comprehensive secur ity, as tho for um moat competent to
engage in a gerious examination of the topic with the broadest international
participation.

bur ing the discussion hold thuo far and in their joint memorandum, the
sponsors have offered their views on the subgtance and main lines of the
establishment of a comprehensive system Of international security and have
expressed their receptivity to the views of other Memher States.

On behalf of the Czechoslovak delegation, | should like to express our
conviction that the course and content of the discussion are creating a broad and

esgantially constructive bhasis for achieving the required consensus,
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Mr. MAKS IMOV (Byelorussian S&viet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from

Riss ian): ‘"bday the deleya tion of the Byelor usgian Soviet Socialist Republic would
like to speak auv one of the sponsors of the proposal to establish a comprchensive
system Of intorna tional peace and security , which was put forward in the Uni ted
Nations by a number of socialis t countries in 1986.

Nei thor then nor now has there becn any in tentfon on the part of the sponsors
to force any r igid bluopr in ta or ready-made oolutione upon other coun tr ies, our
pactners i N discussing this question,

The initiative in question is essentially an invitation to a dialoguc = a very
broad, multilateral, democratic and, perhaps most important, unbiased dialogue = on
the question of par amount impor tances what will hanpen to the international
community in the future?

The proposal of the socialist countries is motivated by two factorss first,
an analysis of the gituation that now exists in tho world and, sccondly, thoughts
about thu way in which truly dependable secur ity could So shaped in existing
clrcung tances,

Mankind has indeed reached @ point in its advance at which tha historical
necegglty to choose has become quite clear ¢ either we continue to lose our way in
the maze ot nuclear dead-ends = and there is every chance that it may hecome a
tomb - or we chart a clear road, with well-controlled traffic, and wmove together
along that road towards g safer world.

Prominent among the factor s that have now become especially relevant in the
evolution of the international situation is the close interdependence of everyone
in the world, It not only has become an indisputable fact of 1ife hut is
con tinu ing to grow steadily , and th is is a natural. process. Furthermore,

interdependence in the world encompasses both of its main dimensions, namely, the
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in terdependence of 8Stq tes and the in terdependence of the main spheres of
interuational relations.

That factor brings us to the realization of another indisputable logical
premise: in an interdependent world tho securi ty of some Sta tea cannot be
safeguarded by damaging the secur ity Of others. Such an approach can create only
imaginary security, the illusion of security, a security that would actually
jeopardize global secur ity . The exper ience gained by mankind during the period of
development immediately following the Second World War has aonv inced us of that, a8
well as of the futility of any attempt to safeguard seecurity through military and
technologicd means. The relation between the two variables = the level of
armaments and the level of gecur ity in the world « {g aleacrly an inversely
propor tional one,

The intertwining of those aspects Of contemporary realities is vitally
important, in the literal. senge of those words, a faat that is becoming
unmistakably clear In the light of another factor of a comprehensive nature,
namely, the existence of a nualear and space threat which affects everyone and
which casts doubt on the future of mankind, both as a eivilization and as a species.

Consideration Of thoge factors plays a key role in elaborating the basic
principles of the joint initiative taken by the socialist States. What is required
is a -;oncept and a system of interna tional security that would make security real
and not Imaginary. The Byelorussian SSR stromgly fegls that the idea of a
comprehensive system O intendiond pesce ad security is indeed precisely
in tended to achieve that. Its roots, which go deep into the realities of our day
and age and thus give it a reliable foundation, lie in the following analys is of

the key factors involved.
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States should be guided by the pr iotity of the universal interes to of
menk ind. Genuine security Ooan only be global. All States have an equa r ight to
security. Security can be safeguarded only through pelitical means. A security
gys tem should be comprehensive in a dua senset it should encompass all States,
large and small, being construected through their joint and collective efforts, and

it should encompass all the principal spheres Of international relations.
The quea tion a isess what ia the most appropriate forum for organizing the
joint construction Of genuine security? we are convinced that that forum should be

the Uni ted Nations. That is why the socialist countr ies have introduced their
ini tia tive here.
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The United Nations is indeed best suited to the taske of setting UP a
comprehensive gecur Lty system. The United Nations is universal, both in terms of
i ts membership and in terms of the range of in terna tional problems it covers. All
its Member e participate on an equal footing. The United Nation8 has a wealth of
experience in efforts designed to build eeourity. The Charter of the united
Nations i{s a universal code of international relations. The concept of a
canprohonaive system of international peace and 8€CUtity  \which by def inl tion must
be creatad through the collective efforts of States, is in no way inconsistent with
the collective security system of the Charter of the united Mationsy rather, it is
the embodiment of all the id&as and provieions of that collective security system
in the context of tho realities of the end of the twentieth century. Everyone in
this room will, | am sure, agree regretfully that the system set out in the Charter
has thus far not functioned as it should. ¥Fresh efforts and fresh approaches are
required of States, leading to the eetablienment of workable machinery in the
sphere of security, on the basis and within the framework of the Charter of the
United Nations. It is precisely such an approach that the socialist countries have
proposed. We see a need for a substantive and serious enhancement of the role ot

the United Nations as a universal forum in today's world. The United Nations

should become a real centre for harmonizing the actions of Stat2s and realizing the

potential contained in the Charter, and ultimately for gradually assuming the

functions of a guarantor of reliable comprehensive security for all States and

peoples.

The Byelorussian SSR notes with gsatisfaction that there iz an increasing

awareness of the need to make security comprehens ives that awareness is beginning

to make itgelt felt in a tangible way. This is shown by bilateral documents such

as the Soviet-Indian declaration on a nuclear-weapon-fret and non-violent world,
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by the documente of the Non-Aligned Movement and the Palme Commieeion, by the Final
Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament
and Development and by the numerous draft resolutions adopted by the First
Committee during the recently concluded etage of its work devoted to disarmament
problems. It was also demonstrated by the recent unanimous adoption of the
Declaration on the Enhancement of the Principle of Refraining from the Use of Force
in In terna tional Rela tions.

In all the areas in which a comprehensive system of international security is
tak ing form = mili tary-poli tical, economic, environmental and humani tar ian - the
socialist countries, both individually and jointly, have put forward ser ious,
speclfic and far-reaching proposals. | do not intend today to go in to de tail on
the substance of those proposals, since the most important of them have already
been described in statements made by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Byelorussian SSR, Comrade Anatoly E. Gurinovich, in the general debate in the
plenary General Assembly on 8 October and in this Committee on 19 October of this
year, and by other representatives of the Byelorussian SSR in the relevant Ma in
Committees. The task of the First Committee at this point is broader, and
therefore we shall do our beet to single out what we view as the most important
tasks in each area and to highlight what is paramount in promoting the
establishment of comprehensive security.

In the military and political sphere we are convinced that it is necessary to
give up obsolete ideas about how to ensure national security. securi ty through
disarmament is the programme dictated by our times. The Soviet Union and other
social ist countries have put forward speci fic Proposal: — gccompanied by
time~-schedules, fOr carrying out such a programme, with . view to the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, the

prevention of an arms race in outer space and the achievement of substantial
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reductions In a.med forces and armaments, based on the principle of reasonable
sufficiency. = The goal of our efforts along those lines is a nuclear-free and
non-violent world, a world without wars or weapons. If we do not approach the
matter from old positions based on narrow selfish interests hut ara guided by a new
political thinking, that goal will he auite realistic and feasible.

The feasibility of progress = genuine progress = along the road towards
nudear disarmament was demonstrated by the conceptual breakthrough achieved at
Reykjavik and by its first fruits, which are now ripening: the Soviet-United
States treaty to eliminate medium-range and shorter-range nuclear missiles. A
great deal has already been said about the significance of that treaty, but | wish
to emphasize once again that it represents a door opened for the first time, beyond
which lies a road leading to a nuclear-free future. It would be oversimplification
to suggest that moving along that road will be easy, but it must be travelled.
The next step should be a 50 per cent reduction in strategic offensive weapons, as

agresd at Reykjavik, subject to strict compliance with the anti-ballistic missile

Treaty.

The emerging motion towards a nuclear-free world should he accompanied* by
agreements to reduce drastically the levels of non-nuclear weapons.

In addition to agreements in the field of disarmament as such, we can and must
reach agreements of other kinds in the military-political field, especially with
c@spect to defence strategy and military sufficiency, which would change the
structure of armed forces so as to meet defence reauirements while consistently
preventing the carrying out of offensive operations.

There has been considerable progress in the area of confidence and openness in
the military field. We have already had such agreements « which are unprecedented

in world practice - and are now acquir ingq valuable experience translating them



EMS/14 A/C.Si/5G52/PV.54

(Mr. Maksimov, Byelorussian 8SR)

into practice. Confidence-building should be the reeult of efforts by all sides
and ahould be baacd on reciprocity,

An indispensable condition for universal security is strict compliance with
the Charter of the united Nations and respect for the right of peoples to make
their own independent choice of ways and forms for their development, without
outside interference.

We must devise effective machinery for the prevention and peaceful. settlement
of international conflicts. we must think specifically about implementing the
Secretaty-General's proposal on the establienment within the United Nations of a
multilateral centre to reduce the threat of war, and we must make broader Use of
the institution of United Nationo military observers and united Nations
peace-keeping forces. The whole range of means for the peaceful settlement of
diaputes should be not a museum piece but a useful set of tools with practical
applications. we might also aive joint consideration to using non-governmental
commissions and groups to analyse the causes and circumstancea of specific

conflicts and the means of settling thorn.
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The strengthening of peace woauld be facilitated if the permanent memhers of

the Security Council would undertake to refrain from the use or threat of force amd
to give up awy demonstrative military presence, Those titates could assume the role
of guarantors of regional secur ity .

The Declara :ion on the Strengthening of International Security adopted in 1970
and the consider .tion Of its implementation at tho nessionas of the General Assembly
continue to represent an important instrument in international practice. Tho
Byelorussian SSR attaches great importance to this, and on 29 October 1987 it
communicated its response to the Secretary-General’s reauest on this matter
(A/42/592/Add. 1),

Can a worldin which the malaise Of underdevelopment has afflicted so many
countries truly be a safe one? The answer to that auestion is clear enough: we
have entered an age in which the indissoluble link between the right to live and
the right to development is being ever more keenly felt. It is imperative to
combine our efforts iu order to overcome erderdevelopment, to secure the
establishment of a new international economic order and to advance towarda economic
security. Delaying a solution is tantamount to putting mankind at very serious
risk, because we are now wi’nessing a very rapil accunulation of flammable
mater 1-'3 of tremendous explosive power comparable to a nuclear threat.

Our future is also darkened hy threats to the environment. Here too, only
joint efforts and a globel strategy for the protect ion of the environment. and for
the rational management of rasnurces can reverse the current dangero: i trends, The
formulation of a strategy to that and could be bequn within the framework of a
specialized nnited Nations proqramme.

A world in which human rights are violated cannot 'we safe. our approach to
human rights must not be speculative; it must be serious and coppiehensive. Tt In

important to ensure that necesnary conditions are created for tho full exerciuse of
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fundamental human rights - the right t 1life and the right to work. 1inthe
hsanitarian field, the gap between words and deeds wust also be closed. Pir at and
foremost ; it is essential that national legislation everywhere should be brought
into conformity with {nternational obligation0 and norms. Human contacces are
needed Lo help bring peoples closer togs ther, t0 help strengthen mutual
under standing and to el {minate bias and prejudice . Strict compl iance by everyone
with the beclara tion on the Preparation ot Socie ties for Ii fe in Peace can be an
impor tan t contr ibution to the acta inmen t of those goals. It would also be useful
to co-ordina to and reach agreement on uniform interna tional-law criteria for
dealing in a humanitarian spirit with all questions related to huian contacts.

A framework already existg for a dialogue on humanitarian problems; new
modalities are also posglble, The convening of an international conference on this
issue at Moscow, as propused by the Soviet Union, could further foster that
dialogue.

Concerted offorts in the spheres of culture, medicine and humanitarian rights
constitute an important component of a system of comprehensive gecurity.

We have already emphasized that the ostablishment of such a system calls for
resolute enhancement of the role and responsibility of the United Nations. 1In our
view, joint action should by undertaken to ensure that all the existing organs and
institutions of the United Nations work at full capacity. The General Asgembly,
the Security Council, the International Court of Justice, the Military Staft
Committee, the deliberative bodies, the specialized ajencies and other wechanisms

of the United Nationg, as well as its Secretary-General, should all become actively

iwolved in resolving common problems.
New and broader tasks may also vequire broader functionsa, 1In particular, in
ordar to s: engthen confidence and mrtual understanding, it wight Lo possible to

establish under the augplces of the United Nationg a machinery tor broad
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international monitoring of compliance with agreements on the reduction of
interne .ionul tension, the limitation of armaments and the military situation in
conf" {ct areas. Another auostion to consider is that of setting up a world apace
organization,

In our view, a broad, conet .ugtive and committed dialogue by States will make
the United Nations eaual to any of those tasks, the solution of which is 8o
essential if we are to progress towards genuine universal security far all
mankind, That is why we advocate such a dialogue, on the initiative of the
socialist countri¢ , for the establishment of a comprehensive sy .tem of
international peace and security, The delegation of the Byelorussian $SR hopes
that further work on that initiative will b¢ met with a similarly open and
constructive attitude on the part of other States.

Mr. IMMERMAN (United States of America) : BRefore beginning my prepared

remarks, | would like to make an announcement tha | think will be of interest to
the Commi ttee, Just a couple of hours ago, in Geneva, Secretary of State Shultz
and Poreigh Minister Shevardnadze together announced to the press that the Uni.ed
States and the Soviet Union had reached agreement on all of the outstanding issues
in the proposed treaty to eliminate their intermediate-range nuclear misgsiles.

The United states delegation welcomes this oppportunity tOo share itS views
with other delegations on how the United Natjons can best strengthen international
security.

My delegation agrees with virtually all tho other delegat‘ons in this room
that the Charter of the United Nations serves as the most effective means of
for tif ying the foundat lone of internat fonal secr. ity . fhe tinited states ia proud
to have participated in the drafting of the Charter and has always fully supported
the principles that it embodies. Por almost half a century thin careful ly

olahorated and very flexible document has guccessftull' provided the bagig for
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collective security arrangements throughout the world, as well as for the
peace-keeping activities of the Organization intended to holster sueh security.
Therefore my delegation @upportg, as a high priority, efforts aimed at fully
implementing the Charter of the uUni ted Nations.

It 18 in that spirit that my delegation finds it necessary once again to call
to the attention of the Committee its concern about a draft resolution whioh, while
purporting to strengthen international peace and security and enhance the role of
the United Nations syutem in achieving that goal, would, if fully implemented, have
the opposite effect, The proposal to which my delegation is referring is containad
in draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.89, which would create a so-called comprehensive
system of international peace and security.

My delegation acknowledges that draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.89 does indeed
invoke the noble principles upon which the Organization was founded over 4y years
ago, It talks about the maintenance of international peace and security, the
advancement of tho socio-economic well-being of all peoples, the protection of
their human rights and the development of friendly relations among States.

However, even as it pays honage to those Charter principles, the draft
resolution contatns a sweeping and ill-conceived initiative which could ultimately
distort and subvert the very foundation of the Charter. As the representative Of
the United Kingdom, Ambaeeador Birch, reminded the Committee on 20 November, the
title of the draft resolution refera to peace only because tho United Kingdom
delegation insisted on amending it whon the General Committee considered it last

year.
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As the pr incl pal spokesman for this proposal acknowledged to th 18 Commit tee on

19 November, what its sponsors are interested in is nothing less than creating a

*new way of organiaing life [on our planet}* (A/C.1/42/PV.49, p. 31). The sponsor &

of this initiative have begun to purgue the establishment of a new “gystem” in
saveral United Nations bodies, but have carefvlly refrained trom defining it.
In this connectica, the representative of Singapore, Ambassadoxr Mahbubani,

spoke for many of us in this Committee yesterday when he posed a fundamental
queg tion

... if we are to make full uge of the potential contained in the Charter, why

do we need to introduce a new proposal for canprehens ive peace and securi ty ?"

(A/C. 1/42/PV, 52, pp. 29- 30)

My delegation shares the view that the United Nations and its associated bodies

already constitute a world-wide system rully capable of maintaining international

peace and security.

The united States delegation la fully prepared to digcuss proposals to improve
the United Nationg system, in the appropr i te commi ttees and special {zed agencies,
However , my delega tion bel ieves that it is neither necegsary nor desirable to
crea te duplicative mechanisme in order to strengthen the umited Nations. what is
needed ig fcr Member States to comply fully with the political commitments they
under took when they subscr ibed to the Char tat.

The spongors of the concept before us argue that the many regional conflicts
which have brought such turmoil and suffering to tho world in the decades since
1945 demonstrate the need for some new global "system® of international peace and
security. 1In passing, the Unlted States delegyation would note that in all too many
instances individual sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/42/1.83/Rev.]l have

thamselves contributed to that turmoil and suffering. None of the gponsoring
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delegations has seen Pit to disc 188 how the new "gystem™ proposed in draft

r esolution A/C, 1/42/L, 89/Rev .1 would apply tO such confl icts. 1g this an
oversight? Do the sponsors expect their “system® to be applied selectively, in
certa in regionse only? Inthe view of the United States delegation, the persistence
of regional conflicte {8 the vesult not of any alleged deficlencies or failings in
the Charter or system of the United Na tiuns but rather of the failure of Member
States to live up to tho pr inciples of the Char ter.

Draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.89/Rev.1l iS not just ambiguousy it i8 loaded with
the same kind o f rhetoric with which its spongors have overburdened doguments of
the United Na tions over the years. My delegation is at a logs to understand
preclsely hut this draft resolution seeks tOo accomplish in concrete term. 1Its
gponsors have 8o far fa iled to explain it8 purpose and have declined to discus5
speci fic de tails. Indeed, phrases such as "in terpenetsa tionof principles
governing the decisjon-making world” ad "moral-psychological guarantees for peace”
are therselves not comprehensives they are incomprehensible. My delegation
remaines wary of this proposal. In our view, until its specific details are
clarified there is simply no gond reason ‘or tl.is Committee to accept it.

Morceover, the FMrst Commnlttee should not be asked to consider proposals
Lelating to non-militocy aspects of security. The proponents of this initiative
now have such propusals pending in the Second, Third and Sixth Comuittees, where
they rightfully bolong. Those Meaber States have the ability to select other
appropy iate torums within the Jnited Nations system 4in which to put forward
concrete proposals in given subject areas. By the same token, if those same Membor
States lack concrote proposals of their own to strengthen international security
but wish wmeraly to encourage other Governments in that regard, the propor vehicle
tor that purpote could be an appropriately worded draft resolution on ceview of the

implementation of tho bDeclaration on the Strengthening ot International security.
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That said, the proposal to involve outside personali ties, however eminent .
remaing particularly undesirable, That proposal presupposes that there are
fundamental deficiencies in the exis* .ng United Nations system. That concept is
nothing less than an attempt to remove consideration Of the organizatien and future
of the United Nations from the agenda of { ts rightful owners, the General Assembly ,
and place it in the hands of an anonymous group removed from national control.

Such a group would of necessity derogate from the authority of the Member States
under Chapter VII of the Charter to supervise the functioning of the Organization,
It would also duplicate the work of the Charter Committee, whose full ti tle, the
Special Committee on the Charter of the united Nations and on the Strengthening of
the Role of the Organiza ti o, best deger ibes its scope and mandate. Clearly, the
First Committee has no business considering a proposal best left to the Legal
experte in the Sixth Committee and its sub-group on the Charter.

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.89/Rev.l remain unable adequately
to descr ibe and defend this proposal. What greater success would an unknown group
of exports have? wWl.at is their compositi-n to he? How will they be selected? How
many will there be’? What will be their mondates a review of the entire
international gystem, including economic, social, environmental, humanitarian and
disarmament issues? The very existence of such a group, for ne matter how Long
could prevent the General Assembly from consider ing nw initiatives Prom Mamber
Sta tes on the grounds that their adoption could prejudice the work of the exper ta.

It IS ill-advired to launch such a massive ill-defined initiative duiriag this
period of great financial stringency for the Unl ted Na tionu. If tho General
Asgembly were to do so, it would only confirm the judgement Of those critics who

claim that we do nut Pocus on specifics and ore unable to control our budget.
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The United States delegation wishes to emphasize that i t opposes t h e concept
of a new allegedly comprehensive and global system, not because of its origins, but
because it would be tho firat phase of amajorreeteuatur ing of the united Nations
syatem along lines whioh would be dupl ica tive, highly ideological and f inancially
burdensome. The United States would oppose any draft resolution similar in thrust
to A/C.1/42/L, 89/Rev.) because we bolieve that its basic promise is unfounded and
dangerous to the system of collective ge¢ urity enshrined in the Charter. The
United States cannot suppor t any effor t to redefine, amend or rewr ite the Charter |
a document th at hag s :wwved the Mewber Sta tes well for four decades.

We have seen that after two ycaro this proposal to ¢reate a new global
"gystem® purpor ting t 0 address issues relating to international peace and securi ty
s till hen no meat on its bones. It continues to hove indeterminate financial
implications and has carried with it the threat of usurping the authority of the
General Assembly and placing the future of the United Nations in the hands of
unknowng., In these circumstancas, the hited Scates delegation can only express
the hope that the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.69/Rev.l will indeed not
attempt to moke this Committee, as we say in colloguial English, buy a plg ih a
poke by bringing Lt to a vote.

The United States delegation reiterates its willingness to consider revised
and more spechfic proposals at subsequent sesgions, and in the approprlate
Comni ttews, of the Goneral Assembly. In that wanner, such proposals would be

assured of proper consideration by the representatives of the Mewber States in the

pertinent organs of the u.dted Nations, in short by the finest group of experts

available and anuowerable to uug all.
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The united sta tes Government is genuinely committed to strengthening
international security. For that reason, my delegation looks forward to the
ggning in washingten next month of a treaty which wi | | reduce the number of
nuclear weapons on this planet. We firmly believe that the meaningful actions to
eliminate weapons called for in that treaty, rather than the amblguous |anguage of
draft resolution a/C.1/42/L.89/Rev.1, Wil |l promote the work of this Committee end

the United Nations as a whole in our collective efforts to maintain and strengthen

international peace and security.
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Mr. BIRCH (United Kingdom) 3 On behalf of my delegation I should like to
waluorne most warmly the news that Mr. Shultx and Mr. Shevardnadze havu just
announced agreemen t on the terms of a treaty to eliminate their intermediate-range
nuclear forces. We off.. our sincere congratulations to the delegations of tho
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the ynited States of amer jca on this
historic achievement, congratulations in which | am sure everyone in this room will
join us,

In hig statement carlier this morning, the Deputy Foreign Minister of the
Soviet Union sought to throw stardust in our eyes. Ha invoked a number of
personalities on his behalf, including my Prime Minister, Mre. Thatcher. #e then
made the extraordinary suggestion that in gome way Mrs. Thatcher and 1 had
difterent Views on tha Soviet proposal for the estaplishment Of a comprehensive
system of international peace and security. Anyone who knows anything about
Mrs, Thatcher would know that the quickest way for me to get a ticket tO London
would be to make statements here which did not accord with my iistructions and |
should like to agsure the Deputy Foreign Minister o€ the Soviet Union that I pl an
to spend Thanksg {v ing in Now York.

Mro. fThatcher bel ieves in deeds rather than words, {n business vather than
vague ph ilosoph Jes, and she belioves that obgervance of the Charter of the United
NJ tions ig the way to a civil izad and humane wor 1d, | know that she made this
abundan tly clear during her visit to Moscow in April. And this is precisely our
approach t the current Soviet initiative. The additional sweet gloss provided
this wmorning by Mv. Petrovsky does not meet our misgivings about the Soviet draft
regolution hefoce us,

The proposed expert group has been changed to th2 pa. ticipation of outstandine
personalities, but this does not answer our gquestion why they should be better

equipped than we, the Member States of the Organization, to deterwmine how this
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Organ iza tfon should function. | note that in his speech, Mr. Petroveky said that
the eponsore had only given up their {dea of an experts’ group for the time being.
We are ready to discuss al tho issues and concerns that have been raised dur ing
this intensive and interesting debate, but let us do it within the existing forums

of the United Nations and let us not exclude any country, large or small, rich or

poor, from these deliberations.

The CHAIRMAN: | now call on the representative of Denmark, who will
speak on behalf of the twelve member Sta tea of the F ropean Community .

Mr. BIERRING (Denmark) + In our statement of 19 November on international

security, we referred briefly to agenda item 73, which was first introduced at the
forty-first session ~f the General Assembly.

From the outset, the Twalve have welcomed the renewed interest in the United
Nations which the originators have demons.rated through this initiative. We agree
that in the light of the many problems facing the world, a strengthening of
multilateral co-operation in all fields remains indispensable.

The Twelve would again underline that, as indicated in the Charter, the United
Nations has an essential role to play in the maintenance Of international peace and
security . the development of friendly relations among nationg, and the promotion of
international co-oparation in solving problem9 of an economic, social, cultural or
humanitarian character, with respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms. We
are conv .nced that this is the fundamental approach that should be shared by all.

As reiterated in our statement of 19 November, it is the objective of the

Twelve to atrengthen the role of the united Nations in all these fields. The
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Twelve were not however convinced of the value of the approach reflected in the

draft recolution suhmitted Past year under this agenda item, and we were unahle to

eupport it.

Since thun we have continued to staudy with great care and attention a number
of subsequent :oxts and statements reluting to the eubjeat of a comprehensive
system of international peace and secur { ty. we have also listened carefully to the
statements made by the eponeors of the draft reeolution before us.

Horgver, the further commentaries made by the sponsors have not brought any
elucidation of the meaning and intent of this initiative. None of the views we
have hesrd have persuaded ua that it is necessary oc even useful to establish a

comprahiensive wystem of international peace and security or, in consequence, to set

up an expert group tr~ study the matter.

The Chartor ad the United Nations already provides the basis for the
maintenance of in ternational peace and security and the Twelve rema in preparad to
co-oparate with a view to ensuring that the security system conotitutod by the
Char ter {g fully implemen ted. We believe that the existing hited Nations system
provides ample scope for considering and implementing detailed proposals to that

end. The problem does not lie in the system but in the effective implementation of

the obligations of the Charter by all Member States.

Consequently , we hold ths firm view that there !s no need for any a ternat ive
or complementary system Or for an expert group to study it. At best this would
divert attention from the problem of inadequate implementation of existing Charter
commitments, At worst, we fear it would lead to a reformulation or redefinition,
directly or by implication, of the united Na tions Charter.

We share the praoccupation voiced by others in regard to the group of experts

as i t is proposed.To consign th is isgue to an expert group could call into
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question the syatem of gocurity found in the Charter which hae served us for over
Pour devades, For the fwelve this {s not acceptable. Indeed, we ace ohliged ta
wonder whe ther such an exorcise would be warranted inasmich ag the United Nations
syatam itaolf has the capability and the flexibility, for instance in the Committee
on the Charter, to examine and develop propoeala for s trengthen ing the role of the
Organization, in particular in the maintenance of peace and aecurity in all its
aspects. Tho Twelve vemaln fully committed to the operation of them exinting
mechanisms. Our ocommitment to co-operate with all other Member States to this end
rema inu undmin ished.

Au we said in our statement of 19 November, we welcomed a constructive and
purpose ful discussion to this effact and drew attention to specific areas. In
pur suing th e initiative, the sponsors of the draft resolution may he doing on
injustive to the founders of this Organization. Those who wrote the Charter fully
apprecinted tho interrelationship between problems of an economic, social, cultural
o humen | tar {an na turo , as well as the need to respect human rights and fundamental

fcaadoms., Indeed, the vory firct Article of! tho Charter spells this out.
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In conclusion, we would like ta say again that we welcome the renewed interest
the sponsors have demonstrated in the United Nations.

The fact that the 'welve see no need for establishing such a comprehens ive
system or for an expert group to prepare a study on the matter, or for the
ass istance Of eminent personali ties does not mean that the debate has been
unproductive.  Rather, i t has focused attention on the importance of ensuring the
effective implementation of the fundamental obligations of the Charter. The 1welve
stand ready to consider constructively all concrete proposals formally introduced
in the appropriate organs and contexts, with a view to strengthening international
peace and security within the framework of the United Nations and its Charter.

Mr. NOWORYTA (Poland} : | have the honour to introduce revised draft
resolution A/C. 1/42/C. 89/rev.l on the question of a cowprehensive system of
in terna tional pesce and gecurli ty. | do so on behalf of the delegations of
Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, the German
Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Romania, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Lo People’'s Democratic
Republic, Madagascar, Viet Nam and Poland.

The present draft is a result of extensive consultations with a very wide
range Of countries, which presented many valuable suggestions and matters for
consideration. The sponsors strove to take those considerations into account to
the fullest possible extent. In undertaking the consul tations, we were guided by
the spirit of constructive dialogue and the conviction that it could make an
important contr ibution to ensuring reliable international security.

The idea ot a comprehensive system of international peace and security ariues
from the United Nations Charter and today ‘s interna tional practices. The world has
reached a stage in its history which calls for a new approach and joint action on

the part of the en tire in terna tional community.
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In drafting the revised text the sponsors relied, to the greatest possible
extent, on oongensus language of previouely adopted resolutions on problems related
to international eecurity. This language can be found throughout the text of the
draft reeolution. In par tlcular, we have drawn extensively from the recently
adopted Declaration on the Enhancement of the Effectiveness of the Pr inciple of
Refraining from the Threat or Use of Force in International Relations. We were
also inspired by suggestions coming from different delegations in the proceas of
consultations as well as by the specific language communicated to the sponsors.

In the preambular part, the draft reeolution emphasizes that since the
adoption of the Charter, great political, economic and social changes and
unprecedented scientific prugress have taken place. At the same time, the emerging
challenges to the gurvival of the human race posed by the nuclear threat and the
pressing global problams have given rise to the interdependence of nations. In
view of those challenges and the growing interdependance among nations - a factor
which 18 generally recognized = the need ar ises to promote a canprehena ive approach
to security that will seek the eecurity of all nations, by their joint action in
all f ielde. This major conclusion of the Palme Commission is reflected in the
8 ixth pr eambular par agr aph .  AL1 this gives increased importance to the purposes
and pr inciples of the Charter and to the need for more effective application of
them in the conduct of! states.

The draft resolution proceeds from the need to develop a productive and
meaningful in tegna tional dialogue on ways and means of ensur ing canprehens ive
security on the basis of the Charter and within the framework of the United
Nations. In keeping with the feelings expressed in the ensuing dialogue, the draft
resolution eolemnly reaffirms that the collective security mechanism embodied in

the Charter constitutes the fundamental and irreplaceable instrument for the

pr eser vation of inter national peace and secur | ty .
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The draft resolution also emphasizes the need to fully utilize existing means
of peaceful settlement of international disputes and conflicts in accordance with
the Charter.

Taking into account the need for a comprehensive approach to securi.y, the
draft resolution in the operative part, urges all sta tes to focus their efforts on
ensuring integral universal security through peaceful political means !n all
spheres Of {n xnational relations = disarmament, the peaceful settlement of crises
and conflicts, economic development and oo-operation, preservation of the
env ir onment , and the promotion and protection of humen rights and fundamental
fr eedems.  To meet the concern of a number of delegations, there is included in the
operative part of the draft resolution a call for implementation of General
Assembly  resolutions.

With a view to further facilitating discussion of the concept of comprehensive
security in a democratic and open manner and to drawing on the intellectual
resources of mankind, the sponsors proposed that the Secretary-General, with the
assistance of a group of experte, prepere a relevant study.

As that proposal did not meet with general. approval, the sponsors, guided by
the spirit of canpromise and good will, ventured another approach, whidh anvisages
that the Secretary-General should be entrusted with looking into the ways and means
of organizing an exchange of views on the subject with the par ticip. tion of
outstanding personalities and should report to the General Asgembly at its
forty-third session.

This approach follows closely the suggestion contained in the report of the
Secretary-Gener.al on the work of the oOrganization to the effect thats

“... the United Nations must develop a qraater capacity to associate with its
global mission statesmen and scientists of the highest calibre from around the

wor 1d". (A/42/1, p. 18)
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fach a novel approach could facilitate the task of devis ing waye and weans of
ensur ing secux ity in the year 8 to come.

Tn the cougrse Of the current debate, a olear tendency has emerged to engage in
dialogue on comprehens ive international security. For th is reason we suygges: the
inclusion in the agenda of the forty-third session of the General Assembly of the
item "Comprehensive system Of international peace and security".

The sponsors presume that the implementation of the provisions of this draft
resolution will not have financial implications, We hope that tho spirit of
compromise displayed by the sponsors of the draft resolution will enable the First

Committee to adopt the draft resolution without a vote.
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The CHAIRMANT | now call on Mr. Khexadi , Secretary of the Commi ttee.

Mr. KHERADY (Secretary of tha Committee) 1 | should like to inform the
Committee that the following countr ies have become sponsors of the following draft
resolutions: A/C,1/42/1..89/Rev.lt Madagascar, Viet Nam and the Lao People's

Democratic Republicy and A/c. 1/42/L. 911 Cameroon and Ethiopia .

The CHAIRMAN; Before adjourning the meeting, | should like to inform the

Committee that tne following delegations are scheduled to apeak at this afternoon’s
meeting; Brazil, the Union of Soviet Socialist I&publics, .he Metherlands, the Lao
People's Democratic Republic, the Syrian Arab Republic, Afghunistan, Alceria,

Niger ia, Liber 1a, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Nicaragua, oman and Iraq.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.




