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AGENDA ITEMS 67 AND 68 (s)

GENERAL DEBATE, CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON
INTERNATIONAL SECURIm AQENDA  ITEMS

Mr. w (Sudan) I I should like at the outset to congratulate the

Chairman on his excellent and very effective conduct of the First Committee’s

deliberations. His diplomatic skills and experience have led to a successful

outcome so far. The congratulations of the delegation of the Sudan go also to

the officers of the Committee and the members of its Secretariat.

The end of the cold war presents the United Nations with both an

opportunity and a challenge. The scope of the work uf the United Nations has

now widened, ranging from peace-keeping to the protection of the environment,

from the elimination of chemical weapons to the monitoring of elections and

from the coordination of development assistance to the control of the flow of

conventional arms. It is very important to stress in this connection that

what has opened new opportunities for the United Nations is not the Gulf War,

nor its aftermath, but the end of the cold war. The way in which the Gulf War

was conducted was due to the end of the cold war.

The international community is at the threshold of a new phase in the

history of humanity, and in the course of that phase many of the concepts that

prevailed in the paat will be changed. IO my country’s view, the new world

order means a radical reconsideration of the strate~gic, military, economic,

social and human spheres. Wa hope that the change will be positive and imbued

with lofty humanist ic  ideals  for al l  peoples: the prevalence of justice for
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all, the appliaatioa of one standard to all and provision for the human

dign i ty  o f  a l l  peoples, allowing them to exercise their right to

self-determination and refraining from interference in their internal

affairs. Above  all, the Organisation  should play a constructive and positive

role and should not be used as a tool for achieving the narrow interests of

any one nation or group of nations, nor driven from its principles and

objec t ives ,  whfch ensure  ju.stice for  a l l .

The aetabliehment of a rew world order should not be the exclusive

prerogative of the developed and militarily strong countries. The new world

order is a transformation in which every nation should take part, in the

interest  of  the smail  countries. The destiny of the world should not be

shaped by an elite group of States that enjoy great economic, industrial,

technical and military power. We should not revert to the days of the old

colonialism, no matter how it may change its skin or its techniques in

imposing its influence on others. In the contemporary context we are all

partners, with a shared duty and a common  responsibility to enable future

generations to lead a decent life and enjoy the fruits of human creativity and

the blessings of an advanced civilisation whose ultimate goal is the happiness

of mankind.

My country has always maintained a policy of respect for and observance

of the principles of the United Nations aa embodied in its Charter, and it is

aware that, to be viable, international relations in today’s world must be

based on the strictest adherence to the rules of international law and to

respect for other principles, such as the non-use of force or threat of force

in international  relat ions.  Those principles, together with the peaceful

settlement of disputes between States, are of paramount importance in

maintaining peace and security.
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The primary responsibility  for the maintenance of international peace and

security rerides with the Security  Council. The exercise of the veto right in

the Council by the five permament  members obstructs the full democratic

functioning of the Council. The veto power gives responsibility  for decisions

on tha maintenance of international peace and security to only a third of the

Council’s membership, which is quite unfair. We believe that the veto right

should be repealed and that the membership of the Council should be increased.

In my Government’s opinion, in order to guarantee that international

peace and security will prevail, it is necessary to implement such measures as

the establishment of sonea free of nuclear weapons and other weapona  of m&as

destruction and the dismantling  of  mil i tary blocs and al l iances.  In that

connection I refer to the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation  (NATO), which,

after the dismantling of the Warsaw Pact, has become meaningless and

purposeless.

The international cormnunity  should demonstrate its strictest adherence to

the implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International

Security, adopted in 1970. In fact, the recommendations of that Declaration

enhance international peace and security, and we must strive hard to fulfil

those recommendations in all their aspects, political, economic and social.

International security and peace are not merely military. They also

involve eocio-economic fsctore.  While the gap between Eaet .nd West has been

partial ly  closed, suspicions and differences between North and South remain

deep. The United Nations should be more effective in serving the aspirations

of the developing countries , which constitute the majority of its Members.

The economic crisis now facing the developing countries, including in

particular the crushing weight of their foreign debt, which is impeding their

entire economic activity, has a direct impact on world stability. It it3
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crucial that a just and equitable solution to the problem should be found.

Without development, there will be no peace. The becure  world of the future

is linked to the creation of a new structure of international economic

relations based on the principles of justice and equality. We cannot talk of

peace so long as poverty, hunger and disease prevail in the third world.

In conclusion, I should like to refer to the excellent outcome of the

high-level panel discussion held at Atlanta on 8 June 1991 under the auspices

of the United Nations Institute for Training and Research (UNITAR).  During

that discussion it was stressed that the maintenance of peace and security

requires the development of a system of collective security assured by the

United Nations, which would be vested with the monopoly on the use Gf force

under appropriate conditions and rules as defined by the Charter. In fact,

the creation of a reliable system of internatit3nal peace and security involves

more than reacting , no matter how forcefully, to a crisis that hns already

happened, It requires both the creation of conditions in which peace can be

maintained and the capacity to anticipate and prevent breaches of the peace.

The United Nations should have the capacity for preventive diplomacy and

peace-making, and it should have the means to exercise it.
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In this regard the Secretary-General, in hi8 annual report on the work of

the Organisation for 1991, said:

“In my previous annual reports, I have, time and again, dwelt on

what preventive diplomacy by the United Nations requirea. The main

problem today is the same as before8 the lack of means at the disposal

of the United Nations to maintain an impartial and effective global watch

over si tuations of  potential  or incipient  confl ict . Preventive diplomacy

presupposes early warning capacity, which, in turn, implies a reliable

and independeatly acquired database. At present, the pool of information

available to the Secretary-CIeneral  is  wholly inadequate.” (8/46/l.  p. 7)

Accordingly, we hope that the United Nations will be provided with adequate

means to translate “preventive diplomacy” from a phrase into a working

rea l i ty , so that we may live under a viable world order based on the

principles of peace and justice , as articulated in the Charter.

,Mr. 0 B&C&N (New Zealand)8 I wish to offer a few observations on

behalf of New Zealand on the international-security situation and the place of

the iaturnational-security item in the Committee’s work.

It is in some ways ironic that we choose to wait until the final days of

the Committee’s session before turning formally to the issue of international

secur i ty . I use the word “formally” advisedly, because security has, of

course, been a parsmount consideration over the past four weeks as the

Committee has debated and taken action on the disarmament items on its agenda.

Disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament, has, of course, provided

the focus of the First Committee’s work for many years. For much of that time

weaponry and the means of destruction were accumulated at an alarming rake.
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The world in general, and the Committee in particular, had and still haa a

responsibi l i ty  to address  that  vi tal  issue.

But today it is increasingly evident that our world situation is

evolving. In this Committee, and in the t¶ebates being held elsewhere at this

session of the General Assembly, delegations, including my own, have had the

opportunity to welcome the enormous shifts now under way in world affairs. As

the representative of the Sudan has just said, we are all coming to terms with

a new situation engendered by the vastly changed relationship between the

United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the commencement of

the long-awaited Middle East peace process and the pleasingly positive

developments in southern Africa.

In one important sense, those developments and others like them are the

welcome culmination of years of effort in this Organisation and outside it to

builc¶ a better and safer foundation for our world. The developments tbat are

hflppaning now are those for which we have worked and for which this

Organisation  can take a shsre of the credit.

But in another, equally important, sense we are stepping into the

unknown. What is happening now is a revolution in international affairs that

will have deep and abiding effects on all countries, large and small. I am

not referring solely to the changing political situation between the major

Powers, or within certain regions. Important changes are also taking place in

the economic relationships between States and in the importance we attach to

c r i t i c a l  area8, such as environmental protection.

It  is  also clear that  those changes, individually  and in combination,  are

already having a major impact on international security in many parts of the

world. Old certainties are disappearing and new challenges are being posed.
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The unilateral disarmament measures which the United States and the Union

of Soviet Socialist Republics recently announced are an important contribution

to a process of gradual reduction in armaments which is occurring in many

countries, though unfortunately not in all. Important as those measures are,

however, we face a situation in which disarmament cannot be seen as the sole

factor in improving our security.

The changing condition of the world has highlighted the role which other

mechanisms have to play. I refer in particular to the importance of

international law, collective security and the enhancement of dialogue and

cooperation between States, This is an integral part of good ,snd responsible

gove raance , which all must hope will become a norm in international relations.

New Zealand believes that what is sometimes described as the emergent new

world order must continue to be underpinned by a system of collective security

embodied in a variety of cooperative frameworks. The United Nations is, of

courser in its design, a way of providing collective security in a global

framework. During the period of East-West tension the system was not capable

of working as had originally been intended. But the end of that confrontation

means that we now face the challenge of adapting the ideal of collective

security to the world in which we now live.

In recent years the potential of the United Nations has already proven

itself  in various ways, including peace-keeping, peacemaking, the protection

of human rights and the enhancement of political pluralism. There are

undoubtedly opportunities to capitalise further upon that progress. Now that

the ideological rift between East and West is being healed, there are new

opportunities for States to cooperate across old boundaries. We have already
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seen the far-reaching effects of this in Europe, and also in the efforts being

made to settle conflicts in other parts of the world.

In the Asia-Pacific region, which is the one of most  direct concern to my

country, the East-West rapprochement and economic success at6 producing a

var ie ty  o f  pos i t i ve  e f fec t s . They are occurring more gradually than events in

Europe, thus reflecting the particular nature and complexion of the situation

of the Asia-Pacific region.

New Zealand has welcomed the efforts being made to improve dialogue and

cooperation in the Asia-Pacific region, with the aim of resolving Uisputes.

There has been notable progress in some areas, such as Cambodia. We hope that

similar progress will be possible elsewhere.

In f%nding ways to enhance our region’s security, Governments there have

the experience of others available to them. Nevertheless, arrangements for

security management in one region are not necessarily a model for others. In

the diverse Asia-Pacific region fit is important to focus on the potential of

exist ing processes, such as the Association of South-East Asian Nations, the

Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation Council and the South Pacific Forum.

Improving regional dialogue, cooperation and understanding in these various

ways offers new opportunities to enhance regional security.

New Zealand seeks to be an active participant in regional security

effcirs and pays particular interest to the security of the South Pacific.

For countries in this area, problems of military security are often less

significant than the continuing challenges posed by geographical remoteness, a

narrow economic base, overexploitation of natural resources by outsiders and

environmental degradation.



JP/edd A/C.1/46/PV.41
10

(Mr. O'BrLgg,  New Zew)

It may indeed be that in the future the diverse security problems facec¶

by Pacific islands will be more representative of problems perceived by all

cx entries.

For some years now it has been accepted that international security spans

a much wi&er range of issues than the traditional focus in thSs Committee and

elsewhere on armaments might have suggested. As the interdependence of

nations grows, so growing attention is being paid to economic and

environmental dimensions of security which affect us all.

For countries such as New Zealand, security has always had a strong

economic dimension. We believe that an open and liberal global trade system

can be a cornerstone for prosperity and security. Without further

improvements in that system, such as those now being sought in the Uruguay

Round of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, the hard-won progress

along the road of political pluralism and democracy in many parts of the world

will be put at risk. This illustrates neatly and precisely the way in which

the political and economic dimensions of security aLe indeed vitally linked.
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Another way in which this connection is vividly drawn is in the

environmental field. The threat that environmental degradation poses to the

planet is well recognised. For some  countries, such those in the South

Pacific area faced with rising sea levels , environmental problems are a threat

to their very existence. Only through collective efforts can these problems

be adequately addressed.

As the security agenda has widened, so too has the work of the United

NaLione  in these f ielda, It is important to recognise that the ideals of

collective security developed in the Charter to protect national security have

an equal application in respect of broader security issues. For small

countries, too, they offer the opportunity to contribute to the process of

decision making and implementation in ways that enhance collective

responsibi l i ty  for our future.

With its responses to the Gulf War, the United Nations system received a

new and much-needed revitalisation in so far as military security is

concerned. It  is  important thirt we recognise that other collective efforts  -

such as the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) talks in Geneva or

the forthcoming Rio summit on the environment - must be treated with the same

commitment and sense of purpose. They too have a substantial contribution to

make to collective security.

The importance of collective action to address security problems

highlights the role which the General Assembly must play. Of course, the

various items which comprise the broad security agenda are not solely the

business of the First Committee but are present to varying degrees right

across the agenda of all the Committees of the General Assembly.
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Yet the Firrrt Committee retains its partiaular responsibilitien  in the

relationship between disarmament and international security iesuea. Iu th i s

respect, the Cosnnittee is well placed to provide a relevant forum to address

the new conditions prevailing in the area of disarmament and internatFona1

security, Already, the Committee is becoming more foausaed. I t  is dea l ing

with fewer resolutions than in the past, and a greater degree of consensus now

prevails than previously.

My delegatfon takes the view that the time has come, perhaps, to consider

whether the Committee ahould reassess  the disarmament and security distinction

we have now imposed on ourselves. One general debate embracing disarmament

and international security, while retaining the Committee’s traditional focus

on iaeuee  related to armaments, would enable  us to address issues in their

broader, integrative context. There may also be flow-on effects in terms of

rationalising the resources which delegations and the Secretariat are required

to devote to this debate.

I must emphasise that the Committee should not lose sight of its

particular international  security responsibi l i t ies.  But the new condit ions

which countries around the world now face make it more important than ever

before that States share perception6 on security developments. This Committee

and the General Assembly as a whole offer the opportunity to address these

issues in an open and constructive way. One hopes that the opportunities

offered to discuss security issues will be the more widely taken up,

The United Nations has never been better placed to shoulder its

responsibil i t ies  as  an ult imate guarantor of  al l  States’  security. It would

be naive, of course, to think that all States share an absolutely conmon  view
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aa to what their  aecutity entails . But aome major differences have been put

aeide. In recent weeka, the two major Powers have eet ua an example  - and a

challenge. We should not let remaining uncertainties prevent UI from sharing

perceptions about the challenges of enhancing international security together.

m. m (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The

international situation ia undergoing profounU changes. While aome old

questions have yet to be solved, many new problems have emerged. It ia quite

appropriate that, under euch circumstances, we have gathered here to review

the i tem of international  security.

Over the past year, the military confrontation between the East and West

has gradually dieappeared. The Gulf War hae ended and the sovereignty,

independence and legitimate Government of Kuwait have been restored. Some

regional hot spots have been moving toward8 political settlement. The North

and the South of Korea are improving their relations through continued

dialogue and conaultatione, gradually removing antagonism and estrangement and

working for the eventual independent and peaceful reunification of the nation.

With the eigning of the agreement on a comprehensive political settlement

of the Cambodian conflict, the D-year-long Cambodian question has finally

embarked on the road towards a comprehensive settlement. The eituation in

southern Africa has continued to ease. A peace agreement has been signed in

Angola. The South African question is progressing towards political

settlement and the Western Sahara question is also on the way to political

solution. For the first time, the parties concerned in the Middle East

question eat at the negotiating table and began a dialogue.

In the field of disarmament, the United State8 and the Soviet Union

signed the agreement on the reduction of strategic nuclear weapons and
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annouaaed resgeatively come  positive measurea and proposals on the reduction,

limitation of and control over nuclear weapons, The multilateral negotiation

on the aomplete  prohibition and thorough destruation of chemical weapons is

acaelerating  in depth and has yielded marked progress.

The international  community weloomea these changes, which are conducive

to the maintenanoe  of world peace and aeaurity. Nevertheless, people are

increasingly conscious of the fact that the world is by no means tranquil,

Turbulence and instability in the international situation are more noticeable,

and new oonflicts are in the making. Peace and stability have not come to the

Qulf region. The Middle East remains full of contradictions and the

Arab-Israel i  confl ict  is  far from being solved. Ethnia,  racial  and rel igious

differences are being exacerbated in a number of countries, including some in

Europe. The national independence md territorial integrity of some countriee

are under threat while intense civil strife and political turmoil have caused

serious damage in other aountries. The grave situatioa  confronting Yugoslavia

has become a source of anxiety.

In the field of disarmament, while the momentum of the international arms

race has waned, the arms race itself has not come to an end, Rather,  i ts

emphasis haa switched to qualitative aspects and it is being extended to outer

space. The recent changes in the Soviet Union, in particular, have aroused

aoncern in the international community over whether nuclear weapons can be

brought under strict aontrol. Progress in the ffold of multilateral

disarmament is still far from satisfactory. In the economic field, the

disparity between ti?e economic development of the North and that of the South

is increasing and the gap between them is widening even more. This will not
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only adversely affect the sustain8d  and atable development of the world

eaonomy  but also become a eignificant  threat to world peaae,  security and

s t a b i l i t y .

During this transitional period, when the old pattern is giving way to a

new one, the direction our world will take and the kind of new international

order that should be established have inareasingly  become gueetions  that the

people of the world muat faoe sgu&?ely. Pot&-war history hae demonstrated

that the world cancsot  be dominated by super-Poweral  tier can international

affairs be monopolised by a few Powers. An order based on military might,

power politics and the ube or threat of forae will, in the final analysis, be

a  f rag i le  onea The practice of the strong lordjag it over the weak curd the

big bullying the rmall or infringing the sovereignty  of other countrieta  can

only lead to conflicts and endanger regional and world peace and security.

All this is doomed to failure in face of the joint opposition of the world’s

people. What the people of the world are expecting la not CI new unipolar

order but a just and reanonable  new international order characterioed  by peace

and atability. This  16 also the aall of the timer.

We are of the view that the international order of the future should

conform to the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter aa well

as to the principle8 governing international relatione  univereally accepted by

the international aommunity and proved to be effective. We are in favour of

the establishment of a new international order based on the five principle~r

mutual respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity, mutual

non-aggreeaion, non-interference in each other’8 internal  affairs,  eguality

and mutual benefit, and peaceful coexiatenae.
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These principles outline the moat fundamental norma  governing international

relations, accord with the purposes and principles of the Charter, and reflect

the intrinsic aharacterietics of new international relations, the core of

which is respect for the rights of the people of all countries to dOCid8  their

own destiny. There are different social  systems,  valuea, ideologies,  cultural

backgrounds and historical heritages in the world. It  is  unrealist ic  and,

indeed, dangerous to peddle a uniform model in the world.

We understand that national development and human progress require a

peaceful international environment and the key to such an environment lies in

the following principlest

All countries should respect each other's State sovereignty, treat each

other as equals, seek common ground while putting aside differences, engage in

friendly cooperation and live with each other in harmony8

No countries should seek hegemony, manipulate international affairs or

practise power politicat

All countries, big or small, strong or weak, rich or poor, are entitled

to participate in the discussion and handling of international affairs as

equal members of the world comknityt

Every country is  entit led to choose i ts  social ,  poli t ical ,  economic

systems and mode of development in line with its own national conditions, and

no countries, particularly the big Powers, should impose their own ideologies,

values and modes of development on otheret

All countries should observe the principle of mutual respect for the

territorial  integrity and inviolabil i ty  of  the borders of  other countries  and

should refrain from invading or annexing the territories of others on any

pretext whatsoevert and
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Disputes among nations should be solved by peacsful means: th8 US8 Or

threat of force is not permissible in international relations.

China pursues an independent foreign policy of peacer and abides strictly

by the abOV8-mentioned QrinciQl8s. It is ready to work with other countries

and to make its due contribution to the establishment of a just and reasonable

new international order.

In order to safeguard international peace and security, the intetaational

community should continue its efforts to further accelerate the process of

pOlitiCa SettltmOnt Of regional hot-spot iSSUeS.  At th8 Same time, efforts

should be made to remove th8 military and non-military threats to

international peace and eeaurity.

To stop the arms race and realiae effective disarmament represents an

important approach to the removal of the military threat, the easing of world

tension and the maintenance of international peace and security. In order to

safeguard international peace and security, China has steadfastly opposed the

arms race, and stood for the complete prohibition and thorou+ destruction of

nuclear,. outer space, chemical and biological weapons, the prohibition of the

development of any new weapons of mass destruction, and the drastic reduction

of conventional armaments, China has adopted a constructive attitude towards

arms control and diearmament and has taken a series of actions od its own

initiativ8.

We welcome the initial disarmament move8 made by the United States and

th8 Soviet Union as well as the progress made in the process of conventional

disarmament iu Europe. It must b8 pointed out, however, that up to now, the

actual situation as regards world armament has not Undergone any fundamental

changes. The agreement reached between the United States and the Soviet Union

on the reduction of strategic nuclear weapons and some measures recently
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announced by them need to be implemented. And even after they are

implemented, the two countries wfll still possess the largest nuclear arsenals

in th8 world, capable of destroying the world several times over,  They

should, therefore, aontinue  their efforts an&act  in accordance with the

relevant United Nations  resolutions, shouldering in earnest their special

responsibility for disarmament and should stop improving the quality of

weapons and developing new types of w8aponsu including outer-space weapons.

The arsenals of nuclear weapon6 thus reduced should all be destroyed and the

nuclear warheads disposed of appropriately and the troops thus cut should be

disbanded and armaments destroyed. Non8 ok them should be transferred to or

redeployed in other regions. We also hold that the time has come for the

drastic reduction and eventually the complete withdrawal of all troop8  and

bases in other countries.

The key to the removal of the non-military threat to international peace

and security lies in the establishment of a new international eaonomia  order.

Peace and security cannot be separated from development. The cor8 of the

question of development is North-South relations. Without a fundamental

improvemont in North-South relations, it is difficult to maintain

international peace and stability and failure to improve them is detrimental

to both poor and rich countries. To promote common deVelOpm8nL  we must

ensure that each and every country haa the right to choose the social system,

economic pattern and mode of development best suited to its own national

conditions, to exercise effective control over its own national resources and

their earploitation and to participate in the handling of international

economic affairs, At the 8eune  time, the developed couatriea should respect

and take into aCCOUnt the interests and n88dS of the d8VOlOpfng  countries,
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refrain from attaching any political oonditio&e in providing assistance,

strengthen their dialogue and oooperation with countries in the South, and

make the neceesary  adjustments and reforms in commodity, trade, fund, debt,

monetary, fiaanaial and other important field6 of international economy. Only

when countries help each Other like passengers in the 1mm8 boat, narrow the

gap between North and South, and establish an equitable, mutually-beneficial

and cooperative new iXAternatiOUal  8COnOIIIiO  order, can tUrbUlOnC8  and

iastability  be removed once and tor all, and world peace, security and

d8V8lOQm8nt  be promoted.

We are happy to note that over the past year, the Uaited  Nations, as the

most important global organisation in the world today, played an active role

in maintaining world peace and security, promoting the political settlement of

regional problems and strengthening international cooperation. Confronting

the complexity and viciesifudee  in the world situation, all members of the

international cornunity expect the United Nations to abide by the purposeTl  of

its Charter, to make COntinUOd and unswerving endeavours to play an even

greater role in seeking a fair and reasonable solution to regional conflicts

such as the one in the Middle Eaet, in checking the arms race and promoting

disarmament, in enhancing North-South dialogue, in helping the developing

countries develop their national economies and overaome  their economic

difficultlee, and in otriving for the establishment of a fair and equitable

new international order.

fa order to maintain international peace and security all countries, and

especially the permanent member6 of the Security Council, should abide by the

purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter and handle

State-to-State relat ions strict ly in accordance with the f ive principles  of
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peaceful csexist8na8. As a permanent member of the Security Council, China is

ready to join with the rest of the United Nations Member States to perform

duties set forth in the Charter,  to actively support th8 work of our

Organisation and to contribute its Share to the promotion of world peace,

security and development as well as the establishment of a new international

order.

Ths: I now call on the Under-Searetary-General for

Political and Seaurity Council Affairs.

m. a.&Pm (Under-Secretary-Qeneral  for Polit ical  and Security

Counc i l  Af fa i r s ) :  At  th i s  pIession, the First Committee is considering the

items relating to international security in a radically changed international

political and security environment. It is unanimously recognised that the

world today is vastly different from what it was one or two years ago. With

the 8nd of the cold war, a new chapter is open in international relations.

This truly historic deV8lOQmOnt  came about largely as a result of a peaceful

process and brings fresh opportunities for peace and security. -
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As Member States have often pointed out in the Qeneral  Assembly and in

the debate in this Committee, a new world order is emerging in which

conditions are set for working out a collective security tcyatem  along ths

lines envisaged in the United Nations Charter. The post-war security

arrangements, based on the existence of military blocs and the balance of

power l are gradually being replaced by a new pattern of inter-State relations.

The bipolar confrontation is giving way to new forms of partnership and

cooperation, to mutual understanding and reasonable compromise. The

prevailing international conditioaa impel States, r0gardlOSS  of their power

and geographical position, to work together in a manner in which they did not

work together before.

There is a growing coaseaaus  that peace and security will come only as a

result of negotiation and compromise. On this basis progress has already been

achieved in the settlement of a number of regional conflicts in various parts

of the world. With the recent Madrid conference on the Middle East, the

impasse in the peace process in this greatly tormented region appears to have

been finally broken, and we all hope that the ongoing diplomatic efforts will

lead to constructive and purposeful solutions of the problems of the Middle

East.

It is a source of great satisfaction that the role of the United Nations

has been enhanced in harmonising and coordinating the actions of nations in

the attainment of common goals and that the Orgaaiaation is now moving from

marginalisation  to the centre of world affairs. Member States, however, have

expressed the desire that the Organisation should be further strengthened and

revitaliZ8d in order to respond more promptly and efficiently to the
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requirements of the new world order. United Nations organs, including this

Committee, have great potential for action, and it must be put to full use for

the benefit of peace and security, justice and international cooperation,

based on the fundamental QrinCiQleS of the dharter.

It has been increasingly recognioed  that in today's world the

international  COInSUnity  fS beginning t0 QOrCOfV8  the Concept Of  security in

wider terms, so that it should reflect all its essential componenta. Many

Member States have said in the Committee that SSOUrity ia military terma alone

is a perception that belongod  to the confrontational period when the number of

nuclear weapons in the SrSOnalS  of 6tatea was the determinant factor of

security. In the present world situation, however, Security cannot be

dissociated from ~d8rd8V8lOQm8nt,  QOV8rty  Sad illiteracy, violation of human

rights, deterioration of the environment, drug &use and terrorism. Of

courser as nobody denlea, dirarm-ent  and arms control remain the key element

of international p8ace and SOCUrityt  they help to pave the way !!Or political

ChSng8, but the new world order requires concerted efforts urgently to solve

Other situations of tension and instability that are threatening international

peace and security.

Given thoae considerations, I am Sure the Firat Committee will approach

the items on it8 agenda relating to international sscurity with a new

perspective, reflecting the current challenges facing the world. The

COmdtt88 18 0Onr;dOring  the item entitled "6tr8ngtheniag  Of Security  and

cooperation in Lhe Medit8rran8an  region”, snd dOlag8tiOna  have before them the

report (A/46/523) of the Secretary-General on this matter,

In the general debate in the General Assembly some delegations Suggested

that Chapter VIII of the Charter, dealing with regional arrangementa, should
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be re-examined, with a view t.d encouraging through the regional organisations

the development of the pacific settlement of disputes on the initiative of

States themselves or by reference from the Security Council. In this context,

European countries have reiterated the growing role of the Conference on

Security and Cooperation in Europe as an important regional framework for

peace and security for all the participating States. They likewise viewed

with deep apprehension the new threats to security on the continent, and

referred in particular to the situation in Yugoslavia. In their  replies  to

the Secretary-General, as contained in his report, some States, while pointing

to the close linkage between security in the Mediterranean and security in

Europe and world wide, expressed concern about persistent tensions in the

region and within its adjacent areaa.

With regard to regional security, I should like to mention that the

Secretary-General in his annual report on the work of the Organisation paiil

special attention to the role of regional arrangements under Chapter VIII in

the pacific settlement of disputes. He underlined in this regard the need for

a close working relationship between the United Nations and regional

organisations in order to avoid incoherence and fragmentation in peace

ef for t s . In the same vein, some Member States have proposed  a comprehensive

and multi-channelled interplay between the United Nations peace-keeping

efforts and the activities of regional organioations  as a way to enhance and

strengthen the machinery of peace and security.

It is extremely important in the present world circumstances that the

activities of regional organisationa  and the work of the United Nations be

developed in the closest cooperation on the baeie of the principles embodied

in the Charter, which binds together all States. With the end of the bipolar
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confrontation, regional security is undoubtedly aaquiring a partiaular

importance in the new seaurity arrangements in the world, and efforts should

be made to bring about a aloser interrelationship of regional and global

security through the United Nations system.

Amother  item under aonsideration  in the Committee is entitled “Review of

the implementation of the Deolaration on the Strengthening of International

Security”. The Secretary-General submitted for the consideration of this

question the report contained in document A/46/575. In their comments

transmitted under this item some  States expressed the view that the

Declaration, although adopted more than 20 years ago , should remain in effect,

and that aomplianae  with it is acquiring partiaular importanao in the changing

world s i tuation. The comprehensive nature of the aoacept of security was

stress&d as a requirement of the evolving world order. Similarly,  the States

pointed to the growing need for the United NatAons to play a more pivotal role

in international  relat ion8 as  an irreglacesble world inst i tut ion for the

promotion of peace and security.

&fore concluding, I should like to express the hope that at this session

the First Committee will take full advantage of the new international

situation and work out fresh solutions and new approaches to the problems of

the emerging world order. Let us hope that the spirit of cooperation which

characterises the current debate at the United Nations will provide r. unique

opportunity to look afresh at the concept of security and define a more active

and assertive role for the Organisation in discharging its main responsibility

for the maintenance of world peace and security.
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Mr. (Algeria)(interpretation f rom Frenah):  The  resent

change in the international situation that has favored the w of

the major military Powers has also opened up new prospects for a better

approach to such primarily political questions as international security.

Although, among other things, this development entails promises of peace, it

does not unfortunately remove all the threats of the dangerous repercussions

possible in international  relat ions. Similarly, the current world situation,

in which growing wealth constrasts  with widespread poverty, cannot promise a

new era completely favourable to international concord. In such circumsances,

even when peace seems to be upheld in some regions, many challenges to

international peace and security still exist elsewhere, and the urgency of new

initiatives is making it increasingly urgent to deal with the major causes of

in s tab i l i ty  and  po l i t i ca l  cr i se s . Thus, the priority task of the

international community will be above all to ensure the implementation of the

principles of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security,

which remain more than ever timely given a world situation that is as unstable

as it is and that continues to contain the g e r m s  of major sources of conflict.

In such circumstances the United Nations, whose initial ambition was,

titer ali& to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war, must be

fu l ly  rehab i l i ta ted  in  i t s  ab i l i t i e s  to  a s sume fa i th fu l ly  i t s

responsibilities~~ It is also called upon on this occasion, with the revival

of the spirit of dialogue and joint action, to commit itself with greater

firmness to promoting peace and security for the benefit of all mankind. New

encouragement in that direction was provided by the non-aligned countries at

their meeting last September at Accra.

Given the speed at which political changes are occurring, United Nations

efforts to ensure a transition from an externally imposed system of selective
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security to the muah-desired  system of collective security are becoming an

ever-more urgent necessity. The entire international community is calling for

such efforts, and they are particularly desired by the economically weak

countries, whiah have so far had to aonfront  tragia situations that have often

constrained them to turn away from national priorities to meet the pressing

needs of an ever-more costly national defence.

As a result, the central role the United Nations will have to play must

necessarily be geared towards the universal promotion of peace and security on

the basis of full respect for the purposes and prinaiplea of the Charter.

Similarly, it will be aalled upon effectively to take up such world problems

as the elimination of sourues  of conflict and all forms of domination, the

promotion of eaonomic  and soaial development, concrete disarmament measures,

respect for human rights and the preservation of the environment.

If we agree that this is the major concern of the international

community, we do so beaauee international security is at once global and

ind iv i s ib le .  Hence , it cannot be limited to a given region, even if it should

be the most convulsive of all in the light of its pest history, and the rest

of the world, which includes the vsqt majority of mankind, ignored, Indeed,

the desire for peace and security is a universal need that can never be

totally subordinated to the exclusive benefit of military power or economic

prosperity. Thus, security cannot be the exclusive privilege of the most

powerful but must be a guarantee that the whole of mankind can live in peace

and harmony. Even though it had been thought that the security of one region

was the keystone of the universal edifice of global security, it would be a

mistake to compartmentalise it or to subordinate it to a single regional

dimension, thereby denying it to the rest of mankind the right or artificially

establishing geographical  l imits  for i t .
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Thus, my delegation has always believed that the consideration of such an

important question as international peace and security must enjoy special

attention on the part of the international community. Similarly, my

delegation feels that the question deserves the mobilisation of all the

efforts of the United Nations to ensure the establishment of a new system of

international relations governed solely by dialogue and enlightened

cooperation.

The notion of international security that has hitherto prevailed has

shown its limits, in terms of both time and space. That notion, whiah was

couched in terms of a centre and a periphery, inevitably entailed many

uncertainties and, especially, considerable dangers. Thus, the centre would

enjoy economic prosperity, permanent security and political stability, while

the periphery, the vast majority of mankind, remained subject to economic

uncertainty and exposed on a permsment basis to insecurity and political

inetability. In the absence of lasting world peace and security for the

benefit of all, such aae~etry smong  the countries of a single planet, far

from being corrected, would inevitably lead to threats and unaertainties to

the stabil i ty of  al l  parts  of  the world. Today, it i8 therefore much more

urgent for the international community to undertake a reexamination of the

question of international security through a multidimensional approach, one in

which the military aspect would be viewed in tandem with other priorities,

such as the respect of the right of peoples to self-determination,

non-interference in the affairs of States, the settlement of long-standing

conflicts, along with economic and social development, respect for human

rights and environmental protection. That multi-topical approach would, in

our opinion, strengthen a concept of international relations that would
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inalude all the global ohallenges to the international community that exist at

the present time. In addition, there is a need to put particular emphasis on

the close link between, on the one hand, the promotion of international peace

and security and, on the other hand, problems linked to the phenomena of

underdevelopment and poverty. Without the eradication of those two phenomena,

peace cannot be other than precarious and international security dangerously

affected. This was stated in unequivooal terms by the members of the Movement

of Non-Aligned Countries at Accra last September.
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Because of ite history and its geographical pmition, Algeria has

assiduously followed developments in the Conference on Security and

Co-operation in Europe (CSCS) proceba. As far a8 my country is concerned,

this proceee may ultimately turn out to be limited in its effects if the

Mediterranean diaeneion is not taken into due account0 In addition to the

challengea arising in terms of the real disparity in development between its

two shores, the Mediterranean itself is, relatively speaking, a region where

the mil i tary presence, including nuclear forcea, is one of the largest in the

world.

That is why the countries of the south shore of the Mediterranean rightly

emphaefae  the need in particular for expanding the topics for joint effort

with a view to the security of the entire regioDr  including in particular

taking up the question of the Mediterranean dimension of security and

cooperation in Europe. Thanks  to the spirit that has gradually evolved, real

prospect.8 are opening up for diversified cooperation that can bring the two

shores of the Mediterranean basin even closer together and initiate a new era

of peace, stability, and economic and social progreaa in the entire region.

In mentioning the strengthening of security and cooperation in the

Mediterranean arena, one cannot fail to emphasioe once again the close link

that exists between security in the Mediterranean and the persistence of

economic and social inequalities in the coastal countriers  aa well as the

hotbeds of potential tension. There can no longer be any doubt that a just

and last ing polit ical  sett lement to the residual  crises  and confl icts  in the

Mediterranean region will contribute to reducing the military and naval

presence there and will favour the promotion of regional and subregional
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cooperation aapable of ultimately correcting the disparities in aocio-economic

development among the countries of the two shores.

Considerable efforts have therefore been made to come up with viable

solution8 to  the  inev i tab le  po l i t i ca l  problime s t i l l  pend ing . Such solutions

must be baaed on rerrpect  for the prirxiplea  of self-determination of peoples

and of the sovereign equality of States. Certain regional crisee are on the

threshold of a new era favourable to their definitive settlement through

dealing with the fundamental causes  at the heart of their emergence.

Thus, the Madrid conference, to which my country was invited a8 an

observer, opened up new prospects that could be very encouraging for the

promotion of international peace and security in the Middle East on the basis

of a settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict and its Gordian knot, the

Palestinian question, leading towards the ultimate satiefaction of the

inalienable rights of the Palestinian people.

Algeria is pleased that the countries of the two ahorss of the

Mediterranean basin have finally agreed to establish verioue typea of

relations and to work together on problema  affecting the oecurity of the

region in it8 many aspects. Thus, a conference is planned in the near future

on aeaurity  and cooperation in the Mediterranean, the principle for which was

agreed upon by the coastal States at the meeting of foreign ministers held in

Rome in 1990. This is the culmination of tireless efforts undertaken since

the beginning of the CSCE proceaa.

Simultaneously, the coartal Mediterranean countriea have continued to

work to promote peace and security in the basin by further etrsngthening their

t r a d i t i o n a l  t i e s . None the less, peace a n d  security throughout the

Mediterranean remain exposed to such real dangers as continuing hotbeds  of
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tension, ongoing military operations and activities in aome  partr of the

Mediterranean, the disparity in levels of development, and the denial of the

fundsmental  rightlp to aelf-determination  and independenae  of the peoples of

the region.

It wae in the faae of thin situation  and the dangers that have emerged ae

a result of recent upheavcila in the world that the Arab Maghreb Union warr

eatabliahed. The Union has reaently aoquired ito own bodies and instruments

for the promotion of the goals of eaonomia integration and cooperation with

other regional groupe. At the came time that the struotures  of the Union were

ret  in  plaoe, a forum of State8 of the wertern ahore of the Mediterranean wao

born and subsequently expanded to 10 countries, inoluding the five Maghreb

Stater, the four aountries of southern  Europe and Malta. Thin forum, whiclh  ir

taking up the rpeaifia oonaerna  of the aountries in the western barin  of the

Mediterranean, proved at it8 second meeting to be an appropriate body for the

promotion of dialogue among the Maghreb eountrier  and the European Eaonomic

Community and for the building of solid relations between the two geographiaal

groupinga.

Inderd, following the meeting held in Borne in 1990, a joint aonforenae

wae held in Algierr last Oatober by the 10 aoastal countrier of the wortern

basin of the Mediterranean at the level of foreign ministera.  The doolaration

published at that time noter in partiaulur the need to aoauro  the l eaurity,

peaae end rtebility  of all States in the region and to enaure  rerpect for the

right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and the implementation

of the Taif sgreements on Lebanon and of Seourity Counail rerolution

435 (1976) on the withdrawal of Irraeli troop6 from southern Lebanon,

Economically speaking, stress wan placed on the need to eetablirh financial
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instruments to ensure ao-development of the entire region. It la this spirit

that oannot fail to have a porritive  impacrt  on the future work of the forum of

the 10 Stater of the western Mediterranean basin and on the strengthening and

oonsolidation of the various aspects of seaurity in the Mediterranean.

Thus, plane have been made to hold a summit of the countries of the

western Mediterranean basin in Tunis next January. That conference cannot

fail to contribute to strengthening security and cooperation in the western

Mediterranean. This dynamic of dialogue , collaboration and cooperation

promises to develop the epecific characterietica of the western area of the

MeditarrMeM. All the efforts made in that regard are intended to bring

about the oommonly shared aim of all Mediterranean8 to establish M area of

peace # reourity and oooperation in thin region of the world, which in the past

was the theatre of bloody confrontation.

None the lebo, all these initiative8 must not cause ue to lose sight of

the  principler of  the  indivieibility  a n d  universa l i ty  o f  secur i ty  in  the

Mediterranean, whicrh my country fully aupporta  and to which it remain8  firmly

committed. Purthermore, this dynamic in the western basin of the

Mediterranean, and the joint efforts undertaken by the Balkan countries at the

Tirana meeting , aa well  aa other similar init iatives,  a’re precautionary

meaaurea  undertaken to improve the general political climate and to create

conditions favourable to holding the conference on security and cooperation in

the Mediterranean that has long been desired by the States of that region.

Ia conclusion, I take this opportunity to reaffirm my country’s

determination to continue to work indefatigably for the implementation of  all

the principlea  of the Declaration on the Strengthening of International

Security,  which haa kept al l  its validity, especially at a time of such

upheavals with their attendant unpredictable consequences.
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International peace and security are not dependent solely on the absence of

war operations, but are rather, and more especially, the result of eoonomic

and social cooperation that is oapable of guaranteeing lasting stability and

universa l i ty . While it has been announced that one era has ended and a new

era full of promise is coming, the community of developing countries is

entitled to the dividends of this change and especially  to M urgent and

adequate solution to their own particular problema.

Mr. (Albania): Mr. Chairman, as I am addressing the Committee

for the first time, I should like to aongratulate you and the officers of the

Committee on your election and on your oonduct of our deliberations.

The easing of tension Md efforts fcr cooperation and peace among States

have been major elements of the foreign policy of the Albanian State. Albania

has always supported the concrete efforts made by other States for cooperation

in the Balkan, Mediterranean and other regions and regards cooperation in all

fields as a constructive element of peace and security among the countries of

the Mediterranean region. As a Mediterranean country, Albania supports and is

directly interrtsted in endeavoura made to strengthen security and cooperation

in the region as pert and parcel of international security and cooperation,

It believes that true efforts for the strengthening of peace and security in

order to promote cooperation among the countries  of the region will help

transform the Mediterranean regi;rn from an arena of potential military

confrontation into a aone of peace.

In i ts  foreign policy, the Republic of Albania sets great store by

freedom, human dignity, the self-determination of people6 and the safeguarding

of peace and cooperation. It is confident that such a policy is conducive to
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confidence-building among neiyhbouro  and other nations, Albania will continue

to pursue this policy, believing that in 80 doing it ie making a great

contribution to the good of the Balkan and Mediterranean regions, and it

requires a similar contribution from other countries. As a Balkan,

MediterrMeM  and European country, Albania givea priority attention to ful l I

isupport for say initiative intended to strengthen  security and cooperation in

the aforementioned  regions. If the spirit of tolerance, understanding and

respect for ethnic minorities and populations does not prevail in relations

among neighbouring countries, It ie impoesible  to talk of making a

contribution to the strengthening of security and cooperation in the region of

the BalkM8, the Mediterranean and Europe. The example bet by the European

Conmrunity  should be asres6ed aa a model historio  reality in the bame way as

the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE)  procew,  which can

eerve 88 a pattern for the Meditsrrsaean  region 81 well.

A8 a country on the Mediterranean, AlbMia  is directly concerned with

political, economic and military development8 and the tense situations that

arise in the region time and again. But tense situations in the Mediterranean

are not a separate phenomenons they are linked to the situation in the Middle

East, the gulf and elsewhere.

Contemporary developments in international relations, the independence

and sovereignty of each country , and the will of the peoples to live in peace

and friendship impose great responsibilities  on each and every country of the

Mediterranean and beyond to promote the process of dialogue, toleranae,

cooperation and confidence-building througii stable solutione,  by peaceful

means, bared on observance of United Nations principles.
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This year’s events in the Gulf made posnible  an alliance of States under

the auspices of the United Nationa to end abnormal acts against the

independence of amall  Staten. But the lesson we draw from such a concerted

action by States must help ua to embark on the path to a global rolution of

problems, because security cannot ke divorced from mutual tolerance and a

stable regional system of cooperation based on rules and principles accepted

by al l  States.

The contribution to the easing of tension should be global, and any

solution to the Middle East and Mediterranean problems has to be aocompanied

by effort6 aimed at putting an end to hegemonic ambitions and the reeumptioa

of the lrrna race, the presence of foreign troops and weapon8 that deatabiliae

the region, aa well ab to the violation of internationally accepted lawa.

Problems that have not yet been solved, such aa that between the Arabs and

Israel and the Lebanon and Cyprus iseuee, muat be given priority. Efforts to

settle them should help encourage cooperation among States to reaah a global

and gradual solution and create an equilibrium that should be conducive  to the

lowering of tension and the enhancement of security and cooperation in the

Mediterranean region.

The Albanian Qovernment la of the view that strengthening security and

cooperation among the Meditetraneac countries and beyond, an4 the elimination

of impeding factors and economic, political barriers contribute to the

solution of the Middle East and Mediterranean problems and to the creation of

a neti tradition of security and mutual understanding. It also holds that an

interrelation between the CSCE process and eimilar processes in the

Mediteranean makes security and cooperation among the Statea of the

Mediterranean, Europe and beyond tangible, continuous and stable.
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Proaeedlng  from these aonsidsrations, the Albanian Qovernment makes a

positive assessment. of, and aousiders to be of interest, the proposal put

forward at the meeting on the Mediterranean of the Conferenae on Security and

Cooperation in Europe, held last year at Palma de Mallorca, for convening a

aonferenae on seourfty  and oooperation in the Mediterran dn in the spirit of

the Helsinki process. We also welcome &he deolaration  of 10 Octob*>r  1990 by

the countries of the West Mediterranean on the holding of such a oonference.

Like the Conferenae on Becurity and Cooperation in Europe, the conference

that has been propossd should be based on the relevant United Nations

dealsions,  and the United Nations should take a direot part in organising and

convening it. It is our firm belief that security, economio  cooperation and

human rights will underlie the work of the conferenae  and that it will take

due account of, and highlight, such issues as territorial integrity and the

inviolabil i ty  of borders, economic solidarity, the use of facilities with the

aim of completely eliminating economia  barriers, the renunciation of the use

of force or the threat of fyae in the settlement of conflicts, an end to the

arms race, as well as dialogue in the political, cultural and social fielda.

To sum up, the Albanian delegation expresses its conviction that only

through shared efforts by all partiaipating States can we make a success of

the conferenoe on security snd cooperation in the Mediterranean, and only

thereby, can we draw up a set of principles and a lasting code of conduct fn

the areas of security, economic cvoperation, the human dimension and

democratic development in this region of vital importance for our countries,

for Europe end beyond. *

* The Chairman took the Chair.
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Hr. m (Poland)8 Z have the honour to make a rrtatement

today on behalf of the delegations of the Cqsah  and Slovak Federal Republic,

the Republic of Hungary and the Republia of Poland on questiona related to

international  securi ty .

Recently, rapid and fundamental ahangra  have aharaateriaed  the

international  aaene. The long period of the cold war has coma to an end and

in its stead an epoch of profound and irreversible demoaretia transformation

has begun in Eastern and Central Europe. The ideologically motivated division

of Europe has become a thing of the paat with the ultimate demiae of its

symbol6 - the Warsaw Treaty and the Council for Mutual Economic Aasfatauce.
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The dfementlfng  of the Berlin  Wall and th*l unification of Oermany were

perhaps the roost distinat proofs of how profound the ahange in the old

oontinent  was l The failure of the paup d &,&I in the Soviet Union thin bummer

aould bo aonnidorod  ae Pta logiaal oonroquonae  and a rpectaoular victory of

the demoaratio foroes in that multi-ethnia  State.

The date 1 July this year indeed marked a new waterehed in the history of

Burops a8 well ar the world at large. That day, a Protoaul - set out in

doaumont  U46/300 - was signed  in Prague, terminating the val idity of the

Warsaw Treaty. The division of the aontinent into two opposing military blocs

har been brought to an end.

The Warraw  Paat was an unfortunate produat of  the pact, rtrioken for  a

long time by a arfeis  of identity. Over the yeare@ with the repetitive proofs

of its internal interventionial  function, the Treaty gradually lost oven the

appearance of a reaurity role which, it ie to be noted, was from the very

beginning highly problrmatiaal to itrr smaller member States. Later on the

Paot beaame more and more a petrified inatrumeut  of soviet Qolitiaal

domination over those States.

The “Triangla  Stat.ee*@  were a driving forar in the grocers of diomantling

that military allianae, and they have also been in the forefront of democratic

transformation in that part of Europe. A6 newly emerging demoaraciee,

Caechoslovakia,  Hungary and Poland atrive for close institutional association

with the European Community, broader contacts and oloser links with the North

Atlsntia Treaty Organioation  (NATO), the Western European Union and other

tried and tested European institutions.

At the came time, the three State8 express strong support for the

development of new structures of security and cooperation on the continent, in
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accordance with the all-European proaeaaea, and rbafffrm their oommitment to

the letter and spirit of the Charter of Paris for a New Europe, which waa

signed in Paris at the conclusion of the aumrnit  meeting of the Conference on

Security and Cooperation (CSCE) in Europe.

The three States are firmly OOnVinC8d  that, in addition to a number of

ob jec t ive  reaaona, there are common valuea whiah call for closer liaka between

them - above all, reapeat for the rule of law, full implementation of human

righta and fundamental freedoma,

The foundations for Caeahoalovak-Hungarian-Poliah cooperation were laid

at meetings in Bratislava and, 8apeaially, in Visegrad, where a .loint

Dealaration waa adopted, setting down princiglee  aad guidelines for concerted

actions animated by the aame aspirations. This subregional cooperation irr

clear proof of the viability and credibility of the “Triangle Statea” aa new

partners of all the democratic countries on the continent and beyond.

A month ago, on 6 October, the leaders of Csechoslovakia, Hungary and

Poland - Vaclav Havel, Joaaef Antall and Leah Waleaa - met la Craaow to review

their trilateral cooperation and to define the course of its further

developme&. The outcome of that review watt incorporated in a Dealsration,

also issued as a United Nation8 document (A/C.1/46/7). In the D8OlatatiOn the

leaders atreaaed that their cooperation constituted an eaa8ntial  contribution

to th:, shaping of a new democratic international order in the region of

Central and Central Eastern Europe.

Following the diaaolution of the Warsaw Treaty and the Council for Mutual

Economic AeahtanC8,  which prevented these countries from integrating with the

reat of the continent, the principal task for Csechoalovakia, Hungary and

Poland la full-scope integration into the European political, economic, legal
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and security ayatemr, In praatioal terms, the  three  Sta tes  a sp ire ,  f i r s t ,  for

aaaoaiation with the European Cofmnunitiea, th8 institutionalisation Of their

relations with NATO and, in general, the strengthening of the CSCE process and

i t s  i n a t i t u t i o n a . The three countries are already members of the Council of

Europe and are about to finalise their negotiations on aaaociation with th8

European Communities.

The three countries attaah fundamental importance to safeguarding lasting

security on the continent, eagecially in the subregion of Central and Eastern

Europe, They regard Europe aa a single and indivisible entity, Wh8r8 the

security of each country is closely interlinked with the security of all

Oth8rSr thus making all-European aeaurity indivisible.

Caechoalovakia, Hungary and Poland are deeply committed further to

develop and refine their existing political and economic cooperation and to

coordinate closely their efforts aimed at building an all-European security

system. They also strive to overcome all existing diviaiona  in Europe and to

foster new form6 of COOp8ratibn  between the aountriee of the continent in

Order to promote peace and enhance  international security,

In Cracow the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the three States also held

meetings whet8 tha present state and future p8rap8ctiv8a of cooperation

between their Stat86 and NATO were 8Valliat8d., Having expressed their

satisfaction with contacts already maintained with the Alliance, the Ministers

8mphaSiZ8d  the need further to extend them so aa to create conditions for

direct involvement of the “TriangYe Statea** in NATO's activities.

The three countries on whose behalf I haV8 the honour to speak today note

with satisfaction that the NATO countries haV8 bean contributing greatly to

th8 process of democratisation  in Eastern and Central Europe, and have been
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gradually reformulating their external policy stance by taking into account

ths legitimate 68curity concern6 of the States of the Subregion  in guestion.

As aecr\rity in Europe cannot be rreleutive, Central and Eastern Europe

should not b8COm8  a grey, buffer or neutral aonea Owing to its geographical

location,  such an area would be bound to b8COm8 an object of rivalry of the

more powerful States. Such a turn of events would not b8 in the int8r8ata of

either th8 Tri0ngl8  or Europe 06 a whole.

Therefore, Caechoalovakia, Hungary and Poland welcomed the position of

the NATO ministerial aeaaion last June in Copenhagen - that the Alliance's

security la inseparably linked to that of all other States in Europe. For the

same reason, they also welcomed the decisions adopted at th8 NATO summit

meeting held recently in Rome, which recognise the need further to Strengthen

the CSCE process, and also to establish meahaniama for regular consultations

and cooperation on security matters  between NATO and Eastern and Central

European States as well aa the Soviet Union.

EUrOP8 na8da s tab i l i ty  wi th  aeaur i ty . S ince  secur i ty  la indivisible,  i t

la a common cause for all the CSCE States. The Helsinki process has been, and

will remain, an important factor in the shaping of a common EUrOp8M security

policy. Its mechanisms are dosigned  to make political dialogue possible and

to offer a means  of preventing or resolving conflict aituationa. However, 1 t

is clear that those m8chaniama  still need refinement.

The "Triangle Stat8a~~, participating actively in that  proaeem,  wish to

add to it a new dimension: subregional cooperation in atr8ngth8ning  a8 well

aa in promoting regional and international peace and stability. Aware that

every region, and subregion, has its own peculiar characteristica that have to

be taken into account in the elaboration of mechanisms of cooperation, the
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three d@l8gatiOnS  hope that this brief overview of their perception of Borne

aageata  of international aeourity and related m8ahaniama  will be of interest

to other delegations addressing the quention  of subregional approaches to

international security.*

l See A/C.1/46/PV.43,  pp. 46 and 47.
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m. w (Canada): At this stage of the general debate on

international security I should like to make a few comments about the

structure of our work in the First Committee.

Pirat, let me reaall  the statement made earlier this afternoon by

Ambassador O'Brien of New Zealand, in which he gueationed  the soundness of the

distinction we have imposed upon ourselves betW88n  diaarmarn8nt, on the one

hand, and international security, on the other. He underlined that

international aeaurity has in fact been a paramount conaid8ration  in all of

th8 Committee's d8lib8rationa  to this point,

Canada shares that concern and also wonders why the structure of our

8g8nd0  - beginning with diSarmam8nt , moving to the gueatioa of Antaratiaa  and

ending with international aecurSty - should be such aa to place artificial

barriers between, rather than to emphasise  the interrelatedneea  of, agecific

arms control and disarmament objeativea  and the overall goal of the

maintenance of int8rnatiOMl peace and security. One need only review the

statements made in the general debate on disarmament to a88 that moat, if not

all, d8legationa that apoke found it impOSSibl8  to discuss disarmament without

first situating it in the broader context of international security.

Canada believes that it ia time to r8COnSider the structure of our agenda

with a view to returning to the preViOU6  PraOtiCe of beginning with a general

debato on international security, 06 the m for the Coauaittee'a

consideration of all of its items. Delegations would be free to make separate

statements on diaarmam8nt and on the question of Antarctica, aa they saw fit.

On the other hand, hOW8V8rr  those that wished to combine all relevant aspects

in one inteyrated statement Bt the outset would now be able to do so under an

agenda item - **Interaational  security" - tha t  iteelf encompaaa8a a l l  o f  these

interrelated el8m8nts. I might add that I am speaking her8 only of a pOSSibl8
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reordering of the general debates. The right to make statement8 on specific

agenda items as they are considered would of course remain as before,

Canada doers not believe that such a reordering will downgrade the

importance of the topic of international eecurity nor that of the specific

agenda items included thereunder. On the contrary, we believe that the result

will be to better reflect the central importance of that item in all the work

of our Committee. Similarly, with respect to the Disarmament items we would

hope that the effect will be to highlight their fundamental relationship to

international security,

It may also be true that a better focusing of our work might lead to lese

time over all in genera3 debate and more time in coasid ration of specific

agenda items. Area8 of unnecessary duplication will be more obvioue ana

therefore easier to avoid, If this proves to be the case, we will have

further enhanced the effective functioning of this body and, therefore, its

capacity to take advantage of the new opportunities now before it.

tet us take the example of the conventional arms register and consider

the enormous effort expended by so many delegations from all parts of the

world to ensure a successful launching of the register and of the evolutionar

process embodied in it. In our view the Committee’s very positive response 1

this  init iat ive,  despite the practical  diff icult ies  and divergent views,

reflects a broad desire among the vast majority of member States to go beyonc

mere exhortation and to focus on concrete steps that we all might take to

enhance international security.

In conclusion,  with the paralysis of the cold war behind us there has

been a dramatic increase in opportunities for concrete action in multilatara

forums such a8 the First Committee, We must ensure that our working I
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procedures enhance this renewea capacity to act. Canada believes that a

reordering of our agenda will be one modest step towards that end . Moreover,

we believe that such a step is a logical complement to the changes in our work

practices that have already taken place.

Chief among those changes - again, as Ambassador O’Brien of New Zealand

has already noted - are the steady decrease in the number of draft resolutions

the Committee has considered and the equally steady increase in the degree of

consensus achieved. Less obvious, but most important of all in our view, is

the fact that now, more than ever before, consensus draft  resolutions reflect

an agreed basis for action rather than a mere papering over of differences.

In conclusion, Canada hopes that other delegations will reflect on our

proposal and make their views known in time for appropriate action to be taken

with respect to the programme of work for the First Committee during the

forty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly.

T h e : I should like to assure the representative of Canada

that the Chair and the officers of the Committee will reflect on her proposal.

Mr. SJ (Madagascar) (interpretation from French)t

Before making my statement it is my pleasant duty to convey my delegation’s

sincere conqratulations  to you, Sir, on your unanimous election to the

chairmanship of the First Committee. I support the words said about you since

the beginning of our work, and my delegation too wishes to pay a tribute to

your diplomatic skills, which have ensured our achieving appreciable results

at  this  year’s  session. We should also like to congratulate the other

officers of the Committee.

i--
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International  security, which is the subject of this debate, has

undoubtedly been ~treagthenwi owing to the end of East-Nest tensions. The

various regionnl or bilateral disarmament agreements recently concluded, with

the addition of unilateral disarmament initiatives, particularly in the

nuclear field, have reduced the risks of a global military confrontation. In

spite of this, the immensity of the means of mutually assured destruction

accumulated over decades and scattered about to elude a first strike have made

it more difficult to control them even before their partial elimination. The

damager  of the horisontal proliferation of nuclear weapons and weapons of mass

destruction has been aggravated by the resurgence of nationalism, xenophobia

and extremism in countries that are experiencing overt or latent civil wars.

Without general and complete disarmament under international control, the

uncertainty principle will dominate the future of mankind., The obsolescence

of the military Boctrines of the cold war furnishes us an opportunity to

rewue from oblivion a fundamental element of the Security Couacil’s mandate.
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Article 26 of the Charter of the United Nations provide8 that:

“In order to promote the establishment and maintenance of international

peace and security with the least diversion for srmamentu of the world’s

human and economic resources, the Security Council shall be responsible

for form-,lating,  with the assistance nf the Military Staff  Committee

referred to in Article 47, plans to be submitted to the Members of the

united Nations for the establishment of a system for the regulation of

armaments. ‘*

In entrusting the Security Council with primary responsibility for the

maintenance of international peace and security, Member States are actually

counting on the establishment of a collective-security system guara!&eed  by

the United Nations which would have a monopoly of the use of force, in

circumstances and according to rules consistent with the purposes and

principles of the Charter. To be credible, such a system must reserve to the

Security Council the power of guidance, supervision and control with regard to

the execution of the measures it has authorised.

An essential condition for the success of peace-keeping operations is

that they are based on the political and moral authority oC the United Nations

as a whole. Such operations a 3 authorised by the Security Council, placed

under the command of the Secretary-General and financed by the General

Assembly. The concerted work of the three major organs of the United Nations

increases the effectiveness of operations in the field. It also promotes

transparency in the workings of the system and praserves the democratic

principles that underpin the decision-making process in the United Nations-,

However, since prevention is better than cure, so that coercive action
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shoulc3  be only a last resort , machinery to anticipate and prevent conflicta

must be incorporated into the system of colleoeive security. Apart from the

posoibilitiee  provided by the Charter in the area of preventive diplomacy, we

could imagine innovative, concrete and effective forma of early-warning

actions. The Secretary-Qeneral  should have sufficient reaourcee for the

collection and analysis of data on situation8 that might endanger

international peace and security, IYO that he can inform the Security Council

of  those s i tuations.

The Council itself should periodically review aonee of potential conflict

in order to take any necessary preventive measures. The Council or the

Secretary-Qensral should be able to send out fact-finding milrsiona more

often, The parties to a conflict should acquire the habit of submitting their

disputes to the International Court of Justice. The binding jurisdiction of

the Court ehould be universally accepted. Indeed, there can be no peace

unless States agree to abide by common rules and to respect norm8 of

international law and the decisions  of the International Court of Justice.

A comprehensive concept of.eecurity must include not only military

threats to international peace but also non-military threats, which involve

such complex questions as human rights, decolonisation, flagrant economic

inequality both within nations and between  them, poverty, famine, privation,

debt burdens, dit38as8, drug abuse, terrorism in all ita forms, natural

disasters and the deterioratiion of the environment.

Continuing environmental deterioration, resulting from the destruction of

forests, drought, aoil erosion, salinity and deterioration of water resources,

loss of biological diversity, and air and water pollution, a8 well aa climatic
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ahanqe and the destruction of the oaone layer, jeopardises soaial  and economic

development. Protection of the environment 10, however, an integral part of

the development proce88, because  the ecological  cris is  ie closely l inked to

poverty, worsening health conditions and demographic pressure.  It is to be

hoped that the United Nationa Conference on the Environment and Development,

scheduled to be held in Braail in June 1992, will make it gassibl8 to develop

strategies, within the coitert of increased nadional, regional and

international efforts, to reverse the effects of ecological deterioration and

to promote lasting development in all countries.

The economic reformer that have been undertaken in order to break out of

underdevelopment are handicapped - when they are not totally nUllifi8d - by

the collapse of commodity priced, the burden of external debt and the scarcity

of available reeourcea * The initial euphoria arising from the universal

recognition that real development requires respect for civil and political

rights and for all fundamental freedoms has now given way to a more sober

evaluation of the nature and scope of the results we can expect. Formidable

obstacles remain to be overcome, and i t  iu diff icult  to strike a balance

between economic, social and environmental reforms on the one hand and their

political consequences on the other.

It is absolutely imperative that democratic gains should be n;ade

irreversible  by the creation of a favourable global economic environment. The

complexity of the problem8 involved requires the strengthening of multilateral

economic cooperation. The current restructuring and revitalisation of the

United Nations in the economic and social fieldcr  and allisd area8 have already

produced important decisions. Those reforms must be maintained and completed,
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a0 that our Organisation can fully meet th8 needs of the international

oommunity.

Entrusted with a world mission to bring about peace baaed on justice,

s o c i a l  proqreaar development and respect for human riqhte and fundamental

freedoms, the United Nations is the only body oapable of meeting th8

ahallenqee confronting UPI. International peace and seaurity in the future

depend upon our joint actions , our cooperation and our solidarity.
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‘fhe: I should like to inform the members of the Cor%nittee

that I have been approached by some delegations requesting that the deadline

for submitting draft resolutions under agenda items 67 and 66 be postponed

until tomorrow, 26 November 1991, at 12 noo% in order to make it possible for

the ongoing consultations to be successfully concluded. Accordingly, I should

like to suggest that the deadline be postponed until 12 noon tomorrow, on the

understanding that the so-called 24-hour  rule be waived to enable the

Committee to conclude its work as scheduled. May I take it that members of

the Committee agree to the suggested postponement7

Mr. ITEFANIN:!  (France) (interpretation from French): My delegation

wonders whether, if we postpone the deadline for submitting draft resolutions

until tomorrow, the texts will actually be distributed before Wednesday

morning. In these circumstances, will we still be able to take a decision on

these draft resolutions on Wednesday7 This point poses some difficulties for

my delegation. We have no objection to postponing the deadline for submission

of draft resolutions until tomorrow at noon, bvt in that case we will have

some difficulty in taking a stand on these draft resolutions as early as

Wednesday.

ma-1 I understand that the Secretary of the Committee

wishes to express an opinion on this matter. I now call on him.

Hr. UHERAU  (Secretary of the Committee):I  c e r t a i n l y  w o u l d  n o t

wish to outguess the Chairman) we have heard his remarks concerning the

decision,  followed by the statement of the representative of France. There is

clothing  much we can do on this matter except to assure members that we will do

our best. Depending on how early we receive the texts of the draft

resolutions, we will try to circulate them tomorrow afternoon if at all
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possible. This would depend of course on the ser*/icea we would need to rely

upon in different units of the Sacretariat, But we will try our utmost, if we

receive the drafts by 11 a.m*, or llt30 at the latest - and it is my

understanding also that one of the drafts might perhaps be available later

this  evening - to circulate them in the blue version if at all possible by

tomorrow eveninq, and of course the Committee will then have to take a

decision accordingly.

-1 It looks  as  i f  there  Ps a t  l eas t  a  poss ib i l i ty  tha t

documents can be circulated in time to permit examination and diucussion of

them. I should therefore like to ask the representative of France if he is

satisfied with the answer.

Mr. Sm (France) ( interpretation from French)1 If  the draft

resolutions are actually available tomorrow afternoon, my delegation will have

no objection to our taking a decision on them on Wednesday morning.

T h e : May I take it that my suggestion is approved by the

members of the Committee7

-was


