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FINLAND
(Original: Enalish]
(6 August 1986]

1.  The study on concepts of aecvur ity (A/40/553, annex) provides 5 . wner al
analyais of various concept8 of seourity. As the study duly recognizes, the
concept Of aecurity contains many different, elements euoh as military capabilities,
economic, social and technoloaical development as well as political co-operation,
including the role of international oraanizations. There ia no commonly accepted
view - and thias {a also reflected in the otudy = of how these diverse elements are
in particular cases combined to, on the one hand, cteduvce ineecur itv and to produce
gocurity and coO-operation, on tho other, between nations in the international
arona,

2. Ae it wtands, the etudy pcovidoe a general ovorviw of the many facets of
security in today '@ world. It clearly brinas out the fact that security is a
relative rathor than an abaolute te . The verv general nature of tho otudy makes
it rather difficult to vee the @tuu as a auide to understandina any svecific isaue
of international secur i ty . Therefore, it miaht be useful to take sowe of the issue
areas outlined in the etudy for further and more detailed scrutiny.

3. Ono such issve area might ho the concept Of deterrence. |1t is one of tho
basic concepts of security on which even the most elementary detinitions and
perceptions are subject to controvoroy. Yet, the uonoopt Oof deterr ence, be It
nuclear or conventional, stands in the centre Of today's secnrity considerations.
It miaht be, thoroforo, extremely valuable to carry out a etudy, initiated and
aeponsored by the United Nations, on the var fous conaepte Of deterrence. ‘The rasult
of the etudy, a widelv accopted work on haslc definitiona and concepte of
convantional and nuc¢lear deterrence, would be uvseful far both practitioners and
scholars of international relations.

4. It wight, furthermore, be worth while to look ee@parat@ly Into some larder
entities of @secur ity conoepte, starting from what the study itself calls the
*{wperative and wost uraent®™ of problems, namely, that of disarmament.

S The endeavour should then deal with iseves of! lesser immediate gravitv, but by
no maans negliaible, such as economic inecavalities, overpopulation and

environment. Variovs special organiaatione of tho United Nations should boe induced
to contribute to a concoptuel and factual treatment of auestiona pertaining vo
theie dOMAIN of interest. At some later stage their observations could be
inteqrated intc a comprehensive in-depth etudy on the tOtality of security concepts.

6. No doubt: all efforts to vnderstand tho vhanomena of insecurity are commendable
and demaerve the coroful attention of ell Member States.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
[Oriainal: Enalish]

{4 September 1986]

1. The study on conceots Oof asecur ity (A/40/553, annex) containe some val 14
obaervations. It rightly states, for example, that *it is vital for tho
maintenance of international veace and security that Statea strictly follow the
fundamental rvlee of the Charter of the United Nationa™. It also makes tho very
fmportant voints that “the threat Of war cannot be dealt with effectivelv without a
prior analyais of and effective weasurea directed at the roots of international
tenaiona and antagonisma thet often aive r isv to competition in the fields of
nuaclear and convantional arma®, and that "aecurity policies . . . wmuet caal
effactivaly with the broader and more complex guastions Of the interroletionehip
between military and non-military elements Of security®.

2. Raqr attably, howover , the bulk of the study in inconsistent with these hasic
tenets, Armaments are viewed ag the cavse, rather than a symptom, of tensions or
discords betwaeen State@, While arwme control snd disarmament measures tend to be
vresented as tho pr imary cure foe 011 the illas of the world. Moreover, the
catalogque Of lona-proposed arms-control measures focuses almost entirely on those
of the two major nueclear Powers and the two major alliances. Au with moat United
Nations studies in the diearmament field, the revort notes the accumulation Of
weapons by other States only in passina, and pave little attention either to the
impact of that phenomenon on international security, or to waye of controllina it.
“he report mentione that there have been some 150 armed conflicte gince 1945 in
which betwaeen 16 million and 2% million people loot their lives, but it ianores the
telling fact that the vaet majority of thoeo ware, some of which are still beina
waged, occurr @d between non-al ianed developing Statue. The report correctly noted
that the world is becoming increasina interdependent, but interdependency is a
two-way etr aet a While the volicies of major pPowers affect the rest of tho world,
the responsibility ol all othar States for the effect Oof their policies on
internationol stabtlity and peac~ must also be wsubjected to 4 serious analyais.

3. In dealinuy with 1its intended main topic, concepte Of gecurity, the report also
falls to take into account 4 number of fundamental facts that must be addressed
torthriahtly in any objective and meaninaful study of this complex asubyject.

4. In describing the concept of peasceful coexistence, the study totally
digreudards the interpretation aiven to that concept by its chief proponent.
According to that widely proclaimed intocpretation, peaceful coexistence is to
apply only to State-to-State relationay it 18 not to inhibit continved ideological
ntruaale” but, on the contrary, to intensify i1t. By both words and deeds, however ,
it hag also beon wade clear that under the concept Of peaceful coexigtence N0 free
competition of ideay 1a allowed and that the fileld for *ideological struaqle® is to
be oven only in one direct ion - to expand the area already under tho wolitical
systom advocated by the proponent of tho concept. His*ory has ehown that anv
attempt at political end social chanae by t h e peoples of States within that arca is
stifled, by armed intervention i f deemed necessary, and a n y support, even sympathy,
for euch change from the outgide | S denounced as interference i N the internal
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affairs of those States. Thus, a8 interpreted and practised by ite

standard-bearer , the concept of peaceful coexistence is patentlv one-sided. ‘It is
not a security aonaept, but a crass example of how ideas laudable in and of
thomselves are twisted and exploiced for the self-aerving purposea of an
expansionigt Power.

5. Contrary to the impresaion adiven by tha reapective section of the report,
non-alianment does not necessarily r eflect a ahsr ed concept of secur ity. Some
States, while professing non-aliaument, ace closely associated with one of the
super ~Powers. Manv non-aliagned States, while challenaing the related concepts,
rely for their national security to a aignificant extent on balance of forees, both
rogional and qlobal, and the benefits they indirectly derive from a credible
nuclear deterrent. It is also clear that while some non-aligned States favour
rogional arwme control, many others are etronqlv opposed to it. But the moat
dramatic evidence of the fact that security interest8 and wercevptiona of
non-alianed States not only differ but can even clash is the tragically |lona list
of armed conf licts between ouch Ststee.

6. The study argues that nations ohould move towards common security. By
definition, common ®ecurity requires a high dearee of harmonv in the general
outlook8 and wolicies of States. Where such harmony exists, common secvurity is a
natural roeult, with the States involved no lonqor armina themselves for protection
anainst one anothor. The fact, however, that those States remain concerned about
maintaining effective defensive capabilities makes it clear that they feel vhe need
to defend themselves from Potential threate from other auartera. The revort
correctly notes that security aoncepto are affected by a variety of factors -
political, military, ideological, economic, cultural, etc. How the differ ins and
sometimes diametrically opposed objectives, values, practices ang traditions in all
these areas can be reconciied 18 an extremely complex and difficult auestion. It
is one, however, that muet be regolved if any movement by Statoe towards common
gsacurity i8 to becowe a realistic option. TO minimize this fundamental problem, a6
the report does, only fosters illusions and does not contribute to the objective Of
a more pearef ul and secure world.

7. Human riqhts repreasent one Of the areas where the differences in volicies end
bractices of States a r e perhaps must visible. The report containg8 a welcome
racoanition of the neaative effect on international secuvrity resvltinag from human
r fahts v iolatione. In discuseina and makina recommendati~ne on this important
guestion, however, the revort is hiahly selective. The ntactice of apartheid ia
abhorrent, but, unfortunately, not the onlv one requirlng attention in thise
context. For a study to be objective, it cannot remain Silent about other massive
violations of human riahts, and their rovercussions for international security, in
such countries as, for example, Afghanistan, Anuola, Ethiopia, Kampuchea, end
Nicaragua. Nor can it ianore the continued breaches of the human rights provisions
of the Helsinki Pine; Act by eome Of itS sianatories.

8. For both substzntive and financial r easons, stated In its explanation of vote,

the United States opposaed General Aoaembly resolution 38/188 H, which initiated the
study on concepots Of secur ity . Nevertheless, it haa examined the completed study
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W t hout nrejudaements. Wil e the foregoing coMment s are by no means exhaustive,
they do reflect the basic conclusion resulting from that exam nation, that is,
that, regeettably, thi s study only confirns the serious concerns conveyed by t he
United States to the Secretary-General in response to General Assenbly resolution
40/152 K regarding the ways in which United Nations studies in the di sarmanent
field havebeen initiated and carried out. The United States hopes that the
suagestions contained i n that response will hel p i nprove the auatity and val ue O
suchstudies in the future.



