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The meeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 67, 68, 69 AND 141

GENERAL DEBATE, ODtGIDERATION OF AND ACTION UmN DRART RE90LUTIONS ON INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY

The CRAIRMAN: This morning the Committee will begin its general debate,

consideration of and action on draft resolutions on agenda items 67, 68, 69 and 141

relating to international security.

In connection with i&m 67, entitled "Strehgthening of security and

co-c,peration  in the Mediterranean region", I should like to draw the attention of

delegations to the report of the ~cretary-General  in'dncuinent A/4l/486/Add.l,

containing proposals, declarations and recommendations from Metier States on

strengthening peace, security and co+peration  in the Maditerranean region.

Item 68, entitled "Review of the implemytation of the Declaration on the

Strengthening of International Security", is a long-standing subject considered by

the Committee. At each session it has provided an opportunity for many delegations

to present their positions on the most outsttknding  aspects of international pea-

and security.

In regard to item 69, entitled "Implementation of the collective security

provisions of the Charter of the United Nations for the maintenance of

international p~atx and security", I should like to point out that the ad hoc

committee called for by resolution 40/159 has not been established. The

Secretary-General, in his note in document A/41/431i Stabs that

"The President of the General AsseaMy caaducted consultations with the

chairmen of the regional groups to constitute the membership of the ad hoc

committee . ..@. (A/44431, pata. 3)
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The Secretary-General also draws our attention to the fact that, owinq to

different opinions oE the regional groups pertaininq to the allocation of the

nunber o f  seats , no agreement could be reached and, therefore, the ad hoc committee- -

has not been const.ituted. Accordingly, the progress  report called for in the

..forementiared  resolution is not available for consideration.<

F ina l ly , the Committee has on its agenda a new item submitted at this session

entitled “E3tablishment  of a canprehensive system of international peace and

Becur ity”. For it3 consideration, the Comnlttee  has beFol it  a letter dated

5 AuguRt  from the Min isters  of Foreign Affairs of Bulqaria,  the Ryelorussian  Soviet

Soc ia l i s t  R e p u b l i c ,  Cze&oslovakia, the German  Democratic Republic, Hunqary,

Monqolia,  Po land ,  Rr.emia, t h e  U k r a i n i a n  Soviet S o c i a l i s t  F&public  and the Wion o f

Soviet Socialist Repblics  addressed to the Secretary-General and contained in

Qcument A/4 u 191, as well as a draft resolution in document A/C.l,/41/L.89.

During the consideration of disarmament problems, many delegations highlighted

the intimate relationship between international peace and security and

disarmament. It was pointed out that security cannot be ensured for any State, big

o r  Rmell, as long as the arms race continues unabated on earth. Moreover, there is

a danger of spreading the arms race  inti outer space. Cancer n was expressed that,

in spite of certain recent pceitive  developments in international. relations, the

WOK Id is  conEronted with ex: remely dif f icult  global  prcblems.

In additim  to the arms race, there are other causes For the erosi@n  of

internation- Recur ity, such au the existence of conflicts and tensions in many

parts of the war Ld iind the pers lstence of hunqer , poverty and cmderdevelopment  in

many calm tr ies . Consequently, deleqation:.c stressed that in order to enhance

intrrnationnl peace  and securi!:y  cc-nnprehensiv~  measures  s h o u l d  hr adop ted ,  ant1 T

hop that  through it% &Liberattonn  the Connnitteo  wit .1  make d c,ntr ihution t,, that
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The proclamation of 1986 as the Interna timal Year of Peace constituted a

source of inspiration for peoplee and Qcvernmants everywhere to contributa to paace

and security. I believe that-&et States hawe the potential and instrumentality

to find genuine stiutions to the major issues confronting humanitgl. It is my firm

conviction that, through a constructive dialogue and spirit of c~prmisec we CM

find the ways and means to enhaoe the goal ofworldpeace  and seaxity.

MP. FSZTIM%LYOS (HungWy): Althoua# document A/Bl,/l91outlinesin  broad

tePm6 thereasars why the spnsors fornditneaassary,to raguesttheinclusiar  of

this new item on the Committee@a agenda, I should like to go into somewhat more

detail about scams of the ideas contained in that document.

At the outset, I should like to say a few words &out the present

international situaticm that prompted the srpnsors to ooma forward with this
,

initiative. Ifwe compare the preeent time and the threatswe are now facingwith

the time of the creation of the Unibed Nations 40 years ago, we find a

qualitatively different situatiar. At that time, the task was to save succeeding

generations from the swurge of war. How, if we were to coxuait the mistekes of the

past and allow a descent&wn the path toccnfrexltaticm, therewouldbefio

succeedinggeneratian to be saved. Pbr the first time in its lcng history, mankind

possesses the rmterial basis fcr its own annihilatim. That fagt in itself

t@Qui~eer new ~inking,espadally~noerning~nceptsofsiscuri~ as themost

directly relevant area. We take.encouragement  from the fact that similar thoughts'

were eqxessed earlier in the Comittee by many speakers from different groups

during the general debate.

It is-thus bwming increasingly evic%nt that security cannot be ensured by

military means alone. Zven the laaetpwerfulstates possessing the must
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destructive weapons cannot  feel secure. Nat;onal  security cnnnot  be ensured

uni la tera l ly ;  i t  i s  increas ing ly  inter re la ted  with internatlonal  secur i ty .  In

o thee words, security has become indivisible. It can WILY be un iversal and equal

f o r  a l l . That implies that secur iw cannot be ensured at. the expense of other 8.

Cn the contrary , security policies should be conducted on the basis oE co-opecation

and States shoul~3  keep in mind the ac~~rity  interests of other States.

Another important and relevant recognition of recent tf.mes  is the broadeninq

of the concept of security. For u s , security is not juet a question of miLitary

balance;  it  is also the elimination of inbalances  in the world econany,  joint

solutions to the global prtilems of mnnkind and economic co-operation, as we1 I as

opportunities for contacts between people and respect for human riqht.8 and other

basic r ULC, of conduct amnq States.

Therefore, when we propoue  the idea of the establishment of a complcehensive

system of international peace and securi+y, we propase  to tackle al l  the relevant

problems in an integrated manner, recoglizing  the i r  interre lat ionship .

That appfoach would be new. So far, all attempts to solve the important

issues have bren made separately from each ottiec, in different forums,

concentrating mainly  on their internal connections without pying due attention to

their interrelationship.

A comprehensive system wbidl would cover not only the military and political

but also the economic and hum@nitarlan-human  rights fields, and which would also be

mmpcehensive  in  the geoqrspical  sense, covering  every continent and country of

out gl&e, would, Pn our view, hold better  prospects for a co-operative solution of

the problems we are facing.
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The reasBon for pcoposinq  the elaboration of thle new concept in de lpll teif

Nations is really selr <planstory. The United Nations is an almost universal

Ocgmization in terms both of its metiership  and of its areas of activities. Its

main task - what we muld like to strengthen - la the maintenance of international

peace and security, but that is not its exclusive task. The bni ted NktfOns  has an

important role to play in other fields as well, interrelated with purely security

iseues.

Tn f a c t , the Uhited Nations is the only international. orqanization tnat is

suitable for launching this idea and the only orgmizaticn  captile  of putting i t

into pract ice. But that suitability is mutual. Not only is the United Nations

suitable foe our initiative,  but our inttiative  is also suitable for the ulited

Nations. r
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It is f u l l y  c o n s i s t e n t  wft.h t.he p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h e  rlnited  N a t i o n s  C h a r t e r ;  i t s

realizntion  would enhance hoth the prestiqe and the effectiveness of the Ilnited

Natiolls and ensure full compliance with the provisions of the Charter by alI.

Let me ldd a few words for the sake of those who might ask: I f  our  in i t i a t ive

is so fully in conformity with the Charter  - moreover ,  i f  all  the elements of our

proposal are already covered hy the c’harter - why do we need it? Is  i t  not  enough

to ltve up to the provisiona of the Charter?

We Consider the Ilnited  Nations Charter to he a document of Eurldamental

importance. We respect it and do not want to rewrite it. However, its pr nvi Hi0r3q

cannot and do not couer  a l l  the spheres ~7f  international l i fe in a sufficiently

detni 1a.d manner. In some areas we have already succeeded in working olri important

and more detailed international documents - for instance, in the field of human

rights based on the Charter - in  order  to ensure ful ler compliance with it8 letter

and spirit. It would only help bring ab It realization of !he prov .sjuns j of the

Charter if we could aqree on principles governinq other important activiti

we l l .

Take economics, for instance. The Charter  re,,oqnizes  the relat ionshi

es  a6

p hetween

stability and well-heinq, on the one hand, and peaceful  and friendly relations, On

t h e  o t h e . . It even sets tllr aims: to promote hiqhek  standards of lfvinq,  ful l

employment, conditions of economic and ocial  pr-Tess, and  so  on . Rut t-he C h a r t e r

does not spell. out how we are to achieve those qoals or what principles Rhould

qovern our co-operation in the economic field. This issue is of  dirczct relevance

to  our  subject . Security, political  security, can only be called solid if economic

security is assured. Economic problems between States can and do lead to poLltica1

tenuions and, conversely, pal itical tensions have an adverse ef fect  on the

development of economic- I latiorls.
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Would it  not be logical to try I:( work out guidelines on those and other

re la ted  fields’)

We know full well that the process of eetabl.ishing a comprehensive system of

international peace and security will bs a long and conpliclted  one. But we are

not starting from point  zero. Valuable ideas and experience have been accumulated

both within and outside the United Nations. Seffice  it to refer to the decisions

and documents of the Non-Aligned Movement, the Delhi Declaration, the proposals by

the six States from four  cont inents and the thoughts, ideas and proposals of the

Palme Commission.

Wo did not come here with ready-made answers. We should like to knew the

opinions and ideas of others. How wuld they envisage the elaboration of ideas

leading to the establishment of a comprehens,ive  system of international peace and

security? We need those views and ideas all the more because alone we cannot

establish such a comprehene~ve  system. We need the involvement of all countries

large and emall.

We are not engaging in a propaganda exercise. We do not ask who is

responsible for the present dangerous situat ion. Rather we should like to search

for a way out, in co-operation with other Member States. Our aims for this session

are suite modest. We should like to launch, to introduce this new idea, to hear

the views and ideas of others and, after analysing them, to come hack to this issue

at the next session with more concrete ideas and proposals.

Refore concluding I should like formally to introduce Graft resolution

A/41/C.l/L.B9  on my countrI’s  behalf  and also on behalf  of  tl,e  other  sponsors - the

People’s Republic of  Bulgar ia , the  ByePoruasian  S o v i e t  Socf:list R e p u b l i c ,  t h e

Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the German nemocratic Republic,  the Mongolian

People’s Republic, the Polish People’s Republic, the Socialist Republic. of Romania,

the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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I hope that after this statement I need not dwell on the merits of our draft

raeolut ion. I also hope that artsr  careful examination other deleqat lot. i l l  f  (nd

it non-controversial both in form and in content.

The draft resolutio I would essentially like States to contribute to the

working out of the haaic ideas for the eatahlishment of a comprehensive system of

international peace and security and would afsaure our continuous  involvement with

the pesent item.

Mr. GARCIA ITURBP:  (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish) : Our Committee Is

beginning its analysis of the items related to international security at a time

when it is of the highest importance for the international community to make an

effort - perhaps a qreater one than ever hefore - to achieve the strengthcnlnq of

world peace and security. If we analyae the situation of international political

relationr at present, and furthermore if we analyse the impact of various areas of

tension on the world situation, it is obvious thrq. dome of the eve d&e, of recent

times have led to a greater deterioration in the whole proceae of understanding and

international co-operation.

One of the events of major significance of recent months, the summit meeting

in Reykjavik, did not lead to the results for which we had all hcqed with regard to

nuclear disarmament and the prevention of an arms race in outer space, because  of

the obstacles raised by those who insist on militarizing  outer space and turnin I It

into a new area for confrontation and aggreeeion.

The Conference on Disarmament, the only multilateral neqotiatinq body on

disirrmament, continues to be unable to init- late pract ic tl negotiat ions  on a nut lear

test ban, on the cessation of the nuclear arms race end the prevention of nuclear

war because a few of its memhere make that impossible.

At the world-wide level, we see actions taken that continue to raise problems
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and increase the risk of aggravating already explosive situations we face, $thether

in  Centra l  Amer ica,  in  southern Africa, in the Middle East, the Mediterranean, the

Indian Ocean or the Curibbean.

The common element inherent in all this is thr constant efforts to achieve

military superiority, In order fur some to impose themselves 01 others from e

position of strenqth, and attempts to maintain an unfair tnternational  economic

order from wh!ch we all suffer and which. instead of alleviating present

dif f iculties,  tends to increase them.

That Lb w!iy my deleqation believes that, in relation ta the examinat ion of the

implementation cf the Declaration on the Strergthellinq  of International Security,

it 1s of the hiqheet importance once again to call on all State.3 ecrupulouel.*  to

comply in their international relations with, their obligations under the united

Nations Charter &nd to refrain from using force or threatening the use of force,

from interventln- interference and aqgrsseion, and from imposing coercive

political or economic meaRllref5, and to respect the sovereignty, territorial

integrity and independence and security of other States.



EMS/  16 A/C. k/4 J./Pv.  52
16

(Mr Garcia Tturbe,  Cuba)~~~~~--

It is highly receeaary that al l  States a-operate  in efforts to halt We arms

race and to achieve qeneral and co~@etjs disarmament. lb t h a t  end, neqntlatlms

must be commenced immediatrly  , with a vtew to Lmplementinq the ret-!onunandaLions  and

Ck?CiSitns  taken in this rcqard by the various UIitsd Nationo  bodirs that have

considered the question.

ln a wor Id-wide context, Lt is important that actions threateninq

international peace and security  ir. various regions ehould cease.

In Central America it is imperative that the United  Statee  Government ccaee

its uninterrupted intimidating and threatening military manoeuvrea in the rogiar.

If peace  and seclrrity are to be ensured in the area it is extremely important that

that Government halt its interventi.onlst policy aimed at overthrowing  the

Government of Nicaragua, for the pureuit  of which the United States Ccmqrees

recently app.‘opciated the sum of QlOO million. It is also extremely important that

the IMited States halt ita manoeuvles and it~ pressure againat  Nicaragua”9

nei. ghbour s ; these actiqities  affect the ewereignty and self-&!terminat.ion  of those

countries with respec”.  t.o their int.erna?ional  relation8. Such step by the United

States would be a very important factor for the success of the Ccntadora  peace

in i t i a t ive , a*rd would finally bring about that which all of us in Latin America

das ire: peace i n  t h e  reg ion .

The final document of the eighth sumnit  Conference of Heads of State or

~‘Wernment  of Non-Al.ia~ed  Countrfee,  held recently at Harare,  contains the

ik.;lowinq  statiment ahout  the  s i tuat ion  i n  Centra l  America:

“In this connection, the Heade of State or  Mvernment expressed outrage

that the United States Congress had approved the allocation of further funds

wtallInq  $100 mi l l ion  to  tts mercenary contra army, authorizlng the open

pf ticiKk3tiOn o f  t h e  C e n t r a l  Intelligenr~  &Arjenc:y  (CIA)  i n  it23 d i r e c t i o n  and
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ccntrul a8 well a8 the participation of military advisers, meattrers of the

Special Ebrces of the wnited States armed forces, in the training of the

mercenary force for ttre purpaee of overthrowing the legitiraately-constituted

GoverHPlent  of Nicaragua. They strongly condemned this immoral and illegal act

which viola tea accepted norms of interna tfonal behaviour and law. They

emphasized  that this blatant act of aggressiar against the mplblic of

Nicaragua not arrly violates the s~ereiqnty, political independence and

self4stermination of that country, a melaber of the Bkm-Aligned WWement, but

alrso constitute an affront to the ~inciples~&N abjectives of the MoWBent

of Non-Aligned Countries and of the Charter of the tlnited Nations.w (A/N,/697,

Fa. 227, p. 105)

Apart from Central America there is another area of tensiar on which the

ulited Nations has often declared its poeition, and where imperialist interference.
is seen: 8authern Africa. The same warlik6, intervationist positiar and the slime

scorn for the principles of the lhited Nations Charter and the decisions and

rfx3olUtions  of this bw have perpetuated a situation which is so irratiialal  and

inhuman that it ought to have ceased years ago. In that comecticn, Corrrade Fidel

Castro, in his address to the Harare s-it, said the follouinq:

"The current United .States Administration has peremptorily refused to

accept earsnomic sanctions against South Africa and has systematically vetoed
- .

Security Co~cil decisions affecting the Pretoria rdgime. At the 8-e time, ,
with growing fury, it establishes economic blockades against small progressive

cx revolutiumry cmmtcies such as Cuba, Nicara9uaLr Viet ham, Libya and the

Democratic People's *public of tirea.
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mmcuucaged by the support it gaihs firem the United State8 Gcvemment*s

plicy of sMalled Qonsttuctiva engagerent,  Ssutlr Aftios nat ar3.y dafie&# the

wffld by retaining and strengthmipg apartneid, but also cartihues its

oGcUpaticm of Namibia  and prevents that colalissd country from gaining its

indepsndsmz, in open &fiance of all the resolutions md Beciaicns of the

*South Africa organizss mecumary bands to destabilise neighbouring

States and carries out traittxous surmise attadca agsinst Luwtho, Botswana,

Zimbabwe, falabia and Angola + Throuqb its continued support for srboersive

group, it distegards the the Ncouatl agrmmsnt it siqied with ma*ique.

M?w, with its open, shameless support got the ONIITA bands in Angola; the

United States has supplemented these destabilising plahe by introducing into

Africa the nefarious met&ode  it hair usekl in Latin America:

we see a shilat situation in the Middle Slit, Whsrer wing to the ‘strategic

alliance” of the Wnitred States with f8rael, the latter. comtry continues to occupy

Palestinian and other Arab tertitariss md to exploit their natural resources and

wealth, United States arsistance to the Israeli Zionists has pcewented and

cantinues to ppsvsnt me impherentation  of m&ted Nmtioss resolutions and of the

twoll%iendations of the Committee on the Bcercise of the Inalienable Rights of the

Pales tinian People, as adopted by the Cenaal Assembly. .

It ia relevant at this stage to make a few brief comisnts about the

implsmsntstion of the. collective security prooisiohs of the IBitsd Hations Chatter

designed to ensure the maintenance of fnternatiaral peace and securiQ. My

delegation thinka it is vitally important that Iha mited Nations play the role

entrusted to it by the Charter i.h relation 0 the aaintenanos of psaae and the

solution of internaticnal problems, m do this it is essential that all States



FMS,‘lh n/c. 1/41/I’V.  52
19-20

!Mr . Garcia I turbe,  Cuba)--.---

CeSpc:t. the pUrpOt%f?fl Nl<i p ir\Ct E’1e5 of- the Ocqan iza tion and co-operate in applyinq

Charter  prInclplc?s to v a r i o u s  s i t u a t i o n s  b e f o r e  t.he Orqanizatlon,  i n  pnrticular

t h o s e  heinq considered b y  the C&curl t y  Council.

It tR tmferativc today  t h a t  w e  beqin  to t a k e  t h e  ne&f%eary  Htepe t o w a r d n

cr ea t Lnq a ctxnpr ehens tve sys tern a af in terna tional mccur  i tY, encUnoaf3s Jnq not mJY

the military sphere but  also political and eaxtomic  security,  with a v iew to

gusran  teeinq development opportunities, eflpecially  EOC the deveJ.opinq  countries.

Wh I we analyse the various factors influencinq the effective maintenance of

perce and Ihe strengtheninq of Lnternational  secur i ty ,  we must  take into

ConsidecatJon  the important,. in tirat  connection of the euonomic development  of

countries, of their soclal  situation and of tile trading system  determined by the

JnternatiotIaJ  economic order - hence the importance of convening the Intecnational

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

It is important for the maintenance of international peace and Recur ity that

the preeent  situation of the wcxld economy be remedied. Each year hundreds of

billions of dollars are wasted on weapons while  two thirds of the world’s

populat ion ll~ees  in poverty acd misery . It Ps of basic importance that the

diearmament measures we adopt lead to freeing a variety of te&nJcaJ  and economic

resources that could be usedl, especially, for the brnefi  t of developing countries.
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Flnally, there must he a qreater awareness that the establishment of a new

international econrmic  order is part and parcel of the over-al l  efforts to ersure

lasting peace. Thts must be done by restructuring the world economy and by wiping

out the exiatinq  economic differences between the developing and the developed

c o u n t r i e s . This  gap, in conjunction  with the preuent sttuation  oE exploitation,

has Ied to the heavy burden of external debt so many peoples have to bear.

A world-wide system of international security, conceived as a system of

pract  lcal measures and specific ohliqations within the framework of the United

Nationn  Charter, would assist in  implementinq  collective acts taken in al l  spheres

to marntain  world peace and would assist in reaffirming the role of the Charter of

t h e  Orqanization  it1 int.ernational  l i f e . We are in favour of a systelll  eounl for

a l l , whether small or large, which would lead to security in all spheres -

mi l i ta ry ,  po l i t ica l , economic and humanitarian.

AR we said at the very beginning of our statement, th!.a is a very complicated

t ime in  the international political situation, and it is *of extreme importance that

a l l  o f  us , with full awareness, should devote our efforts to ensur ing a r4gime of

peace which would make it possible to work towards satisfying the most elementary

needs of our peoples. To do so we must achieve the security that would permit us

t.o use with confidence the resources available to m nkind in a constructive manner

and for the benefit of our own lives.

We believe that this is a task where tht underdeveloped countries have a lot

to receive and the developed countries a lot to give. If  we can ensure that  th is

exchanqe  is carried out in a harmonious, honest and respectful way,  then every step

taken in  that  direction wil l  be one more atep towards atrengthenlnq internat ional

peace anti secur i ty .
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Before concludinq, I should Like to uuote  the followinq  wOrds from the

statement of Comrade Fidel Castro at the Harare  Conference of Heads of State and

Government of Non-Al iqned Countries, which objectively reflect the situat.ion:

“Peace, disarmament, the settlement of the external-debt problem and the

new economic order are indivisible matters. I f  the statesmen of the developed

capitalist countries are not capable of seeing things in that  way,  they will

be recgnizinq  the anachronism, the egoism and the irrationality of their Own

economic and social system, as well  as their total inahility to contribute to

the solution of the problems of today’s world.

“‘he cannot nit back with hande folded; we must find solutions because we

have the right to survive the dangers which threaten us and to live in diqnity

and peace. ”

Mr .  PFZTROVSKY  (IJnlon  of Soviet Social ist Republics!  (interpretatio,r  from

Russian): In submittinq  the ouestion  of the establishment  of a comprehensive

System of international [*ace and security for the consideration  of the forty-first

session of the General Ac,:embly,  the socialist countrien,  including the Soviet

IJnion, are motivated by serious concern for the fate of the wclrld and for the

future of  the peoples. They act on the understanding that international relations

are at a crucial point now. We aL‘e all faced with a historic choice: either to

allow the onerous leqacy of the flawetl  10qic of confrontation and of the struygle

for power to plunge t?le world into nuclear self-annihilation, or to be quided  in

OUT actions by new thlnkinq, which calls for political sOlr,~tions CO the probloms of

this nuclear and space aqe.

This dilemma confronts each people and State, regardless of their political

ortentation. At this extreme:;r important, perhaps even appealed, decisive, moment
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i n  manklnd’a  history , the Supreme Soviet of the IJSSR on 19 Novemher tt. 1 H year, to

all parlisments and peoples

“reuolutoly to come out in favour of a practical transition to huilding a

nucIeac-free  world and establishing reliable security,  eaual for al l  States.

This goal should he set ahove any disputes and ideolcqica1  differe’nces  between

States”.

Whether the twenty-firnt  century will  hecome a golden age <x whether the wwld wil l

he turned into a radioactive desert actucll, depends pn the abil ity of the

international community to embrace new political thinkinq.

By virtue of  its vo( ion as a centre for harmonizing  the actions of netlone,

the rlnitcd  Nations must tnke up this aballenge  of the day. As has often been the

case at crucial  t imes in history , the? tlnited  Nations should now use its moral and

political authority to facil itate the development o’ revitalizin  J processes in

international life and help nations f?nd B common language, mutual understanding

and trust.

That was precisely the role played hy the llnited  Nations in encouraging the

poflitive  trends towards t,he eaa!ng of  tenstons in the 19708. The Declaration on

the Strenqthening of International Security, adopted in 1970, charted timely routeu

for takinq Conciete act.ionn  to address pressing international issues and improve

international rel.ations. Alt.houqh many provisions of t-he Declaration have yet to

he put into effect, this document has left the world community richer for the

experience it has gained in considerinq  the problem of ensuring international

secllrity on a comprehenaivr  hasis, with due reqarrl  for thr reauirements of the day.

Today - and a great deal has heen staid shout this during the dehate at the

current session of the General Assembly - it is more imperative than ever before to

turn our hacks decisively on confrontation and espouse relatlcns  of peace and
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co-ope ation among States. For that eeason It is  extremely important  that  the

llnited Nation6 should once again focus the effort.8 of all States along those lines.

Por it  ta here, at the United Rations, that  the experience of  the coexistence

of States on this planet , their nchfevements  *nd retbacks should be analysed and

understood. It is precieely hera ‘;hat  we must apeak with one another as good

neiqhhaurs and co-operate in the interest of the life  and progress of the present

and succeeding generationa. It in prncbsely  here, on a democratic and equal

footinq, that it Ia our task z-onstructively  to discues the common problems of

mankind and find solutions In the interests of all. It is here that we, as members

of the sinqle family of nations , can clae above our ideological and other

differences in the common interest  of civilization, in the name of peace a8 a

supreme value.

The United Nations cannot keep out of the unfolding struggle between the old

po l i t ica l  th ink ing  and  the  new ona - the struggle which will determine the future

of the world. This struqgle knave  no ideological,  geographical or nat ional .

froultiers. On its outcame  depends the auestion  whether civilfzation  will survive

and whettler  any of the ideoiogierr  or social systems will have any chance at all of

demonfltratinq  i t s  v i r t u e s , or whether they will all perish in a nuclear holocaust.
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We bel ieve Mat  there can be only me &oice,  a thoice  in  Favour of

exclusively pea .eful competition and co-aperation. This i6 a choice  to discard

hopelessly obsolete and now dangerow  conoepte  with regard to the face of armE  as

a basis for national eecurity  and the admiuaibility  of wars and internat ional

conf l i c ts , and the idea that the wcxld can rest on nuclear powder keg.

This old approach nuet, in our view, give way to a  real ist ic  an#i, i f  you wil l ,

a pcaqnu  tic mderetanding  of the commonality of the fate of .*ll States and peoples

as passengers on one relatively emall and fragile spaceship ‘h @e safety is of

major concern  to eyeryme  on board. The realities of  the nucl  nr and space age

leave us no choice other than to admit that national security  is no more than a

f igment of our imagination i f  it  fai ls  to  form part  of international  security,  urd

that the most powerful nation8 can guarantee it only alcng with other States - and

not  by military or technological meana but.* rather, through political and

exclusively peace fu 1 means, without  detriment to any other  country .

From the daya of ancient Rome, the axiom of the pe-nuclear  age bad been:  ” 12

you want peace, prepare for war” - ir other words, place your cIJn national-security

interests abwe  the interests of intecnatialal  secuity. TMay  ‘f3 po l i t ica l

thinking baa categorically tejected that approach.

I t  is a postulate of the new political phil-ophy  ‘tiat  security,  i f  we take

international relations as a whc Le, can only be universal. And if we consider  the

relat ions between the USSR and the ~lited Statea as the historically established

political and military pokes of two different systeas, their  m%Urtty  can only be

mutual. Underlying  that  philcaofly ia a refuaal to reqard other countr ies and

peoples as enemies, atr well as a profound awareness  of the fact that,

notwithetandinq  all  the contradiction8 end dif ferences that exist in today’s

interdependent and integral war Id, when it comea  to the most important question
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we are all partners and allies in the struggle for the survival and progress of the

human  race .

ft goes without saying that what ia at issue here is an extremely complex and

canprehensive task that  cannot be sccunplished  throb& the efforts of  a single

COUn try or even of a qroup of countries. Nor can it be accompl ished at i,ne fell

swoop. Mat is required is purpcseful  and persevering collective efforts,  toqether

with the combined rea:cn  and wi1.L of the entire world comunity  of nations.

The initiative taken by tha- socialist countries at this session is  based

precisely upon ti e foregoing considerations. Its purpose is to open a broad and

productive dialogue on the entice range of issues re lat ing to  the establishslent  of

a comprehensive system of international peace  ar.d security. What would SUC?I  a

dialoque  produce? First, it must be em@aRized  that there is simply no alternative

to  i t , for there is no ether way to reach a cornnon understanding of the objectives

and means of cl col lect ive mwement towards a safe and just world for al.1. Dialogue

enables us b> analyse and benefit from everything that has so far beer. done in

terms of shapinq  new political thinking and drawing up a reasonable strategy for

secur  i ty .

ln this connection it is important to note that we are not st.artt:,rq from

scratch. Xn f a c t , it  is  a matter  of  continuing \gcck that beqan at the t.ime  the

United Nntions  was founded. Fbr i t  w a s  t h e  deep i n s i g h t  t h a t  savinq  succeedinq

generations from the scourqe  of war was our aupreme common task that broilqht the

Orqanization  into b e i n g . I t  i s  fo r  that  reasm t h a t  t h e  C h a r t e r ,  dra f ted  a t  the

very threshold of the nuclear and space age, remains the founda ticn for

con temmr  dry inter national relations.

It is no accident that  States, out  of their d sire to etecc additional

harriers against the threat  of  war, have throughout the en tire post-war period been
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at.tempting  to etiody  the purposes and principles OF the miteA Nations In hilateral

and multilateral documents, in Security Council decisians  and in General AsaeWly

resolutions and declarations, bearing in mind the real challenqes involved in the

strenqtheninq of international security in today’s world.

A major role in the process of assertinq the new political thinkinq  Falls to

the countries  members of the Mn-Aligned  Movement. In  the i r  verb’ f i r s t

Declaration, napted a quarter of a century ago, the non-aligned coun tr i en

proclaimed that

“the principles of peaceful coexistence  are the on1.y alternative to the cold

war, and to a possible general nuclear catas traphe.” (BID/C/Rev.  2, p .,5_)

At the Efqhth  CcnC-ecence  of Ikads of State or Government of Non-Aliqned

Countries, held recently at Harare, a Declaration was issued that stated:

“The accumulation of weapons, in particul.>r  nuclear weapons, constitutefl  a

thrat to the continued  survival of mankind. It has therefore become

imperative that States abandon the dangerous goal of unilateral security

through armament and embrace the objective of common security through

disarmament.” (A/4l/697,  para. 31, p.  23)

We are qratified to note that the voice of the non-aligned countries, *alLinq

for the strengtheninq  of the bases of international pea& and Recur  ity , is soundinq

out ever-more strongly and insistently. Even thoee who are reluct.ant  to abandon

the outdated stereotypes created by the policy of actinq irom a posit.icm  of

strength are canpelled  to heed it.

Similar efforts have been made by the group of six Statis  of five continentn

that have repeatedly issued c*arnings  abo~ + the fragility of any securi  ty barrel1 (*I

complex technology alone, and that have strongly urged the developnent  o1. a ntw

concept of global security without nuclear weapons.
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Alao of great value are the ideas contained in the report, “Common Security, a

Bl uep- in t for SIJr vival, l drawn up by an independent Comnission  under the

&airmansnip  of the late Olaf Palme. That Commission included prominent political

and public figures: &on Bahr of the Federal Rewblic  of Germany, Gro Harlem

~rurdtland  oE Not-way, Josef Cyranklewicz of Poland, Jean-Mar!e  Daillet  of France,

IWbert  A.D. Ford of Canada, Alfonao  Garcia F@bles  of Mexim,  Haruki FIsri of Japan,

C .B .  !&~t.hamma  o f  Ind ia , Olusegun  maean  jo of Nigeria, David @fen of the Ihi ted

Kingdom, Shridath Ramphal  of Qiyana, Salim Salim of Tanzania, Soedjatmokc,  of

la -ia, Joop den Uyl of the Nether lands, Cyrue  Vance of the Ulited States of

America ar.d G.A. Arbatov  of the Union of Soviet Socialist Reaplblics. In their

ccnclusions, they s treeeed  the need to replac the widely prevalent cucicept of

nuclear deterrence, nich allegedly guaranteea  peaoe  and inter national secur ity,

with a new appoa& to ensuring security for all throu!@out  the world.

The pressing need for nw political thinking and its qigantic potential were

convincingly delzonetrated  by the meeting between the General Secretary of the

Centrnl  Committee of the Conunity  Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail  Gorbachev,

md the United Stateo President,  dcmald Reagan, at Reykjavik. That meeting proved

that ne*r political thinking, when translated into the language of practical

poli.cies, mule’ procbce  unprecedented results. Never before and nowhere t!lse has

such progress been achteved  in the disarmament field a8 was achieved at ~arjjnvik.
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F',)I the f irst  t.imt. in history the declaration was made that  the Soviet Union

and the ‘i’nited  Staten were ready to  elin inate basically al l  their nuclear  araenalsi

h y  1996. For  the f irst  t ime the two Rides aqrecd  on an acceptahlc option for

medium- t’,rnqe missi  lea. I n  a  word, for the f I rat time in essence a packaqr  waa

aqreed llh,,von  with r e q a r d  t.o t h e  erltire  r anqe o f nuclear -disarmament measures, except.

Per one.: the auestion  of the strateqic  defence initiative.

Thrm larqe-scale agreements on problem8  of war and peace and human survival

entered the realm of the possible, which until only recently would have been almost

beyond J%\i!lief.

We must not allow the (Joor to a nuclear-free future that was opened in

R2yk)avi.k to he slammed shut. At this meeting of the First Committee we are

authorised  to say that the JJSSR  has not withdrawn any of the propoea:ls  it made in

Reykjavik, which were deeiqned to eliminate  all nuclear weapons. we should  l ike to

inform the First Committee that in their totality those proposals have been set

down as quidelinea for the Soviet delegatLon  in the Geneva negotiatione.

Rut the Reykjsvik meeting ehowed aomethinq else too: in order to solve the

urqent  and complex problon)'J of the world, what AS demanded of the USSR and the

JJnited States, and indeed of all States without exception, is a hreadth of

approach, a sense of responsibility,  political farsiqhtednees, realism and honeety.

“NOW, a f t e r  AeykjfivYk,” the General Secretary of the Central Ccbmmittee  of the

Communist Party of the Soviet llnion, Mikhail S. Gorbachev,  etreseed recently,

"a new situation has cmerqed in international relations. There is no turninq

back. But the path ahead l ies only In new ox rtical thinking, recognition of

the realities of the exietinq  diversity of a contradictory yet einqle world

that demand8 respect for the choice of each people, its right to independence

and to its own voice in world affairs.



(Mr.-. P e t r o v s k y ,  Il!;stl)--.

“ I t  i n  precl8ely  OP t h e  baais ~>f that positton, t h e  posItIon  of out

twenty-seventh Party  Conqross, thnt  we have tIeen actinq and wil I  continue  ta-)

nc-t  I n  lnternntlonal nffnirfl.”

The repret~entntlves of  vlrtunl ly nl I  the main qroups of  Staten have at  t.hifs

pro’hiem  of necllt  i t y. T flhould  like t.o r e f e r

the HepllhI Ic o f  Cyprus,  M r .  Kyprianou,  Ln whls

” imperat  lve  that we nil r*onccntrate  our

o n  thq: estnt>lAshment  o f  n n  lnternatlonal

that  eff act  should  he serbusly  studied

t o  t h e  at,,tcment  o f  the- PrrRtdent  o f

c-h he nnid 11 1~

e f f o r t s  nfl a  mr ) er of htqh pr lor I t.y

fmxfr t ty eyflt  em, and any proposal Cl  t 0

within the context  of  a

r e s u l t - o r i e n t e d  dlaloque f o r  t h e  purI)offe o f  nchlevlnq  t h e  Oertlretr  oh-)ec:tive.”

(~/4l/Pv.lu,  p .  7 )

We welc*cine the atatement made tn the Firflt Contmlttee  on behalf ot the 12

F:urope’an countrtea  h y  t h e  M i n i s t e r  o f S t a t e  f o r  Foreiqn  a n d  CommonweaLth AFfnirf+  01.

t h e  JJnited  Kinqdom,  M r .  Rentnn,  t h a t

“We need to see internat ional  Recur lty hased not  on armed coexistence hut

rather  [on)  .  .  .  co-operat ion.” (A&C.1/4L/PV.4,  p. 4 )..-

W e  AIACY  aqree with t h e  opinion expreAHe(l  h y  t h e  IJntterl  St.aten  Goverr\ment.  I n  n

l e t t e r  t( t h e  IJnited N a t i o n s  Secretary-General t h n t  necurlty f o r  a l l  reuuirCR

hnrmoniz,ition  o f  t h e  qenernl  virw~ nncl pollci~rr  o f  Stathn.

I,nunchinq  II broad di~un~ion  i n  the IJnited Natlonn  o n  t h e  problem  o f  univernill

necurlty will m a k e  i t  po~nit~lr:  t o  merqe Lnto a  flinqle  Rtrcnm  the innovntive  idean

o f  al 1 those whn a r e  quided by common  nen~e nnd I~nvta t h e i r  f e e t  f i r m l y  plnntetl 011

t h e  soil o f  pollticnl rcaliflm.
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Thtn Jjroposal  o f  t h e  I:JK‘in)int.  muntrtes 1s n o t  confrontationalJ  oulte t h e

contr  Iry. In  its v e r y  essence  i t  tn opposed  to  con f ron ta t i on . I t  IH a  p r o p o s a l

f o r  a  constructtve,  unhlased, open  and  f rank  exchange  o f  vlew~. I t  i s  defliqned  t o

f lnd a common lsnquaqa, w h i c h  i s  i m p e r a t i v e  i f  t h e  United Nntlona is t o  hecome an

effsctive  cen t re  f o r  harmontzinq  n a t i o n a l  a n d  S t a t e  interests  w i t h  t h e  I n t e r e s t s  o f

mankind. I I In t h e  lanquaqa o f  p r o p e r , truly ctvillzcd ralationn,  one not hounrl  hy

prt illdIce  +)r ausptclon, no t  I)urdenerl  w i t h  v a r i o u s  reflervatlons  that.  are h u t  c l  tchen

tnrended  to  concea l  reluctance  to  co -ope ra te .

The propomalfl  of  the aocialtst  countr ies nre In tended  to  estnhlish  a px)int o f

depa r tu re  and  the  broad outllncH fo r  such  an  exchnnqe  o f  views. We nor  in  t’le

elshorati~:,n  o f  a  qlohal s e c u r i t y  c o n c e p t  n echool  o f  new pllticnl t.hlnkinq.  We

alsn nee it .-R a s t i m u l u s  t o  i m p r o v e  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c l imate  and to  c reate  a

favollrahlo  atmoaJdere  f o r  t h e  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  reletLone  o f  pence  irntl  co -ope ra t i on .

Our pcopoaaln have nothinq to do with mere academic abstract-Ions. They are

Intended to translate the new polItica thlnklnq Into concrete actlon. The

proposal  to establish  a comprehennlve  system of  Internat ional  pence and tzecurity

encoqasees  both the concept of  the long-term posit ive development of  internat ional

relations and a determinntion to f  i1r.l  pract ical  ways of  achlevinq it right now,

t.hln  ve .y d a y , in t h e  llqht o f  exiatinq  renlitien.

The c r e a t i o n  o f  n c-omprehonstve  syst.em o f  int.ernationnl .q@l:urity  bon a:~ it:;

a i m  t-he creat.ion o f  a  wor ld  f r ee  f,‘,,rn pol ic ies  hnaed o n  m i y h t  o r  thP threat of

nIlclear nrlf-annihllnt  ion, a jurrt and democrat ic wo*ld  in  which there wi l l  he no

nIlclear o r  m i l i t a r y  ~pac*  c.luhR  t n  whlrtl  o n l y  certain  chonen  Powpr:i  h*~lonq. Tt

woulcl he  a humane  w o r l d  i n  w h i c h  t h e  r  tqht o f  t-he p e r s o n  to I i I-*> woulri hf*

quaranteed, In which peoplee  would he ahle f reely  to choone 1 IIP I r own i nrlcpc~ndrnt

pat.h nF development. I t  wou ld  t)e n w o r l d  of l a w ,  order a n d  m o r a l i t y ,  i n  w h i c h  t h e
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free and safe development of each peo;le would be vital to the free and cafe

development end prospertty of the entire international community, a world in which

the interdependence of Statee  would he manifested not in the threat of mutual

destruction in a nuclear conflagration ut rather in mutual undetrtandlng  and

trunt, in the development  of eaual  economic and humanitarian relations and the

pnolinq of effort0 to reeolve global problema. The reprementative  of Denmark wag

right when, during our Ccmmittee’e  general debate,  he said that “neace  and escurity

lnpliea  more than mere abence of warn (E/C. 1/4l/W.9,  p.  7) .

It ie most important now to start,  without delay, huilding a reliable

etructure Of camprehensive global eecurity which would weather any chanqes  in the

international climate, s*-engthen  mankind’8  mechanian  of #elf-protection  and ensure

that under any circumstances  peaceful coexistence would remain the higheat

principle of relation0  among Staten. Thie structure,  we are convinced, ahould

comprise military, political and international legsl,  economic, moral and

psychological direct and indirect gusrantoes  that the world will not he destroyed

and that the tasks of doing creative work in conditions of freedom, now facing

mankind, would be acconrpliehed throuqh the joint effol  t8 of States and peoples.
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The whole edifice of security  should  rest on A foundation of direct guaranteea

that both nuclear and wnventionel war will be outlawed. It is thus crucial ly

important to eliminate  the material has10 for waging war snd to achieve

diearmament, which would physically rule out the poeukiblity  of the use of armed

force.

Dependable security for all reouires  both the elimination of existing arsenals

of weapons on Earth and the prevention of the spread of weapons to outer space.

Dependable security cannot exist if the threat from Zarth ia supplemented  or

replaced by a threat from apace. It is necemssry  to prevent anything that wuld

disturb  eouality j.n the prkess of disarmb.nent.

Strict and comprehensive international control, without which there can be no

trust or disarmament, must be an integral part of the guarantees of global security

through disarmament. As we move to a nuclear-free, weapon-free world, the

reouirement  of verifying wmpliance with the relevant agreements will hecome even

more etr ingent.

It would be wrong, both’ theoretically and practically, to view disarmament and

another guarantee of security, the settlement  of  conflictu,  an separate. It i s

rightly poi “.ed out in the United Nation8  study on the relstionehip between

diearmament and international security that progress towards  disarnament will

strengthen international security by creating conditlone  that wil l  make it  possible

to take steps to reduce tension, achieve the peaceful settlement of disputee and

take joint action to prevent the outbreak of war.

It is suite  obvious that the establishment of international law and order, the

elimination of exiating  regiotlal zonflicts  on a just haBig, the prevention of new

conflictrc  and the reeolute suppreaei~~n  of international terroriem  are the

top-priority tacks  in terma of ensuring global security.
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Here we face a confrontation whose causes are extremely complen hecauae they

are rooted in the historic past of the peoplem of the world. It It perhaps in this

arr?a more than any other that it is necessary to ensure absolute ceepect for the

riqht of each people freely to choose  its own course of development. It i s

necentrnry  to enqaqe in a persietent  and patnatakinq search for peaceful alternative

ways to defuse conflict situatione  in Asia,  Africa and Latin America.

In order to establish t ru ly  dependable eecurity  it is particularly important

to take measures to brinq  the fltructure of international economic relations into

line with the reauiremente of julltice  and mutual advantage. I t  la eeaent ia l  to

place external economic relationf8 at the service of all peoples and to provide fuli

scope for the economic rapprochement of nations.

The battle aqainst underdevelopment and,hunger; co-operation in the peaceful

usea of outer space and the high seae; protection of the environmentJ  and meetinq

the energy and raw-materials needs of the planet: those are the goale to which the

enormous  resource8 currently being consumed by the Juggernaut of the arme race will

have to be reallocated.

Ry the Bame token, dependable security la inconceivable without scrupulous

observance of humen  rights and freedoma. Here tw a new approach ie recruired. The

Soviet llnion attaches fundamental importance to developing w-operation in the

humanitarian field. With that in mind, the Snviet  IJnion has proposed the holding,

in MOBCOW, in the framework of the pan-European proceeri,  of a representative

conference on a whole range of these  iseuee, including contacts between people and

auestions  of information, culture and education

Thus, we do not rule out. but rather favour comprehensive and fruitful

co-operation in this area, which IB of fundamental importance to the ensuring of

g l o h a l  s e c u r i t y . Nat ions must  eearch for effective and feasible forma of such
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co-operation, M as to put an end once and for all ro racism and apartheid, to

ahuaea  of the honour and dignity of man, to moral deqradation and to persecution on

political and reliqioua  qrounda. our approach to this auestion  is dictated hy the

fact that it  is the interest of real people, of  each and every  individual,  that is

the ultimate qoal of al l  our efforts.

A reliable  Byatem of global security is impoeRible  without a sound moral and

psychological atmosphere, without openness in policy and actions, without the

promotion of a spirit of peace in the peoples of the world. The heart of such a

system is a spirit of tolerance and mutual respect, and the introduction throughout

the world of a political tientality  making it impossible to cultivate militarism,

hatred and violence.

Honesty in husineB8, flexibility and a readiness to make reasonable

compromises with a view to reaching mutually acceptable agreement6 are also

inseparable,  integral  parts of the new political thinkinq and style in relations

among States. However, if States mix ~oc~isy or half  truths into their

poeitions,  i f  they use a double standsrrd, believing that generally recognized

principle8 and norms of international law apply only to Others lnd considerinq

themselves completely free to use their own discretion, then the edif ice of  qlobal

security will collapse, being constructed on such a moral and political platform.

We cannot do without eaual diqnity and eoual honesty; we cannot remove the harriers

of confrontation without them.

Of course, we are aware that in a situation where there re d i f f e r ing  soc ia l

syetem8, our ideals and our viaion of the future are not to everybody’s liking.

There may also be difEecencee  in the undecetandinq  of social values. Howeve c ,

these prohlema should be discunsed  without hypocrisy or speculation, and without

attempts to impoae  one’s views on others.
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It ia important to  suppJ?mwnt  efforts to st.renqthen universal security on a

world-wide scale with the aatabllnhment  of regional security systems nnd bodies,

and with stepn  to enhance their effectiveness. In this respect a qreat deal  is

being done in Europe, where the confrontation between two military and politlcal

groupinqn appears  In stark rel ief , n1r1 where even a feehle spark of armed COnfJ ict

could instantly develop into  an a l l -destruct ive nuclear holocaust. In s p i t e  o f  a l l

the difficulties, the mountnlne  of nuclear and conventional arms and the

accumulated mistrust and suspcion, the achievtiments  of the mur-pean  procesu  have

set the whole world an example of how the desire for peaceful co-operation can

preva i l .

The Asian and Pacific reqion  must be enahled CO breathe evenly and freely.

That is true also of other regions, which ca? and must be involved in the overall

process of establishinq a comprehensive system of international peace and

ciecur ity. Steps towards creating zones of peace and co-operation and nuclear-free

zones in  var ious parts of the planet are also a dontrihution to the establ ishment

of a comprehensive  syntem of international peace and security, for both regional

and global security systems are located within the same matrix of co-ordinates.

The estahlishment of comprehensive security demands that the greatest possible

use ht* made of all existing international orqanizations and forums, with due regard

of courL%e  for the specific nnture of their activities. Improving the efficiency ot

existing machinery for arms-limitation and reduction negotiationa is of paramount

importance in the process OC huildinq a safe  world. Where necessary, new

international institutions could be set up

A special role belonqa to the universal orqan for multilateral co-operation:

the United Nations.
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The beginning of an em of concrete actions to ensure global eecurity  in all

spheres of international relstione raiaes the pr&lem of further enhancing the

authority and prestige of the ulited  Nations and increasing the effectiveness of

I te decis  ions. What is reguired  here is n radical reversal towards adopting 8

reliable and canprehensive ayetem of internatianal  security, law and order - that

is, towards n practical implementation of the ideas whi& were conceived at the

inception of the nited Nstions.

The proposed romprehensive  system not only does not run counter to the Charter

of the United Nations but, indeed, should represent n system  of practical meaeuree

and specific commitments  by States witbin  the framework of the Charter. The

initiative of the eozislist  countries is not. aimed at revising cr duplicating tbr?

United Nations Charter, but at implementing it in present-day conditicne. This

proposal is fully coneietent  with the Charter idea of collective actions by Stat08

to msintain  international peace.

The Unibed Nations not only should take an active psrt in the el&bcuation  and

establishment of a canprebekive  system of internaticnal  peace and security, but

also should serve as 8 resdymade  mschinery  for the functioning of such n system.

Without the united Nations it would be impose1bXe~t.o maintain civilized

international law and order in a tuture nuclear-free and safe world. The United

Nations muat  become n reliable guarata of a wcrld  where internstional  security

would be baaed cm law and morslity,  not cm force or arms. In (I situsticn  where

international relations will be mere democratic, the management of the processes

which affect ‘the very foundations  of the existence of civilization  on Earth will

increasingly cow to depend on the Ulfted  Nations.
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Tha;e are our ideas about the canter&of  acauprehensive system of

international secut ity, but we make no claim to possess the truth or to be the

final arbiters of the truth. The co-sponscrrs  of the initiative  call for a

difficult yet necessary undertaking: joint work to ~oduce basic ideas on the

establishment of a -prehensive system of international peace and security. I

cannot wer-emphasize  that a search for a solution to this major and important

problem requires a broad, action-aimted  and serious approach, free from

propaganda and other encutierments.

We suggest that, even ncau, in the course of discussing this issue at the

current session, efforts should be made  to overcome the l~gfc of confrontation

which is still manifest heee in the United Wations in the blind repetition of

obsol~ta 5 tereotypes: if ane side makes a proposal, tne other has to reject it,

regardless of its actual content,

Representing here the community of nations, nQle of us ham the right to forget

that we have very little time available but that OUT results should be maximal: we

must do away with outmoded political thinking and chart the concept and routis for

advancing towards a nuclear-free and safe world.

We expect that during the discussiar, views will also be expressed on the

cantent of a -prehensive system of internafiu%al peace and security and about the

1 ines on which WOK k should proceed in We future, _ ,

Furthermore, we believe that the smck of valuable ideas and Suggestions ,

should not be sldiaved to disamar in artiives, Subseguently,‘this  stodc could be

consolidated in a document which would lay down guidelines for moving towards the

main goal of establishing a system of reliable and secure pea&. We are convinced

that such a document could become a kind of synopsis of the ideas and views

expressed by states.
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Even now we can say with confidence that this &>cument  should be or ir-ntpd

towards practical act ions by Stabs. The inter national community in weary of words

and frui tlees diScu88iOnb. As we sea it, hat i s  needsd i s  a  concrete  proqramme  of

practical measures to provide guarantees of global security in al l  areas. A United

Nations cbcument outlining the concept of a canprehensive system of internattonei

semrity  could become a manifesto of the new political thinking, whi& would

inspire and breathe new life into the Charter of the UIited Nation.,.

Hcuever , that is for the future. Right n a y ,  i n  o u r  v i e w ,  it i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o

enbark ups a substantive and constructive dialogue, which should not be

interrupted. Therefore, a draft resolution of a procetiral  nature prepared by the

-sponsors is now lndet consideration in the First Committee. The draft euqqestfi

that the i&a of a comprehensive system of international pace- and security should

be endccsed in general terms and that consideration of this issue should be

continued at the forty-second session of the Ceneral  Assembly. We expect it to be

adopted by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to remind the Committee that, in conformity

with the Committee’s programme of work md time-table, the deadline for the

SubrlliSSim of draft resolutions under agenda i tems 67,  68,  69 and 1.41 in tomxr(w,

Friday, 21 Navetier  1986,  at  6  p .m.

Before adjourning the meeting, I  should l ike  to inform metiers  that  tho IIA~PR

of the fol lowing delegations are inscribed on the l ist  of  speakers Ear tomorrow

mor ninq*s meeting: the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, the United Kinqdom of

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, tie will speak on behalf of the 12 States

members of the mropean Community, Poland and the Byelorussian  ?*viet  ,so~inli:~t

Republic.
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f should also like to inform the Cmittee  that, with a view to can~erving

conference resourcesI  we have, with them-operation  of the delegatiars  gln(Brned,

-aged to consolidate the list of speakem  for tmaortow  and, accordingly, there

will be only me meeting tomdtrm,  at X0.30 a.m.

The meeting tame at 12.10 p.m.


