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The neeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m

ACENDA ITEMS 67, 68, 69 AND 141

CGENERAL DEBATE, cowns IDERATION OF AND ACTION UEON DRAFT RESOLUT IONS ON | NTERNATI ONAL
SECURI TY

The CHAIRMAN: This norning the Committee Will begin its general debate,

consi deration of and action on draft resolutions on agenda items 67, 68, 69 and 141
relating to international security.

In connection with item 67, entitled "Strengthening of security and
co-operation in the Mediterranean region”, | should like to draw the attention of
del egations to the report of the Secretary-Genetalin)document a/41/486/a34.1,
contai ning proposals, declarations and recomendations fromMember States on
strengthening peace, security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region.

I[tem 68, entitled "Review of the implem?ntation of the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security", is a long-standing subject considered by
the Conmttee. At each session it has provided an opportunity for many del egations
to present their positions on the nost outstandingaspects Of international peace
and security.

In regard to item 69, entitled "Inplenentation of the collective security
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations for the maintenance of
international peace and security”, | should like to point out that the ad hoc
conmittee called for by resolution 40/159 has not been established. The
Secretary-General, in his note in document A/41/431, states that

"The President of the General assembly conducted consultations with the

chairnmen of the regional groups to constitute the nmenbership of the ad hoc

commttee . ..". (A/41/431, para. 3)




RM/3 AlC. 1/41/PV, 52
6

(The Chairman)

The Secretary-General also draws our attention to the fact that, owing to
different opinions of the regional groups pertaining to the allocation of the
nunber of seats, no agreement could be reached and, therefore, the ad hoc. committee
has not been constituted. Accordingly, the progress report called for in the
¢ forementioned resolution is not available for consideration.

Finally, the Committee has on its agenda a new item submitted at this session
entitled "Establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and
security". For its consideration, the Committee has befo: it a letter dated
5 Auguet from the Ministers of Foreign Affalrs of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hunqgary,
Mongolia, Poland, Rcmania, the Ukrainian Sowiet Socialist Republic and the tnion of
Soviet Socialist Republics addressed to the Secretary-General and contained in
Qcument A/4 1/ 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
or small, as long as the arms race continues unabated on earth. Moreover, there is
a danger of spreading the arms race into outer space. Concer n was expressed that,
in spite of certain recent poalitive developments in international. relations, the
wok ld is confronted with ex: remely difficult global problems.

In addition to the arms race, there are other causes For the erosion of
internationa) secur ity, such au the existence of conflicts and tensions in many
parts of the wor 1d and the pers Istence of hunger , poverty and underdevelopment in
many coun tries. Consequently, delegationus stressed that in order to enhance
international peace and securifty comprehens ive measures should be adopted, and I
hope that through its deliberationa the Committee wit.1 make a c:ntr ibution to that

end .
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The procl amation of 1986 as the Interna tional Year of Peace constituted a
source Of inspiration for peoples and Governments ever ywhere t 0 contribute t 0 peace
and security. | believe that Member States have the potential and instrumentality
to find genui ne sclutions to the Maj Or issues confronting humanity. It is my firm
conviction that, through a constructive dialogue and spirit of compromise, we can
find the ways and means to enhance t he goal of world peace and security.

Mr. ESZTERGALYOS (Hungary): Al though docunent A/41/191 outlines in broad

terms the reasons Why t he sponsors found it necessary, to request the inclusion Of
this newitemon the Committee's agenda, I should rike t0 go i nt 0 somewhat nore
detai | about some of the i deas contained i n that document.

At the outset, | should like to say a few words aboutthe present
international situation that pronpted the sponsocs 10 come forward with this
initiative. If w; conpar e the present time and t he threats we are now facing with
the time of the creation of the onited Nations 40 years ago, We find a
qualitatively different situation, atthat tine, the task was to save succeedi ng
generations fromthe seourge of war. How, if we were t0 commit the mistakes of the
past and al | ow a descent down t he path to confrontation, there would be no
succeeding generation to besaved. Por the first time in its long history, mankind
possesses the material basis for itS Own annihilation. That fact in itself
requires new thinking, especially concerning concepts of séecurity asS the most
directly relevant area. we take.encouragement fromthe fact that simlar thoughts'
Were expressed earlier in the Committee by many speakers fromdifferent groups
during the general debate.

It is-thus becoming i ncreasi ngly evident that security cannot be ensured by

mlitary neans alone. Eventhe most powerful States possessingthe most
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destructive weapons cannat feel secure. National security canrot be ensured
unilaterally; it is increasingly interrelated with international security. In

0 ther words, security has become indivisible. It can only be un iversal and equal
for all. That implies that secur ity cannot be ensured at. the expense of other s.

On the contrary, security policies should be conducted on the basis of co-operation
and States should keep in mind the security interests of other States.

Another important and relevant recognition of recent times is the broadening
of the concept of security. For us, security is not juet a question of militaty
balance; it is also the elimination of imbalances in the world econamy, joint
solutions to the global problems of mnnkind and economic co-operation, as wel 1L as
opportunities for contacts between people and respect for human rights and other
basic r ule. of conduct among States.

Therefore, when we propose the idea of the establishment of a comprehensive
system of international peace and securlty, we propose to tackle all the relevant
problems in an integrated manner, recognizing their interrelationship.

That approach would be new. So far, all attempts to solve the important
issues have bren made separately from each other, in different forums,
concentrating mainly on their internal connections without paying due attention to
their interrelationship.

A comprehensive system which would cover not only the military and political
but also the economic and humanitar fan~human rights fields, and which would also be
comprehensive in the geographical sense, covering every continent and country of

out glabe, would, in our view, hold better prospects for a co-operative solution of

the problems we are facing.
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The reason for pcoposing the elaboration of this new concept in the Uni tec
Nations is really seli1 «planatory. The United Nations is an almost universal
organization in terms both of its membership and of its areas of activities. Its
main task -~ what we would like to strengthen - is the maintenance of international
peace and security, but that is not its exclusive task. The Uni ted Nationg has an
important role to play in other fields as well, interrelated with purely security
issues.

In fact, the United Nations is the only international. organization tnat is
suitable for launching this idea and the only organization capsble of putting 1 t
into practice. But that suitability is mutual. Not only is the United Nations

suitable for our initiative, but our initiative is also suitable for the United

Nations.
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Tt {8 fully consistent with the provisions of the Unfited Nations Charter; its
realization would enhance hoth the prestige and the effectiveness of the United
Nations and ensure full compliance with the provisions of the Charter by all.

Let me 1dd a few words for the sake of those who might ask: If our initiative
ta so fully in conformity with the Charter ~ moreover, if all the elements of our
proposal are already covered hy the Charter - why do we need it? Is it not enough
to live up to the provisiona of the Charter?

We consider the United Nations Charter to he a document of fundamental
importance. We respect it and do not want to rewrite it. However, its pr ovi siors
cannot and do not cover all the spreres of international life in a suffi:ziently
detai 1le¢d manner. In some areas we have already succeeded in working ou:¢ important
and more detailed international documents - for instance, in the field of human
rights based on the Charter - in order to ensure fuller compliance with its letter
and spirit. It would only help bring abo 't realization of -ha prov .asiuns . f the
Charter if we could aqree on principles governing other important activities as
well.

Take economics, for instance. The Charter re.:ognizes the relat ionship hetween
stability and well-heing, on the one hand, and peaceful and friendly relations, on
the othe.. It even sets the aims: to promote higher standards of living, full
employment, conditions of economic and ocial pr~j-ess, and so on. But the Charter
does not spell. out how we are to achieve those goals or what principles should
govern our co-operation in the economic field. This issue is of diract 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 political
tenuions and, conversely, pol itical tensions have an adverse effect on the

development of economic . lations.
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Would it not be logical to try ¢ work out guidelines on those and other
related fields?

We know full well that the process of establishing a comprehensive system of
international peace and security will bhe a long and complicated one. But we are
not starting from point zero. Valuable ideas and experience have been accumulated
both within and outside the United Nations. JSuvffice it to refer to the decisions
and documents of the Non-Aligned Movement, the Delhi Declaration, the proposals by
the six States from four continents and the thoughts, ideas and proposals of the
Palme Commission.

We did not come here with ready-made answers. We should like to kncw the
opinions and ideas of others. How wuld they envisage the elaboration of ideas
leading to the establishment of a comprehensfive system of international peace and
security? We need those views and ideas all the more because alone we cannot
establish such a comprehensa:ve system. We need the involvement of all countries
large and small.

We are not engaging in a propaganda exercise. We do not ask who is
responsible for the present dangerous situation. Rather we should like to search
for a way out, in co-operation with other Member States. Our aims for this session
are auite 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.

Before concluding I should like formally to introduce araft resolution
A/41/C.1/L.B9 on my country's behalf and also on behalf of tle other sponsors =~ the
People’s Republic of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Soci.liat Republic, the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the German Democratic 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 | need not dwell on the merjts of our draft
resolut ion. | aleo hope that arter careful examination other delegat lot. ill f ind
it non-controversial both in form and in content.

The draft resolutioc » 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 assure our continuous involvement with
the present item.

Mr. GARCIA ITURBE (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 greater one than ever hefore - to achieve the strengthcnlng 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 th~* dome of the ev« ata 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 hoped 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 | It
into a new area for confrontation and aggreeeion.

The Conference on Disarmament, the only multilateral neqotiating body on
disarmament, continues to be unable to init late pract ic 11 negotiat fonas on a nuc lear
test ban, on the cessation of the nuclear arms race #nd 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, . 'hether
in Central America, 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 a
position of strength, and attempts to maintain an unfair international economic
order from which we all suffer and which. instead of alleviating present
difficulties, tends to increase them.

That is why my deleqation believes that, in relation to the examination of the
implementation cf the Declaration on the Strergthening of International Security,
it is of the higheet importance once again to call on all State.3 scrupulousl- to
comply in their international relations with, their obligations under the united
Nations Charter and to refrain from using force or threatening the use of force,
from interventin— interference and aqgrsseion, and from imposing coercive
political or economic measures, and to respect the sovereignty, territorial

integrity and independence and security of other States.
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It is highly recessary that all States co-operate in efforts to halt the arms
race and to achieve qgeneral and complete disarmament. To that end, negotiations
must be commenced immediately | with a view to implementing the recommendations and
decisions taken in this regard by the various United Nations bodi¢s that have
considered the question.

In a wor ld-wide context, Lt i8 important that actions threatening
international peace and security ir. various regions should cease.

In Central America it i8 imperative that the United States Government cease
its uninterrupted intimidating and threatening military manoeuvrea in the regiou.
If peace and security are to be ensured in the area it 18 extremely important that
that Government halt its interventionist policy aimed at overthrowing the
Government of Nicaragua, for the pursuit of which the United States Congress
recently app.opriated the sum of $100 million. It is also extremely important that
the United States halt its manoceuvses and {ts pressure against Nicaragua's
nei ghbour 8; these actirities affect the ewereignty and self-dctermination of those
countries with respec* to their interna*ional relations. such steps by the United
States would be a very important factor for the success of the Cintadora peace
initiative, a".d would finally bring about that which all of us in Latin America
des ire: peace in the region.

The final document of the eighth summit Conference of Heads of State or
Cowernment of Non-Aligied Countries, held recently at Harare, contains the
tuilowing statement about the situation in Central America:

“In this connection, the Heads of State or Government expressed outrage
that the United States Congress had approved the allocation of further funds
cotall ing $100 million to 1t8 mercenary contra army, authorizing the open

par ticipation of the Central Intelligenre Agency (CIAY in its direction and
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control a8 wel|l a8 the participation ofmlitary advi sers, mesbers of the
Speci al Porces of the vnited States armed forces, in the training of the

mer cenary forces forthe purpose Of overthrow ng the legitimately~constituted
Government Of N caragua. They strongly condemmed this imoral and illegal act
which viol a tesaccepted norns of interna tiomal behaviour and |aw. They
emphasized that this bl atant act of aggression agai nst the Republic of
NicaraguaNOt only Vi 0l ates the sovereignty, political independence and
self-determination Of that country, a member Of the Non-Aligned Movement, but
also constitutes an affront to the principles. d@nd objectives of t he Movement
of Non-Aligned Countries and of the Charter of the tnited Nations." (A/41/697,

para, 227, p. 105)

Apart from Central Anmerica there is another area of temsien On which the
tnited Nations has often declared its position, and where i nperialist interference
is seen. southernAfrica. The sane warlike, interventionist position and t he same
scoen for the principles of the mitea Nations Charter and the decisions and
resolutionsof this body have perpetuated a situation which is SO irrational and
i nhuman that it ought to have ceased years ago. In that comnection, Comrade Fi del
Castro, in his address to the Harare summit, Sai d the followings

*the current United .states Administration has perenptorily refused to
accept economic sanctions against South Africa and has syst ematical |y vetoed

Security Couneil decisions affecting the Pretoria tégime. At the same time,

with growing fury, it establishes economc blockades against small progressive

or revolutionary countries such as Cuba, Nicaraqua, Viet Nam, Li bya and the

Denocrati c People's Republic Of Korea.
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*Encouraged byt he support itgains from the United State8 Government's

policy Oof so-called constructive engagement,Scuth Africanot only defies t he

world by retaini ng and strengthening apartheid, but also continues |ts

occupation of Namibiaand prevents t hat colonized country fromgainingits

independence, i N Open defiance Of all the resol utions and decisions of the

United Nations,

*South Africa organizes mercenarybands t o dest abi |l i se neighbour ing

States and carri es out traitorous surprise attacks against Lesotho, Botswana,

Zi nbabwe, zambia and Angola . Throughits continued support for subversive

groups, it disregards t he t he momati agreement |t signed Wi t h Mozambigue.

Now, With its open, shanel ess support for the UNTTA bands im Angol a; the

united States has suppl enented these destabilising plans by introducing into

Africa the nefarious methods it hair used in Latin Anerica:

We seed similar Situation in the M ddl e Bast,where, owing t0 the ‘strategic
al liance” ofthe ynited States With Israel,the |atter. countey continues t o occupy
Pal estinian and other Acabterritories and t0 exploit their natural resources and
wealth, United States assistance t0 the Israeli zionists haS prevented and
continues { 0 prevent the implementation Of United Nations resolutions and of the
recommendations Of the Committee On the Bxercise oft he | nalienabl e rights Of the
Pal es tinian Peopl e, as adopted by the Genecal Assembly. .

It is relevant at this stage to nake a few brief comments about t he
implementation Of the. collective security peovisions oft he United Nations Charter
designed to ensure the mai ntenance of international peace and security. Wy
del egation thinksg it is vitally inportant that the tnited Natione pl ay the rol e
entrusted to it by the Chart er im relation to t he maintenance Of peace and t he

solution Of international problens, To do this it is essential that all states
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respect the purposes and pr inci ples of the Organ iza tion and co-operate in applying
Char ter principles to various situations before the Organization, in particular
those being considered by the Securl ty Council.

It is imperative today that we begin to take the necussary steps towardn
creating a compec ehens ive sys tern «f in terna tional secur i ty, encompasa Jng not only
the military sphere but also political and eoonomic security, with a view to
guar an teeing development opportunities, especially Eoc the developing countries.

Wh Y we analyse the various factors influencing the effective maintenance of
peace and the strengthening of international security, we must take into
consideration the importanc- in ti:at connection of the economic development of
countries, of their soclal situation and of the trading system determined by the
international economic order - hence the importance of convening the International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

It i8 important for the maintenance of international peace and secur ity that
the present situation of the world economy be remedied. Each year hundreds of
billions of dollars are wasted on weapons while two thirds of the world's
population lives in poverty ard misery. It i8 of basic importance that the

diearmament measures we adopt lead to freeing a variety of technical and economic

resources that could be used, especially, for the benefi t of developing countries.
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Finally, there must he a (reater awareness that the establishment of a new
international econrnhmic order is part and parcel of the over-all efforts to ersure
lasting peace. This must be done by restructuring the world economy and by wiping
out the existing economic differences between the developing and the developed
countries. This gap, in conjunction with the preuent situation of exploitation,
has led 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 ical measures and specific ohligations within the framework of the United
Nationa Charter, would assist in implementing collective acts taken in all spheres
to maintain world peace and would assist in reaffirming the role of the Charter of
the Organization ii: international life. we are in favour of a systewm eaual for
all, whether small or large, which would lead to security in all spheres -
military, political, economic and humanitarian.

AR we said at the very beginning of our statement, this is a very complicated
time in the international political situation, and it is of extreme importance that
all of us, with full awareness, should devote our efforts to ensuring a régime 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
to use with confidence the resources available to m akind in a constructive manner
and for the benefit of our own lives.

We believe that this is a task where th« underdeveloped countries have a lot
to receive and the developed countries a lot to give. If we can ensure that this
exchange is carried out in a harmonious, honest and respectful way, then every step
taken in that direction will be one more atep towards atrengtheninqg international

peace and security.
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Before concluding, T should Like to auote the following words from the
statement of Comrade Fidel Castro at the Harare Conference of Heads of State and
Government of Non-Al igned Countries, which objectively reflect the aituation:

“Peace, disarmament, the settlement of the external-debt problem and the
new economic order are indivisible matters. If the statesmen of the developed
capitalist countries are not capable of seeing things in that way, they will
be recognizing 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.

"we cannot nit back with hande folded; we must find solutions because we
have the right to survive the dangers which threaten us and o live in dignity
and peace.

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

Russian): In submitting the auestion of the establishment of a comprehensive
System of international peace and security for the consideration of the forty-first
session of the General A< sembly, the socialist countries, including the Soviet
Union, are motivated by serious concern for the fate of the wurld and for the
future of the peoples. They act on the understanding that international relations
are at a crucial point now. We ave all faced with a historic choice: either to
allow the onerous legacy of the flawed logic of confrontation and of the struggle
for power to plunge the world into nuclear self-annihilation, or to be gquided in
our actions by new thinking, which calls for political solutions co the probloms of
this nuclear and space aqge.

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

orientation. At this extremely important, perhaps even appealed, decisive, moment
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in mankind's history, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR on 19 Novemher th 1 s year, to
all parlisments and peoples
“reuolutoly to come out in favour of a practical transition to huilding a
nuclear-free world and establishing reliable security, eaual for all States.
This goal should he set above any disputes and ideological differences between
States”.
Whether the twenty-firast century will hecome a golden age «r whether the world will
he turned into a radioactive desert actuzlly Jdepends en the ability of the

international community to embrace new political thinking.

By virtue of its voc ion as a centre for harmonizing the actions of nations,
the Uinited Nations must tnke up this ctallenge of the day. As has often been the
case at crucial times in history, the United Nations should now use its moral and
political authority to facilitate the development o’ revitalizin J processes in
international life and help nations f3»nd a common language, mutual understanding
and trust.

That was precisely the role played hy the United Nations in encouraging the
positive trends towards the easing of tenslons in the 19708. The Declaration on
the Strenqthening of International Security, adopted in 1970, charted timely routeu
for taking concrete actions to address pressing international issues and improve
international relations. Although many provisions of the Declaration have yet to
he put into effect, this document has left the world community richer for the
experience it has gained in considering the problem of ensuring international
gsecur ity on a comprehensive basis, with due regard for thr reauirements of the day.

Today ~ and a great deal has been said 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 relaticns of peace and
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co-ope ation among States. For that reason it is extremely important that the
iInited Nation6é should once again focus the effort.8 of all States along those lines.

Por it I8 here, at the United Rations, that the experience of the coexistence
of States on this planet, their achievements and metbacks should be analysed and
understood. It is precisely herc that we must speak with one another as good
neighbours and co-operate in the interest of the life and progress of the present
and succeeding generationa. It in precisely here, on a democratic and equal
footing, that it {8 our task constructively to discuss the common problems of
mankind and find solutions in the interests of all. It is here that we, as members
of the single family of nations, can ri{ase above our ideological and other
differences in the common interest of ¢ivilization, in the name of peace a8 a
supreme Vvalue.

The United Nations cannot keep out of the unfolding struggle between the old
political thinking and the new one - the struggle which will determine the future
of the world. ‘This struqgle knows no ideological, geographical or national.
frontiers. On its outcome depends the auestion whether civilization will survive
and whether any of the ideoiogies or social systems will have any chance at all of

demonstrating its virtues, or whether they will all perish in a nuclear holocaust.
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wWe believe Mat there can be only me choice, a «holce in Favour of
exclusively pea »ful competition and co-operation, This i8 a choice to discard
hopelessly obsolete and now dangerous concepte with regard to the face of arme as
a basis for national security and the admissibility of wars and international
conflicts, and the idea that the world can rest on nuclear powder keg.

This old approach must, in our view, give way to a realistic and, if you will,
a pragma tic understanding of the commonality of the fate of all States and peoples
as passengers on one relatively small and fragile spaceship « vee safety is of
major concern to everyone on board. The realities of the nucl ar and space age
leave us no choice other than to admit that national security is no more than a
figment of our imagination if it fails to form part of international security, and
that the most powerful nation8 can guarantee it only along with other Stateas - and
not by military or technological means but, rather, through political and
exclusively peace fu 1 means, without detriment to any other country.

From the days of ancient Rome, the axiom of the pe-nuclear age bad been: " IZ
you want peace, prepare for war"™ - ir other words, place your own national-security
interests abowe the interests of international secu. ity. Today 's political
thinking baa categorically tejected that approach.

It is8 a postulate of the new political philosophy 'that security, if we take
international relations as a wh¢ le, can only be universal. And if we consider the
relations between the USSR and the United States as the historically established
political and military poles of two different systems, their security can only be
mitual. Underlving that philosophy is a refuaal to regard other countries and
peoples a8 enemies, a8 well as a profound awareneas of the fact that,
notwi thstanding all the contradiction8 and differences that exist in today’s

interdependent and integral wor Id, when it comes 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.

It goes without saying that what is at issue here is an extremely complex and
canprehensive task that cannot be accomplished through the efforts of a single
coun try or even of a group of countries. Nor can it be accompl ished at one fell

SWOoop. Mat is required is purposeful and persevering collective cfforts, together

with the combined reaczon and will of the entire world community of nations.

The initiative taken by th~ socialist countries at this session is based
precisely upon tt e foregoing considerations. Its purpose is to open a broad and
productive dialogue on the entire range of issues relating to the establishuent of
a comprehensive system of international peace and security. What would such a
dialogue produce? First, it must be emphasized that there is simply no alternative
to it, for there is no cther way to reach a common understanding of the objectives
and means of a collective mwement towards a safe and just world for all. Dialogue
enables us to analyse and benefit from everything that has so far beer. done in
terms of snaping new political thinking and drawing up a reasonable strategy for
security.

In this connection it is important to note that we are not gtartlag from
scratch. In fact, it is a matrer of continuing work that began at the time the
United Nations was founded. For it was the deep insight that saving succeeding
generations from the scourge of war was our aupreme common task that brought the
Organization into being. It is for that reason that the Charter, drafted at the
very threshold of the nuclear and space age, remains the founda tion for
con tempor 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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attempting to embody the purposes and principles of the United Nations In hilateral
and multilateral documents, in Security Council decisions and in General Assembly
resolutions and declarations, bearing in mind the real challenges involved in the
strenqthening of international security in today’s world.

A major role in the process of asserting the new political thinking Falls to
the countries members of the Non-Aligned Movement. In their very first
Declaration, adopted a quarter of a century ago, the non-aligned coun tr i es
proclaimed that

“the principles of peaceful ocoexistence are the only alternative to the cold

war, and to a possible general nuclear catas trophe." (BH/6/Rev.2 p. 5)

At the Eighth Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries, held recently at Harare, a Declaration was issued that stated:

“The accumulation of weapons, in particular nuclear weapons, constitutes 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/41/697, para. 31, p. 23)

We are ¢ratified to note that the voice of the non-aligned countries, 'alling
for the strengthening of the bases of international peace and secur ity , is sounding
out ever-more strongly and insistently. Even those who are reluctant to abandon
the outdated stereotypes created by the policy of acting irom a position of
strength are compelled to heed it.

Similar efforts have been made by the group of six States of five continents
that have repeatedly issued warnings abow + the fragility of any securi ty based on
complex technology alone, and that have strongly urged the development of a now

concept of global security without nuclear weapons.
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Also of great value are the ideas contained in the report, “Common Security, a
Bl uepr in t for Sur vival, « drawn up by an independent Commission under the
chairmansaip of the late Olof Palme. That Commission included prominent political
and public figures: Bgon Bahr of the Federal Republic of Germany, Gro Harlem
Brundtland of Not-way, Josef Cyranklewicz of Poland, Jean~Mari{e Daillet of France,
Robert A.D. Ford of Canada, Alfonao Garcia Robles of Mexioco, Haruki Mori of Japan,
c.B. Mithamma of India, Olusequn Obasan jo of Nigeria, David Owen of the Uni ted
Kingdom, Shridath Ramphal of Guyana, Salim Salim of Tanzania, Soedjatmok: of

lo =281a, Joop den Uyl of the Nether lands, Cyrus Vance of the United States of
America ard G.A. Arbatov of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. |In their
conclusions, they 8 tressed the need to replac the widely prevalent cutncept of
nuclear deterrence, hich allegedly quarantees peace and inter national secur ity,
with a new approach to ensuring security for all throughout the world.

The pressing need for new political thinking and its gigantic potential were
convincingly demnnstrated by the meeting between the General Secretary of the
Centr al Commi ttee of the Community Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev,
and the United States President, ronald Reagan, at Reykjavik, That meeting proved
that new political thinking, when translated int~ the language of oractical
policies, could produce unprecedented results. Never before and nowhere ::18e has

such progress been achieved in the disarmament field as was achieved at Reyk javik,
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For the first time in history the declaration was made that the Soviet Union
and the 'nited States were ready to elin inate basically all their nuclear arsenals
hy 19%&, For the first time the two sides agreed on an acceptahlc option for
medium- range missi lea. In a word, for the f { rat time in essence a package waa
agreed upon with reqard to the entire r inge of nuclear-disarmament measures, except.
for one.:  the auestion of the strateqgic defence initiative.

Thus larqe-scale agreements on problems of war and peace and human survival
entered the realm of the possible, which until only recently would have been almost
beyond h:lief.

We must not allow the «oor 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
author ized to say that the USSR has not withdrawn any of the proposals it made {n
Reykjavik, which were deeigned to eliminatz all nuclear weapons. we should like to
inform the First Committee that in their totality those proposals have been set
down as guidelines for the Soviet delegation in the Geneva negotiations.

Rut the Reykjsvik meeting showed aomething else too: in order to solve the
urgent and complex problem3 of the world, what .8 demanded of the USSR and the
United States, and indeed of all States without exception, is a hreadth of
approach, a sense of responsibility, political farsightednees, realism and honesty.

“Now, after Reykjavik,®™ the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Unlon, Mikhail S. Gorbachev, etreseed recently,

"a new situation has emerged in international relations. There i8 no turning

back. But the path ahead lies only In new p« ttical thinking, recognition of

the realities of the existing diversity of a contradictory yet eingle world
that demand8 respect for the choice of each people, its right to independence

and to its own voice in world affairs.
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“It in precisely or the banais of that position, the position of our
twenty-seventh Party Congresns, thnt we have heen acting and wil | continue to
act 1 n iInternational affaira."

The representatives of virtual ly al | the main groups of Staten have at this

asession of the General Assemhly apoken in favour of adopt ing new approachen to the

problem of secur f ty. 7T should like torefer to the stutement of the President of

the Republ {c of Cyprus, Mr. Kyprianonu, in whic-h he satd it I8
" imperat fve that we all concentrate our efforts as a mr ' er of high pr {or | ty
on the eatablishment of nn international secur ity syst em, and any proposal # t ©
that eff act should he seriously studied within the context of a
result-oriented dialoque for the purpose of achieving the dealrec objective.”

(h/&l/PV. 10 p. 7)

We welcciae the atatement made in the First Conmittee on behalf ot the 12

European countries hy the Minister of State for Forelqn and Commonweaith Affalrs of

the iinited Kingdom, Mr. Renton, that
“We need to see international secur ity based not on armed coexistence hut

rather [on) . . . co-operation.” (A/C.1/41/PV.4, p. 4 )

We alro aaree with the opinion expressed hy the United States Government In a

letter tc the United Nations Secretary-General thnt security for all reauires

harmonization of the qeneral views and policies of States.

Launching a broad disussion in the \Intted Nations on the problem of universal

security will make it possible to merge Into a single atream the innovative ideas

of allthose who are quided by common sense and havetheir feet firmly planted on

the soil of political realism.
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This proposal of the rocialist countries is not confrontational; auite the
contr ary, In i{ta very essence it ia opposed to confrontation. It {8 a proposal
for a constructive, unhiased, open and frank exchange of views. It is designed to
f ind a common lanquage, which is imperative if the United Nations ia to become an
effective centre for harmonizing national and State interests with the Interests of
mankind, T tis the lanquaqe of proper, truly civilized relations, one not bound hy
pre fudfce or sumpiclon, not burdened with various reservations that are hut cl ichén
intended to conceal reluctance to co-operate.

The proposals of the mocialist countries are Intended to establish a point of
departure and the broad outlines for such an exchange of views. We nor in the
elaboration of a global security concept a school of new political thinking. we
also nee 1t A8 a4 stimulus to improve the international climate and to create a
favourahle atmosphere for the consolidation of relations of pence and co-operation.

Our proposals have nothing to do with mere academic abstractionsa. They are
Intended to translate the new political thinking Into concrete actlon. The
proposal to establiah a comprehensive system of International pence and Bsecurity
encompassed both the concept of the long-term positive development of international
relations and a determination to f in! practical ways of achieving it right now,
this ve 'y day, in the light of existing realities.

The creation of a comprehensive syatem of international security has as its
aim the creation of a world free f">m policies based on miyht or the threat of
nuclear self-annihilat ion, a just and democratic world in which there will he no
nuclear or military space clubhs tn which only certain chosen Powers belong. Tt
would he a humane world in which the r ight of the person to 11 fe would be
quaranteed, In which peoples would he ahle freely to choose t ne ir own i ndependent

path of development. It would bhe a world of law, order and morality, in which the
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free and safe development of each peo le would be vital to the free and safe
development end prosperity of the entire international community, a world in which
the interdependence of States would be manifested not in the threat of mutual
destruction in a nuclear conflagratior wt rather in mutual understanding and
trust, in the development of eaqual economic and humanitarian relations and the
pooling of effortO to resolve global problems. The representative of Denmark was
right when, during our Committea’s general debate, he said that "neace and security

{mpliea more than mere absence of war® (r/C, 1/41/PV.9, p. 7).

It {8 most important now to start, without delay, building a reliable
structure O comprehensive global security which would weather any changes in the
international climate, #*rengthen mankind's mechanism of self-protection and ensure
that under any circumstaunces peaceful coexistence would remain the highest
principle of relations among Staten. This structure, we are convinced, ahould
comprise military, political and international legal, economic, moral and
psychological direct and indirect guarantees that the world will not he destroyed
and that the tasks of doing creative work in conditions of freedom, now facing

mankind, would be accomplished through the joint effo: ts of States and peoples.

Py 0
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The whole edifice of security should rest on A foundation of direct guarantees
that both nuclear and wnventionel war will be outlawed. It is thus crucially
important to aliminate the material basis for waging war and to achieve
diearmament, which would physically rule out the possiblity of the use of armed
force.

Dependable security for all reauires 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 Barth is supplemented or
replaced by a threat from space. It is necessary to prevent anything that wuld
disturb eouality in the process of disarms.aent.

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
reauirement of verifying wmpliance with the relevant agreements will become even
more etr ingent.

It would be wrong, both’ theoretically and practically, to view disarmament and
another guarantee of security, the settlement of conflicts, an separate. It is
rightly pol “ed out in the United Nations study on the relstionehip between
diearmament and international security that progress towards disarnament will
strengthen international security by creating conditiona that will make it possible
to take steps to reduce tension, achieve the peaceful settlement of disputes and
take joint action to prevent the outbreak of war.

It is auite obvious that the establishment of international law and order, the
elimination of existing regional onflicts on a just basis, the prevention of new
conflicta and the reeolute suppression of international “errorism are the

top-priority tasks in terms of ensuring ylobal security.
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Here we face a confrontation whose causes are extremely complex hecauae they
are rooted in the historic past of the peoples of the world. It It perhaps in this
arna more than any other that it is necessary to ensure absolute ceepect fOr the
right of each people freely to choose its own course of development. T¢ js
necessary to enqaqge in a persistent and patnataking search for peaceful alternative
ways to defuse conflict situations in Asia, Africa and Latin America.

In order to establish truly dependable security it is particularly important
to take measures to bring the structure of international economic relations into
line with the reauiremente of justice and mutual advantage. It is eeaential to
place external economic relations at the service of all peoples and to provide fuli
scope for the economic rapprochement of nations.

The battle aqainst underdevelopment and’hungat; co-operation in the peaceful
uges of outer space and the high seag; protection of the environment; and meeting
the energy and raw-materials needs of the planet: those are the goals to which the
enormous resource8 currently being consumed by the Juggernaut of the arme race will
have to be reallocated.

By the same token, dependable security is inconceivable without scrupulous
observance of human rights and freedoma. Here tw a new approach is reauired. The
Soviet Union attaches fundamental importance to developing w-operation in the
humanitarian field. with that in mind, the Soviet Union has proposed the holding,
in Moscow, in the framework of the pan-European process, of a representative
conference on a whole range of these issues, including contacts between people and
aguestions of information, culture and educatio:

Thus, we do not rule out. but rather favour comprehensive and fruitful
co-operation in this area, which 18 of fundamental importance to the ensuring of

glohal security. Nations must eearch for effective and feasible forms of such
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co-operation, mso as to put an end once and for all vo racism and apartheid, to
abuses of the honour and dignity of man, to moral deqradation and to persecution on
political and reliqious grounda. 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 all cur efforts.

A reliable Byatem of global security is impossible 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 mentality making it impossible to cultivate militarism,
hatred and violence.

Honesty in business, 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 thinking and style in relations
among States. However, if States mix nocrisy or half truths into their
positions, if they use a double standird, believing that generally recognized
principle8 and norms of international law apply only to others ind considering
themselves completely free to use their own discretion, then the edifice of global
security will collapse, being constructed on such a moral and political platform.
We cannot do without eaual dignity and eaual honesty; we cannot remove the harriers
of confrontation without them.

Of course, we are aware that in a situation where there re differing social
systems, our ideals and our vision of the future are not to everybody’s liking.
There may also be differences in the understanding of social values. However,
these prohlema should be discussed without hypocrisy or speculation, and without

attempts to impose one’s views on others.
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It 18 important to supplament efforts to strengthen universal security on a
world-wide scale with the c¢stablishment of regional security systems nnd bodies,
and with stepa to enhance their effectiveness. In this respect a great deal is
being done in Europe, where the confrontation between two military and political
groupingn &appears in stark relief, and where even a feehle spark of armed confl ict
could instantly develop into an all-destructive nuclear holocaust. 1In spite of all
the difficulties, the mountains of nuclear and conventional arms and the
accumulated mistrust and suspcion, the achlevements of the Fur~pean process have
set the whole world an example of how the desire for peaceful co-operation can
prevail.

The Asian and Pacific region must be enahled co breathe evenly and freely.
That is true also of other regions, which can and must be involved in the overall
process of establishing a comprehensive system of international peace and
secur ity. Steps towards creating zones of peace and co-operation and nuclear-free
zones in various parts of the planet are also a contribution to the establishment
of a comprehenasive system 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 be¢ made of all existing international organizations and forums, with due regard
of course for the specific nsture of their activities. Improving the efficiency ot
existing machinery for arms-limitation and reduction negotiationa is of paramount
importance in the process of building a safe world. Where necessary, new
international institutions could be set up

A special role belonga to the universal organ for multilateral co-operation:

the United Nations.
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The beginning of an era of concrete actions to ensure global security in all
spheres of international relations raises the problem of further enhancing the
authority and prestige of the United Nations and increasing the effectiveness of
its decisions. What 18 required here is a radical reversal towards adopting a
reliable and comprehensive system of international security, law and order - that
is, towards a practical implementation of the ideas which were conceived at the
inception of the United Nations.

The proposed romprehensive system not only does not run counter to the Charter
of the United Nations but, indeed, should represent a system of practical measures
and specific commitments by States within the framework of the Charter. The
initiative of the socialist countries is not. aimed at revising or duplicating the
United Nations Charter, but at implementing it in present-day conditions. This
proposal is fully consistent with the Charter idea of collective actions by States
to maintain international peace.

The United Nations not only should take an active part in the eluboration and
establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and security, but
also should serve as a ready-made machinery for the functioning of such a system.

Without the united Nations it would be impossible to maintain civilized
international law and order in a tuture nuclear-free and safe world. The United
Nations must become a reliable guarata of a world where international security
would be based cm law and morality, not cm force or arms. 1pn a situation where
international relations will be more 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 United Nations.
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Those are our ideas about the cantent of a comprehensive system of
i nternational security, butwemakeno claimto possess the truth or to bethe
final arbiters of the truth. The co-sponsers of the initiative call for a
difficult yet necessary undertaking: joint work to groduce basic ideas on the
establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and security. |
cannot over-emphasize that a search for a solution to this major and inportant
probl em requires a broad, action-oriented and serious approach, free from
propaganda and ot her encumberments,

W\ suggest that, even now, in the course of discussing this issueatthe
current session, efforts shoul d be made to overcome the legic of confront ati on
which is still manifest heee in the United Nations in the blind repetition of
obsolete s tereotypes: if one Side makes a proposal, the other has to reject it,
regardl ess of its actual content,

Repr esent i ng here the community Oof nations, none of us has the right to forget
that we have very little time avail abl e butthatourresutsshoul d be maximal: we
must doaway W th out moded political thinking and chart the concept and routes for
advancing towards a nuclear-free and safe world.

W expect that during the discussion, views Wi || al SO beexpressed onthe
content Of a comprehensive Systemof internatiomal peace and security and about the
1 ines on which wx k should proceed in W future, .

Furthermore, W believet hat the stoekof val uabl e i deas and suggestions
should N0t beallowed t O disappear | N archives. Subsequently, this stock could be
consolidated in a document which woul d 1ay down gui delines for moving towards the
mai n goal of establishing a system of rigeand secure peace. We are convinced
that such a docunent coul d become a kind of synopsis of the ideas and views

expressed bysStates.
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Even now we can say with confidence that this document should be or iented
towards practical actions by States. The inter national community is weary of words
and frui tlees discussions. As we see it, what is needed is a concrete programme of
practical measures to provide guarantees of global security in all areas. A United
Nations document outlining the concept of a canprehensive system of international
secur ity could become a manifesto of the new political thinking, which would
inspire and breathe new life into the Charter of the United Nation.,.

Hcuever , that is for the future. Right nay, in our view, it is important to
enmbark upon a substantive and constructive dialogue, which should not be
interrupted. Therefore, a draft resolution of a procedural nature prepared by the

-sponsors is now under consideration in the First Committee. The draft suqgests
that the idea of a comprehensive system of international peace and security should
be endorsed in general terms and that consideration of this issue should be
continued at the forty-second session of the General Assembly. We expect it to be
adopted by consensus.

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

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

submission of draft resolutions under agenda items 67, 68, 69 and 1.41 is tomorrow,
Friday, 21 Nowember 1986, at 6 p.m.

Before adjourning the meeting, | should like to inform metiers that tho names
of the following delegations are inscribed on the list of speakers for tomorrow
mor ning's meeting: the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, who will speak on behalf of the 12 States
members of the European Community, Poland and the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic.
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I should also like to inform the Committee that, with a view to conserving

conference resources, we have, with the co-operation of the delegations concerned,

managed to consolidate the list of speakers for tomorrow and, accordingly, there

will be only one meeting tomorrow, at X0.30 a.m.

The meeting to8e at 12.10 p.n.




