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1893-19-09-2005
Question: But why is it that the resolution still eludes adoption? Where's the reason? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: If you mean the resolution on UN Security Council reform, then it is only a part of the debate on United Nations reform. At the summit which is now being held in New York, the Heads of State and Government have approved a political declaration which concerns the problems of development in the current century. In many respects it is also dedicated to issues in reforming the Organization in such fields of its activity as the maintenance of peace and security, economic development, the war on poverty and want, and tackling social tasks. Special attention is paid to the maintenance of peace and security, primarily from the viewpoint of the further intensification of practical cooperation in the antiterrorist struggle. This also encompasses the issues of organized crime, drug trafficking, etc. But terrorism has come to the fore in the work of this summit. It was no coincidence that everybody noted that some real, practical results had been achieved in this field. There began the signing of the International Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism, which the UN General Assembly had earlier approved on the basis of a Russian draft. President Putin was the first to affix his signature to the Convention. Right after him US President George W. Bush signed it. Many other leaders did the same. We hope that the Convention will gather many signatures during the summit in New York and that ratification procedures in the states also will not be long in coming. 

A second real result in the intensification of the antiterrorist struggle was achieved at the UN Security Council Summit held as part of the UN events, where a very strong revolution was adopted closing one more gap in legal provision in the antiterrorist fight. For the first time the resolution now criminalizes not merely terrorist acts themselves and their preparation, but also incitement to terrorism. What we had long been talking about has acquired the force of law, because the decisions of the UN Security Council, as you know, are binding upon all states. We shall be waiting for acceptance of this resolution, which directly enjoins all countries to take extra measures to shut off access to the air and print media and any public platforms for those people who directly or obliquely incite terrorist acts. 

Question: That is the kind of situation where Shamil Basayev's interview was shown will now be impossible? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: The UNSC resolution enjoins all countries to make necessary changes to their legislation. We shall do that for sure, especially as this norm is already provided for in Russian law. But we shall look what specifications may be required in our laws in the light of this UNSC resolution. I expect that all states will do that, particularly since they are all signing this Convention. These measures, if explicitly adopted at the national level, must signify that an interview with Basayev may not recur. 

Question: There were difficulties with a definition of the very term "terrorism" in the antiterrorist resolution. What requirements is Russia making to this term, and was there anything that did not suit her in this resolution? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: The term defining terrorism is the subject of negotiation within the framework of another draft convention, which is called a Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism. It is in it that several versions of the proposed term are contained. So far the controversy revolves around whether "the struggle of peoples for independence against foreign occupation and for national self-determination" should be regarded as terrorist activity. This is not a simple question, but we are offering a solution which is based on obvious facts. Whatever is in contention should be left aside. The obvious thing is that any violence directed against innocent people, against civilians, any indiscriminate violence for whatsoever purpose by whomsoever and wherever is terrorism. By the way, the UNSC resolutions and the conventions which have already been passed contain many references to which elements can be added to this definition. For example, I have already mentioned the just-adopted resolution, which criminalizes incitement to terrorism, and in the resolution which was passed a year ago on our initiative in the wake of Beslan a very important provision is written down that there can be no justification for terrorism. More specifically, attempts by terrorists to use terrorist acts for the purpose of changing the policy of states or international organizations were condemned. These quite specific aspects with regard to the notion of "terrorism" are already reflected in international law. I think that at this UN General Assembly session, which will open in two days' time after the end of Summit 2005, progress in the work on the Comprehensive Convention is going to be achieved, particularly after the success of the Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism. 

Question: Are there any countries which Russia objects to being included in the membership of the UN Security Council? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: Strictly speaking, that's where we began this interview. I have already said that expanding the UN Security Council is only a part of the reform, and far from being the most important one. For understandable reasons it is this theme that has come to the fore, since it touches some things that concern the prestige of states. This theme is being discussed quite emotionally. The questions arise who is for whom and who is against whom. Examples are known when individual countries support a particular one of the aspirants for UNSC permanent seats, whereas somebody is emphatically against someone else. Russia has none of this kind of difficulties. All the countries who have put forward themselves as candidates for permanent seats, and we have long since been openly saying that, are strong candidates, and if a decision is made to expand the UNSC, then new permanent seats will be created. There is no such decision at this point. Regrettably, there are attempts to treat the lack of progress in this matter as a crisis. We are convinced of the opposite: a UN crisis would have set in if this kind of resolutions, which do not enjoy broad support in the United Nations, had been put to the vote and had thereby split the membership of the Organization. Therefore a very large group of countries is now categorically against the creation of new permanent seats on the Council. If we try to speed up decisions which are being rejected by a significant part of the Organization, then what we are doing is to split it. Our task is to strengthen the legitimacy of the UN Security Council, not diminish it in the eyes of those who do not want just this kind of decision. It is therefore necessary for us to continue looking for a compromise. There is nothing dramatic or tragic about the fact that towards the 60th anniversary of the UN this question still has not been solved. The Summit Declaration, which the leaders of all states have approved, envisages continuing this work. As I said at the beginning, Russia has no inner or other reasons for which we would be objecting to some one of the states aspiring to permanent seats on the Security Council. I expect that a consensus solution of this entire problem will eventually be found. But for this purpose it is necessary to continue negotiations patiently, without nervous breakdowns. It is a complex matter. On it the future of the UN depends, and to be in haste is impermissible here.
