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Question: A long-awaited UN Security Council resolution has been adopted at last. The results of the meeting may be described as unexpected, because everyone expected something intriguing, yet it turned out that a compromise solution has been found. What does that mean? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: I think common sense has prevailed. As a result, a consensus resolution has been endorsed, primarily because we managed to focus on the key things, on the goal declared by its coauthors from the very beginning of supporting the investigation into the assassination of Lebanon's Prime Minister Rafiq Hariri by the independent international commission. We shared this approach from the very beginning, like all other Security Council members. What we disagreed with was the attempts to politicize the text and, to a certain measure, turn the Mehlis commission, which is a criminal procedural mechanism, into a means of putting political pressure on Syria. The text contained relevant provisions. We managed to convince our partners that they should be dropped as well as some things having nothing to do with the investigation, for example, accusations against Syria as a country supporting terrorism. This has nothing to do with the subject matter of talks aimed at finding the truth. 

Question: It turns out that the resolution is somewhat different from what it was at the beginning? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: It is particularly important that it reflects the need to resolve problems by peaceful means and confirms the need for peace and stability in the region. This is an important statement which, along with other ones, would bring about changes, including the removal of a threat of sanctions. This made it possible for us to vote for the resolution. Let me make another point. The initial version proposed introducing a set of sanctions against suspects such as foreign travel restrictions and freezing of their assets abroad. It was proposed that the independent commission would be able to introduce such sanctions at its own discretion. This is an unprecedented idea. It virtually strips the UN Security Council of prerogatives is has in line with the UN Charter, and we rejected this idea. Now, if suspects refuse to collaborate with the commission, some or other sanctions against them will be considered by a committee specially established by the UN Security Council, which will work on the consensus basis, the way it should be. 

Question: Does this mean that the Syria issue has been resolved? Everyone is saying that this is an intermediate resolution. Does this mean that you have managed to ease tensions in some way? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: We had no intention to ease tensions. We wanted to work on the basis of facts outlined in the report. Really, the conclusion is intermediate. It states that the commission should check several versions. One of them, which investigators find particularly probable at the moment, is the Syria trace, in particular, involvement of certain Syrian officials in the organization of this act of terror. On the basis of those facts, in the resolution, from the very beginning we were ready to support the decision that Syria should cooperate with the commission in full measure, provide suspects for interrogations on the terms established by the commission, in particular, the absence of witnesses, agreeing with the place and format of those interrogations. This is all there in the resolution, as there was no adequate cooperation at the initial stage of the commission's work, as the commission admitted. But the resolution does not close the Syria issue. It demands that Syria should cooperate with it in full measure and to the point. 

Question: Syria now has two months to do something about it. Suppose two months pass, the issue is revisited, and it turns out that the Americans are again not too pleased with Syria and a new resolution, perhaps, as aggressive as the initial draft of the current resolution, is proposed. What are you going to do? Is there the boundary to which Russia will defend Syria? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: We will deal with that problem. It is not the issue of speculations about who can invent what and at what stage with respect to this or that problem. Diplomacy requires pragmatic decisions from us and they should be, on the one hand, based on international law and, on the other, guarantee Russia's normal interests. This resolution guarantees such interests. 

The Syria issue is not closed because Syria has to meet the terms fixed in the UN resolution on interrogation of its citizens. I hope that the time Syria has before the Mehlis commission completes its investigation – it has to complete it by December 15 and present the results of investigation to the Lebanese authorities – will be used by the Syrian side to meet the requirements outlined in this resolution. 

I find it very important that, to a great measure due to our discussions with the Syrian leadership, it was announced that Syria is ready to interact with the Mehlis commission and create its own national commission to investigate the involvement of Syrian citizens in the assassination of Lebanon's Prime Minister Rafiq Hariri. The commission will interact with the Mehlis commission. This is the right approach. It is now important to make sure that concrete, promptly taken practical steps will follow. 

Question: I asked this question because many believe here that the use of force against Syria is possible. What can be done about those American feelings, those feelings in the American establishment? What do we expect from them and from ourselves in this respect? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: We would be bad diplomats if we failed to weigh all possible variants. Experience shows that nothing can be ruled out in this world. Naturally, we have analyzed all possible scenarios. As for what you mentioned, this unanimity in the mass media, in ideological circles, I have long noticed, including when I worked in New York, that the mass media here were particularly perceptive of the official course and, willy-nilly, they energetically promote this course, chew it over. I certainly do not think that the US administration manipulates the press, but the result is that the public opinion is being prepared for tough, confrontation scenarios. This is a fact. 

Question: John Bolton is actually a coauthor of this resolution and he is known for his statement that if ten floors of the UN headquarters building were eliminated, including, as it turns out, the office of UN Secretary General Kofi Annan, it wouldn't make a bit of difference. He said also that he was absolutely convinced that none of those countries having veto rights would use this right. If people of that kind pursue a policy of this kind, is it possible that China and Russia at a certain stage may use their right to veto decisions? 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: We have regarded our veto right not as an instrument we would use to punish those who make statements that irritate us. We regard this veto right very responsibly and are going to use it only when proposed decisions run counter to Russia's interests. In this particular case, everyone voted not because Bolton had predicted Russia's and China's inability to use their veto right, but because the coauthors agreed to take account of the most important objections. The final accord was reached on Sunday night, on the eve of the vote at the UN Security Council, during a meeting of five foreign ministers of the countries that are permanent members of the UN Security Council, without Mr. Bolton's participation. 

Question: Those who have monitored developments in the world recently cannot fail to notice that the number of incidents in which our foreign political interests were impaired has grown. Suffice it to recall detained Russian trawlers, a Russian pilot, a Colonel in Georgia, Russia's ex-minister Yevgeny Adamov, the Kaloyev verdict and other. 

Foreign Minister Lavrov: There are situations when foreign citizens are facing similar problems in Russia. The main thing for us here is to avoid trying to present all those cases as a conspiracy against us. We should deal with each of those cases on the basis of the law and with account of particular circumstances. 

Our Colonel of the peacemaking forces in Georgia was released on the following day. We still expect explanations and documents the Georgian side, as it has stated, has. 

As for our trawlers, we have not and will not let anyone offend them. Really, there are fishing rules established for the Spitzbergen area. They have been agreed with everyone. But there are also additional rules, which the Norwegian side unilaterally introduced in addition to the commonly recognized rules. We have had a serious discussion with them on the issue to make sure that there would be no new attempts to apply unilateral rules and take unilateral moves. This approach is unacceptable. We will try to make sure that issues are resolved on commonly accepted terms. 

As for Adamov, the issue has yet to be resolved. There still are court hearings ahead. 

As for classifying each particular move, as has been said, I cannot see any conspiracy around us. We have ourselves stated the need to build a rule-of-law state and observe international law. There are cases when our people find themselves in an awkward position abroad just because they do not know the rules of behavior and the law or they know them, yet they breach them.
