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Question: It is known that the sixtieth anniversary session of the UN General Assembly will open in New York on September 13. How is Moscow preparing for that? What role do you think the upcoming event can play in the further fate of the Organization? 

Answer: In Moscow intensive preparations are under way for the sixtieth anniversary session of the General Assembly, as part of which the summit of world leaders will be held (September 14-16). This forum will be a landmark event not only for the further fate of the UN, but also to a significant extent for the entire system of international relations in the conditions of globalization. Efforts are being made to ensure that the session contributes to enhancing the coordinating role of the UN in key areas of cooperation, to strengthening the system of collective security and to building a stable and just international order. It is important that the summit should be crowned with greater cohesion among states, a reaffirmation of the objectives and goals of the Millennium Declaration and redoubled efforts for their achievement. 

Question: How does Moscow feel about an enlargement of the membership of the UN Security Council? 

Answer: In assisting reform processes in the UN, Russia will continue to be guided by the need to achieve the broadest possible consensus of member states and greater efficacy in the functioning of all elements of the United Nations system. The principle of broad consensus is particularly important in the context of solving such a serious question as enlargement of the membership of the UN Security Council. It is important to prevent a ruinous split for the future of the UN on this matter that may entail a stalling of other reform processes in the Organization. The final formula of Security Council enlargement must enhance its representative character and the effectiveness of the decisions this body adopts. Russia will continue working for the consensus being sought, proceeding from, among other things, its responsibility as a permanent member of the Council. 

The urgency of UN Security Council reform should not serve as a pretext for questioning the legitimacy of the Council's decisions. It is necessary together to prevent a "creeping" weakening of the existing mechanisms of collective security. 

Question: Which areas of UN activity are priority ones, in your opinion? 

Answer: Russia attaches exceptional significance to the UN activities for a world order based on the rule of law. In the mainstream of this line it will continue to stand for strict observance of the international legal principles and norms as laid down, in particular, in the Charter of the United Nations. 

We support the idea of continuing a UN discussion of the theme of the permissible limits of use of armed force and of devising criteria for its authorization by the UN Security Council. Russia is keen on a substantive discussion of various aspects of this problem. The basis for such dialogue, in our conviction, is the purposes and principles of the UN Charter in their interconnection. 

It appears to be important that the debate on these problems should not proceed in isolation, but in close association with a discussion of the set of questions pertaining to the creation of an effective system of preventing international conflicts and crises on the basis of fuller use of peaceful means to resolve international disputes and of fostering and strengthening cooperation by the UN with regional organizations. 

Where the concept of "responsibility for protection" is concerned, we presume that the main role in protecting the population must belong to states, which can be given assistance by the world community if necessary. In its turn, the UN should, as it copes with "humanitarian catastrophes," be a kind of guarantor for the prevention of the use by states or regional structures of unauthorized repressive measures or their military intervention. In respect of the adoption of a decision to use force in response to a threat of an intrastate character we are convinced that such measures are possible only in the event that the UN Security Council qualifies the situation as posing a threat to international peace and security. Furthermore, the understanding of "threats" should not go beyond the bounds set by Chapter VII of the Charter of the Organization. 

Urgent is the enhancement of the effectiveness of international efforts under the aegis of the UN in the field of assisting states at the stage of transition from conflict to reconstruction. In this context we support the idea of creating a UN Peacebuilding Commission. 

A key challenge to global security still remains international terrorism, subtly changing its methods and forms. The antiterrorist coalition, which has emerged on the basis of UN decisions, must oppose an adequate line to this, with the UN Security Council's Counterterrorism Committee (CTC) playing a coordinating role. 

Question: How has Moscow responded to the antiterror provisions contained in UN Secretary General's report? 

Answer: By and large Russia positively assesses the antiterror provisions contained in UN Secretary General Kofi Annan's report "In Larger Freedom: Towards Development, Security and Human Rights for All." At the same time, the main thing now is to clothe in a legal form acceptable for all UN members the political approaches set forth in the report to the struggle against terrorism. It would be preferable to do that in the context of the current work on a Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism. The comprehensive strategy to combat terrorism proposed by the UN Secretary General needs some refining as well. In particular, attempts to involve the United Nations in "blacklisting" so called state sponsors of terrorism appear unacceptable. Requiring a comprehensive approach in context of the antiterrorist drive are human rights themes, including the block of questions related to the protection of the victims of terrorism. 

We consider it necessary to use the favorable background that has been created by the consensus adoption of the Russia-initiated International Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism to finish the work on the Draft Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism as soon as possible. 

Question: What paramount tasks are before the world community at this stage? 

Answer: International efforts in the struggle against the global threat of drugs need to be consolidated. We are especially concerned by the situation in Afghanistan, which is in fact turning into a narco-state. Our priority is the creation and reinforcement of anti-drug trafficking "security belts" along the perimeter of Afghan borders. In order to find a collective response to the challenge by Afghan drug pushers we consider it useful comprehensively to promote cooperation within the framework of the so called Paris Pact, based on the accords reached at the 2003 Paris Conference on the Drug Routes from Central Asia to Europe. 

Russia will carry on its consistent line on deepening cooperation with the UN by the Commonwealth of Independent States, Collective Security Treaty Organization, the Eurasian Economic Community and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization with regard to the observer status these associations have in the UN General Assembly, primarily in the fields of conflict prevention and settlement and of combating terrorism, organized crime and drug trafficking. 

Invariable is the stand of Russia in favor of the active use of the multilateral UN disarmament mechanisms. Ensuring the full implementation by all states of the Security Council's Resolution 1540 is called upon to enhance the effectiveness of coordinated counteraction to "black markets" in the field of WMD and related materials in the context of the fight against terrorism. 

Despite the mixed results of the 2005 NPT Review Conference, it is important to reflect in session decisions the commitment affirmed by the participants of this forum to strict abidance by their obligations under the Treaty as the basis of the nuclear nonproliferation regime. New challenges and threats in nuclear nonproliferation must also be removed on the basis of the NPT. 

It is necessary to aim session decisions at the elaboration of ways to avert an arms race in outer space. 

It is important to continue the useful work of the panel of government experts on international information security so as to activate the UN's capabilities to prevent use of information technologies for military purposes. 

We proceed from the need for the NPT to enter into force as soon as possible. 

Question: How does Russia assess the UN's contribution to the system of international economic relations? 

Answer: Russia attaches great significance to building up and strengthening the UN's potential in the system of contemporary economic relations. We have been consistently supportive of strengthening the real influence of the UN on the elaboration of a global economic policy and of raising the effectiveness of the decisions adopted by the UN, including in the field of international trade, financial relations, foreign indebtedness and engagement with the Bretton Woods Institutions, WTO and other multilateral structures. 

We believe that a powerful impetus to strengthening the Organization's role in tackling global socioeconomic problems has been imparted by major UN conferences and summits, primarily the Millennium Summit, the International Conference on Financing for Development and the World Summit on Sustainable Development, and follow-up activities for comprehensive and coordinated implementation of the decisions adopted by them. 

We attach great importance to uniting international efforts in support of stable and predictable financing for development, primarily for the sake of achieving the Millennium Development Goals. We hold that the route to mutually acceptable decisions on these questions in accordance with the Millennium Declaration and the Monterrey Consensus lies through the recognition of the appropriate obligations in the field of development by developed and developing countries alike. 

We favor a joint search for effective, realizable and balanced mechanisms of financing. We support the UN Secretary General's call for considering the possibility of longer-term use of nontraditional sources of financing for development as being in line with the letter and spirit of Monterrey. We believe that countries can participate in the realization of such initiatives that consider such mechanisms acceptable for themselves. 

We generally support the reform initiatives by the UN Secretary General for raising the effectiveness and strengthening the potential of the economic and social sector of the Organization and improving the methods of work of ECOSOC. Most of them are based on the positive work experience of the Council and not connected with the need for a substantial review of its present format, methods of work and the established mechanisms of mutual engagement with the bodies of the UN system, the Bretton Woods Institutions and the WTO. At the same time we treat with caution and do not support the poorly substantiated ideas of departing from the current segment system and the Council's substantive annual session as well as creating new bureaucratic entities within its framework, for example, an executive committee whose members would be elected from regional groups. 

Question: What could be said about cooperation among the UN member states in the human rights field? 

Answer: We are convinced that cooperation in the human rights field must serve to unify and consolidate states for tackling the urgent humanitarian problems of today. 

We feel that discussion of human rights issues within the UN must serve to develop constructive cooperation in the humanitarian sphere. Extremely important in this case is proper consideration of country and regional specifics and the cultural and historical traditions of states in this field. 

The Russian Federation expresses support for the activities of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights in coordinating interstate cooperation in the human rights field at the universal level. Russia's adherence to cooperation with the High Commissioner is evidenced by the results of the February visit of Louise Arbour to our country. 

We presume that primary responsibility in the job of encouraging and protecting human rights lies on states, whereas international institutions and mechanisms, including control bodies, are to fulfill an auxiliary role. 

In the opinion of the Russian Federation, the last session of the UN Commission on Human Rights (UNCHR) was generally less confrontational than in previous years. At the same time it is early to speak of a weakening of the differences and confrontation between "North" and "South." 

We support the proposals aimed at reinforcing the human rights component of the UN and at enhancing the effectiveness in the work of the UN Commission on Human Rights and the Office of the High Commissioner. On the other hand, we feel that any hastiness should be excluded in dealing with this set of questions. There is a need for a careful analysis of the implications of the realization of the respective proposals of Kofi Annan, including the elaboration of all the modalities associated with a possible abolition of UNCHR and the creation of a Human Rights Council on its basis. 

Mobilizing the efforts of the UN institutions for implementing the objectives and goals of the Second Decade of the World's Indigenous People must be continued, focusing them on adequate attention to problems in the protection of the indigenous peoples' rights and interests. 

Question: In the present day conditions, the problem of refugees still remains acute, unfortunately. What role is being allotted to the UN in the resolution of this issue? 

Answer: International cooperation in the humanitarian sphere and the activities of international humanitarian agencies, including the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), are being viewed by us as an important link in overall efforts for the maintenance of peace and the strengthening of security and stability. 

Solving the problems of refugees requires coordinated efforts by the world community in the political, socioeconomic, humanitarian and other fields. Success of the humanitarian work, which has to rest on the norms of the UN Charter and basic humanitarian principles, largely depends on how it fits in with the efforts of the international community for political settlement. 

We consider that the reorientation of international assistance, including that by UNHCR, from rendering emergency humanitarian aid to the North Caucasus to a long-term rehabilitation and development of the region, primarily the Chechen Republic, will help optimize humanitarian cooperation with the UN in this sector. 

We hope that the high-level segment on migration, scheduled for the 61st session of the General Assembly, will make a contribution to mutual understanding among the countries faced with the problems of migration. We support that UN dialogue format as the most acceptable and responsible one.
