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I: INTRODUCTION 

In oonneotion with paragraph 2 of General Aseembly resolution 40/18 of 
18 November 1985, the Soorstary-General ha8 reaeivet! a aommunioaCion dated 
9 September 1986 from the Union of Soviet Fjooialiet Ropihlice the text o f  whiah i H  
reprobaed below. 

11. I N F O I T l O N  RECEIVED FROM OOVERNWNTS 

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 

[Original i Ruaeianl 

[4 September 19861 

1. The Soviet Union regards the neqotiatione on nuclear and space weapons with 
the United States of America as an portant companent of efforts to deal with the 
principal problem of our time: how to evert the danger of nualear disaster. It is 
f irmly oonvinoed that agreement between the two mightiest Powers in military term5 
to prevent an arms race in space 8nd make radical outs in nuclear weapone would be 
of deoisive importance in pragzees towards the rekiolution of that problem. 

2. The Soviet position at the talks ie ba8Qd on the Soviet Union'o poe?tion of 
principle on dleaemament queetione, given aoncrete expreaeion in its propoeod 
programme for the complete and univereal abolition of nuclear weepane by the 
year 2000, and in tho concept, elaborated at the Twenty-seventh Congress of the 
Communiet Party of the Soviet Union, of an all-embracing eyetern of! international 
aeaur i ty . 
3 .  The efforts of t h e  Soviet party, sinea the very beginning of tho talhe, hava 
bean dirctated towarde a goal eouepted and epelt out in joint Soviet-Amerioen 
fatatemente (of 8 January 1985 and 21 November 1985): arriving at negotiated 
agreements on pravanting an arm8 rime fn epace and halting the one on earth, 
limiting and reduclng nucloar weapone and enhancing etrategic stability. In a 
desire to speed up progreee at the talks, 88 agreed during tho meeting hetween 
Mr. Gorbaahev and Prenident Reagan in November 1985, the Sovist Union, during the 
two rounds OP talks this year, haa mode proposals which would permit prompt: 
eettlement of the matters at ieeuo in all three a r m s  of negotiation. 

4. To pravent the extension of tho atms race into space, th0 Soviet party IS 
calling for a negotiated agreement impoeing an immediate ban on all cateyorieo of 
apace strike weapons ( i . e .  space-based AEM weapons, "spaae-to-ground" strike 
weapona and anti-satellite weapona). Confronted, however, with open reluctance on 
the American side to ban weapons in space outright, the soviet Union ie inviting 
sgreemont on partial measures, each of which would make a noteworthy contribution 
towerde B settlement, while togqthw they would aecuro the objective ul preventing 
an arms race in space. 

/... 
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4. These  moaauree a r e  threer  t ightening up t h e  Soviet-Amariaan Treaty o n  t h o  
Limitation of Anti-Bal l is t ic  Miearla Systems, banning a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  oysteme and 
banning napaae-to-grounc!a weapone. The f i r s t  teak is to bo l s t e r  t h e  ABM Treaty. 
Accordingly, t h e  Soviet  Union hae invi ted t h e  United S ta tos  to agree t h a t  b o t h  
per t ien  should undertake n o t  t o  depart: from tho Treaty for  cat l e a s t  
15 to 20 year6 - i n  other  words, not: to oxerciee t h e  r i g h t  w h i c h ,  i n  speoia l ,  
extraordinary ciraumstances, a r t i c l e  XV of t h e  Treaty g ives  them. Agreement has 
a le0  been invi ted on  o a l e a r  d i a t i n c t i o n  betweon permissible laboratory researoh on 
A B M  syRtems and aomponents and work prohibi ted under t h e  Treaty. To monitor euah B 
compact, t h e  Soviet  Union propoeee t h a t  t h e  re levant  l abora to r i e s  i n  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  and tho USSR ehould be opened for inspeotian.  

6 .  AR reqarde e t r a t e g i c  attack woapone, t h e  Soviet  par ty  hae cons i s t en t ly  argued 
for a SO-per-cent c u t  i n  American and Soviet  nucleer weapons capable of reaching 
the  other  sidela t e r r i t o r y .  Natural ly ,  s u c h  outs mus t  be accompanied by a ban on 
space st r ike weapono. 
w i t h  1,250 nuclear-waapon launchere, and t h e  United States w i t h  1,680. Each side 
would have 6,008 nuclear warheade on it8 remaining launchers. Eaah side could 
i t se l f  decide how to apportion i t o  reduced nuclear reaouraes, on t h e  understanding 
t h a t  no more t h a n  60 per aent of it8 permitted warheads could be deployed i n  any 
one component - IBM, SLBM or  a i rborne launcher,  

As a reeuZt of t h e  propoeed cut@, t h e  USSR would be l e f t  

7. A@ t h e  United S t a t e s  is not prepared for s u c k  r ad ica l  reductlone,  t h e  Soviet  
U n i o n  put forward an inter im so lu t ion  as a s t e p  towards t h e  50-per-cent c u t .  The 
t h r u s t  ok t h i s  proposal ie t h a t  t h e  United S ta t ee  and t h e  USSR shou ld  reduce their  
S t r a t eg ic  de l ivery  syetems (IBMs, SLBMs, and heavy bombera w i t h  associated weapons 
synteme) to eaual l eve le i  1,600 u n i t e  apiece.  The ieaue of medium-range weapons 
capable of reaching t h e  other  side's t e r r i t o r y ,  including long-range land-baaed 
cru iee  miss i les ,  would be l e f t  for eepars te  agreement. Within ue r t a in  limits, 
deployment of long-range a r u i s e  mieeiles would be permitted an heavy bombers and 
aboard s t r i c t l y  def ined,  numeriaally r e s t r i c t e d  ca tegor ies  of submarine. The 
deployment of long-range cruise miesilne on su r face  vesse ls  would be prohibi ted.  
The permistafbla level of nuclear p r o j e c t i l e 6  for each par ty  would be set a t  8,000 
unite.  Under t h i s  propoeal, too, n o  more t h a n  60 per aen t  of t h e  t o t a l  number of 
nuclear p r o j e c t i l e s  could be aJployed on  any one of t h e  s t i p u l a t e d  typee of 
e t r a t e g i c  launcher. To exclude any p o s s i b i l i t y  of evading t h e  limits aet ,  t h e  
United S t a t e s  would have t o  undertake not t o  increaole l t e  medium-range nuclear 
weapons capahle of reaching t h e  t e r r i t o r y  of t h e  USSR, and n o t  t o  deploy s u c h  
weapons w i t h i n  range of Soviet  t e r r i t o r y  i n  p a r t s  of t h e  world where  they do not 
e x i a t  a t  t h e  moment. 

8. The new Soviet  proposal accommodateb t h e  two main p o i n t s  of d i s s e n t  by t h e  
United S t a t e s  from t h e  SO-per-cent c u t :  i t 3  r e fusa l  t o  l e t  the reductions ex tend  
t o  medium-rangc mise i les  capable of reaching t h e  t e r r i t o r y  of t h e  a the r  par ty ,  end 
its re j ec t ion  of a t o t a l  ban on long-range cruise missi lea .  The USSR hae t h u s  
taken i n t o  coneideration t h e  fact t h a t  t h e  United S t a t e s  ie not ready for  deep 
cuts. The American propasals,  w h i c h  a r e  also re fe r r ed  to a s  a 50-per-cent op t ion ,  
a r e  i n  f a c t  intended to  allow an  increase i n  weapons. affording t h e  opportuni ty  t o  
r e t a in  n o t  6,000 b u t  15 ,OOQ or even more warheade by not counting nuclear weepons 
aboard a i r c r a f t  and sea-based long-range c ru i ee  missilas. 

/... 
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9. A e  i n  tha  pa6t8 t h e  Soviet preference ie for  t h o  more r ad iaa l  eolut ion - 
halving the  re levant  Soviet  and American nuolear atoaks and impooing P h t a l  ban on 
space e t r i k e  weegone. The inter im aolut ion aeuld ewif t ly  be put  i n t o  e f f e c t ,  ovoc 
a period of f i v e  or eix  yea:^, givon agreement n o t  to depar t  from t h e  term6 of t h e  
ABM t r e a t y  for  a minimum of PS yeare. 

10. The Soviot Union  io a l e o  suggoeting a f a i r  and e f f e c t i v e  s o l u t i o n  to t h e  
queetion of medium-nange nualear arms i n  Europe: aboliohinq a l l ,  both Sloviut and 
American, medium-range miesi lea  i n  Europe ilrj D f i r s t  s t e p  towards eidding t h e  
c o n t i n e n t  of nualear weapons. I t  heo submitted tha d r a f t  of a n  agreement o n  t h i s  
matter,  whoso oa re fu l ly  ams ide red  wording might serve a8 tho boeio for a mutually 
acceptable sett lement.  Soviet  policy i n  t h i s  regard is c lea r  and atraiqhtforward: 
n o t  to prooreat inate ,  b u t  t o  sett le the  matter a s  s o o n  as poesiblo,  w i t h o u t  
burdening t h e  iseue of kier ioan and Soviet medium-range weapona i n  Europe w i t h  
other coneiderations.  

11. To ease t h e  way towards a negotiated agroement, t h e  Soviet  par ty  has announaed 
thw it w i l l  s t r i k e  an agreement o n  t h i e  w i t h o u t  d i r e c t  reference to t h e  queetione 
of speco and s t r a t e g i c  weapons. The only requirement is t h a t ,  i f  Soviet  and 
American medium-range miseilee i n  Europe a r e  abolished, England and France must not 
expand the i r  respect ive nualoar fo rces  and t h e  Uni ted  S t a t e s  m u s t  n o t  t r ans fe r  i t 8  
s t r a t e g i c  or medium-range missi loe to other  count r ies .  Suah measures a r e  neceeeary 
to  exclude any p o s s i b i l i t y  of circumventing tho fu ture  agreement to NATO'e 
advantage, and to maintain s t r a t e g i c  s t a b i l i t y .  

12 .  The Soviet  Union  is pressing for r e l i a b l e ,  e f f eo t ive  v e r i f i c a t i o n  of 
complianue w i t h  f u t u r e  agraemente on nualaer-acme reduotions. 
put forward epea i f io  proposals covering a wide range of meaaure~,  from t h e  use of 
na t iona l  teohnioal meane of ver i f  i ca t ion  t o  on-the-spot inspection. 

A t  t h e  t a lks  it ha8 

13. The Soviet Un ion  is engaged a t  t h e  t a l k s  i n  (1 cons t ruc t ive  search f o r  mutually 
acceptable ,  p r a c t i c a l  so lu t ions .  
mi l i t a ry  advantaga. I t  it3 reedy for e i t h e r  sweeping solutione or in te r im 
set t lemente.  I t  is ieeuinq n o  u l t i m a t u m s j  o n  t h e  contrary,  it ie making alloW€InCe 
€or t h e  views of t h e  other par ty  where they do not conflict w i t h  t h e  agreed aims of 
t h e  t a lk s .  

It  is not preesfng for u n i l a t e r a l  bene f i t s  or 

1 4 .  The Soviet  U n i o n ' s  cons t ruc t ive  proposals a r e  backed up by noteworthy 
practic,?l s teps .  Soon a f t e r  t he  t a l k s  opened it u n i l a t e r a l l y  ha l ted  fur ther  
deployment of SS-20 medium-ronqe mieei les  i n  i ts European eec ta r .  In addi t ion ,  a 
number of those miseiles were stood down and t h e  associated f ixed i n s t a l l a t i o n s  
were d ismant led .  

15. The  Soviet  U n i o n  ie continuing t o  show r e s t r a i n t  i n  space: s ince  A u g u s t  1983, 
i t  ha8 not launched a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  weapons i n t o  space. The  utr l a t e r a l  Sovie t  
moratorium on nuclear explosions of a n y  k i n d  has been in e f f e c t  €or over a year.  
Although t h e  Soviet  thiion had ample grounds t o  reeume nuclear t e s t i n g ,  it ha8 
extended the moratorium u n t i l  1 January 1987, FrOvfdiny t h e  United S t a t e s  w i t h  y e t  
another opportonity n o t  to paas u p  t h e  h i s t o r i c  chance of end ing  t h e  arms race. 

/... 
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16. 
proqrese a t  t h e  talks unfortunately evokes no oomparable reeponse from t h e  Amerioan 
side. I n  aatual faot, t h e  Uni ted  States position ie  not oanetruative on  any of t h e  
areas under negotiation. 

The autive and purposeful poXioy whioh t h e  USSR ie following to FrdUO0 s w i f t  

17. 
spaoe. What it  advwates instead i s ,  i n  esaenoe8 that b o t h  sides should  drew up a 
eohadule for a oonteet i n  egace e t r iks  weapone. 
obvloue that the o h i e f  goal of the United Statee 88 far a8 erpaoe is o ~ n o e r n e d ~  is 
to aarry o u t  i t e  'Star Wars" programe a t  any 008t, aertainly not  to make progreee 
a t  the talks. 

The Ameriaan party still refusse to agree on t he  prevention of an arms raue in 

I t  is beacsing more and more 

18. The propoaale on s t ra tegic  attack weapons put forward by t h e  United States on 
1 November 1985 do n o t  form the baeie of a mctually ,waeptablo solution. Theit 
intention ie to seoure unilateral  military advantages for t h e  U n i t e d  Statee: i n  
Paat, they oa l l  for an expaneion, n o t  a reduction i n  nuolear arsenals, i n  ateae 
whioh Washington coneiders advantageous t o  i t s e l f ,  T h i s  ie glaringly obvious i n  
the aase of long-ranqe uruise missiles. Under tho Amer:'..*n approaoh, t h e  isSue is 
no t  a reduction in numhere but permieelon t o  o o n t i n u e  deployment: of t h i s  dangerous 
aategory of etrategio weapon. Other etrategia airborne nuolear weapone are 
exempted from t h e  reetrictione altogether. The Amerioan party Pe set on keeping a 
completely free  hand a8 regarde t h e  poasibil i ty of n sharp increaee I n  its 
medium-range nuolear weapons aapable of reaahing t h e  t e r r i to ry  of t h e  USSR and i t e  
eea-based long-range cruise mieellee. 

19. 
purposee of the ta lks ,  the Uni ted  States aontinuea t o  hold feet  to a position 
which,  it knows, can win it no ground. 

A l t h o u g h  its proposals are amplerely a t  odd8 w i t h  t h e  agreed goale and 

20. 
the question of medium-range nuolear weapons. 
to do away w i t h  Arnerloan and Soviet medium-range mieeilee i n  Europe ent i re ly  ie  t h e  
truety "Zero Option' ,  a lbe i t  somewhat f l e s h e d  o u t  w i t h  implementation deadlines, 
whoee purpose is t o  Beaure unilateral  Soviet disarmament. On t h e  one hand, a m t o n  
i n  the American sense mean8 tha t  t h e  Soviet  Union mus t  do awar w i t h  medium-range 
missiles not only f n  its European sector bu t  also i n  t h e  eaetern UBSR, t h u s  
weakening its defenos capability I n  t h e  face of t h e  threat posed by continuouely 
expanding American nuclear potential i n  Asia. On the other hand, t h e  American 
approach excludes neither t h e  poseibll i ty that  t h e  Un i t ed  States m i g h t  transfer i t e  
st ra tegic  and medium-range mieeilee to  other countriee, nor that  t h e  nuclear a l l i e s  
of the United Stetee In E u t o p e  might  enlarge their  own nuclear stocke. 

Nor does t h e  Ameriaan party ehow any signe of wiehlng t o  reaoh agreement on 
Its reeponee t o  t h e  Soviet proposal 

21. Tne 'interim solution' proposed by t h e  Americans on 1 November 1985 holds  out 
no prospect of a mutually accepteblo agreementi 
reduction, b u t  rather a continuing Increase in t h e  number of warheads on American 
medium-range mieelles i n  Western Europe; n o t  t h e  abolit ion,  b u t  t h e  retention i n  
the region of such  dangerouc; f i r s t - s t r ike  weapons a s  Pershing-2 mieeiles. 
American 'interim eolutlon" completely avoid@ the q u e s t i o n  of nuclear weapons 
belonging to  the United States' NATO a l l lee .  I t  do880 on the other hand, contain a 
completely unsubstantiated demand for t h e  eetabli8hment of an unequal balance of 

It does n o t  provide for a 

The 
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msdium-range-missile warheads (in tho Ame~icdno~ h v o u r )  i n  t h e  Eastern USSRp and a 
olaim to t h e  suppoeed "r ight '  of t h e  United S ta t e s  to deploy its medium-range 
mleailes w i t h i n  range of Soviet  t e r r i t o r y  in regions other than Europe. 

??. The reluotance of t h e  American par ty  to reaolve t h e  problem of nuclear 
disarmament aan alaa be seen i n  its conduot a u t s i d e  t h e  t a lks .  The Uni ted  S t a t e s  
i s  c l e a r l y  working on  t h e  implementation of t h e  "StELt Wars" programme, and tapping 
t h e  s c i a n t i f l c  and teohnologioel po ten t i a l  of other oountries.  Having announced 
what amounts to a CefUSal to abide fur ther  by Soviet-American t r e a t y  ob l iga t ions  
l i m i t i n g  s t r a t e g i c  a t t ack  weapons = t h e  1972 Interim hgreement (SALT I) and t h e  
1979 SALT 11 Treaty = t h e  United S t a t e s  Administration is rc-w bent on f u l l  
irnp1erne:katIon of its aompreheneive e t r a t e g l o  programme for  a nuclear-weapons 
build-up. The United S t a t e s  shows no deeire to j o i n  t h o  Sovie t  Union's u n i l a t e r a l  
moratorium on a l l  nuclear exploeione. I n  twelve  month8 of Soviet  moratorium, 
moreover, t h e  United States, which i s  hQndreda of testc ahead of t h e  Soviet  Union  
i n  terme of explosions conduoted, detonated another 18 nuclear devioes. F ina l ly ,  
t h e  United S t a t e s  is still working on t h e  deployment of  fur ther  Ameriaan miesiles 
i n  Europe. 

23. Such act ions by t h e  United States, of course,  a r e  no help to progress a t  t h e  
ta lks .  On the  contrary,  t h e y  b lwk  progrees, 

24.  The p o l i c y  of t h e  American pa t ty  b o t h  a t  and outeide t h e  t a l k s  cannot but 
cause alarm, inasmuch as t h e  longer t h e  outstanding issires remain unzesolved, t h e  
more d i f f i o u l t  t h e  s i tuat ion beconree and t h e  harder e f f o r t s  to check  the  arms race  
grow. A t  t h e  eame time, mi l i ta ry  technology advance8 80 s w i f t l y  nowadays t h a t  
rtations, S t a t e s  and p o l i t i o i e n s  a r e  lef t  w i t h  less and lese time to r e a l i z e  t h e  
ex tan t  of t h e  t h r e a t  hanging over t h e  globe and the opportuni ty  to a top  mankind 
from s l i d i n g  i n t o  t h e  nuclear abyss is dwind:ing. What is needed now are sweeping 
measures, brisk and dec i s ive  ac t ion  to s t e e r  events i n t o  b e t t e r  channels. This 
accords witi .1 t h e  d e s i r e s  of every nation on ear th .  I t  is celled fa: i n  t he  
decision@ of t h e  United Nations General Assembly and othar i n t e rna t iona l  
qatheringe. And it is j u s t  s u c h  measures t h a t  t h e  Soviet Union is propoeing i n  i ts  
negot ia t ions w i t h  t h e  United S t a t e s  on nuclear and apace woopons. 

25. The Soviet  Union w i l l  continue to preee for pragress  a t  t h e  talks, i n  the 
knowledge t h a t  an e a r l y  reoolut ian of the iehlueo under discussion there  affects t h e  
v i t a l  i n t a ree t a  n o t  only of t h e  USSR, h u t  of S t a t e s  and peoples throughout: t h e  
world. For progress to  occur,  however, there  must  be some movement i n  response 
from the American side. 


