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AGENDA ITEMS 40 TO 69 (oontinuod)

STATBMENTB  O N  SPECIFIC  DISAWMENT  MENUA  I T E M S  ANU C O N T I N U A T I O N  OF  THY  GYNYRAL
DEBATE, AS NbXM3SAHY

MC. PRIBDMHSDORF  (United  Btcltoo o f  Amarioe) 8 Knowing oL’ thu intoLout

within thie Committee regarding the continulny nagotiotlonu  botwoun  my country  c\nd

the Soviet Union, I wish to infocm tho mombern  of: the Cor~~nirtxo  thc\t:  it WPU

announced today, both in Washington and in Moscow , that kioviot.  IWuicjn Ministor

Shevacdnadze  will travel to Washington to~norrow  for cl~wt~wr  routed of tcrl ko at tho

minietecial  level with Seccetecy  of State, Goocgo  Bhults. It  is  our  intent ion to

brief tho Committee early next wook toyocdiny  recant diucuuoionu  botwoun  our Cwo

aountciee, including the talks to be held in our e?apital this wuok.

Mr. BAYAWI  (Mongolia) (intocpcetetion  l’com  l~utu~icii~)  t I  WiUh  t o  axpcano

out support end approval otl tho continuing extremely ueoC~1  Soviet-United Btutee

oontaete at a high govecnmclnttrl  10~01, In ~~ilrticuloc tllo coaontly onlloulluud  viLslt

of Mr. Shevacdnadae, the Miniotac  tar b’ocoiyn Affairs ot tho Svviot. UIlion, tu

Waehington  tomorrow, and the pooltivo  retlultu of the noyoticltiono  which took p1rl1:t*

a few dayo ago at Moscow betwoon the Soviet 1oadoclJhip  and tho Unitud StaLcS

Secretary of State Shultz. We cleu  yctrtitiad  by the conunul\iuclLiiou  Lo tho oCtcut

that the major yuaationo in tho tcoety on the elimination  oE ~~~ccliwn- md

ehoct-canyo inisoibo  hove al.cuody boon ~JL’u4.d upu!r  md t11dL lhu Lroircy  ccl11 ilow bu

finalized  and e&nod  in tho vocy near futuco.

Once again we ehould  like to oxycooo tho hopu that Lollowinq  the concluoion  (11

t h a t  t r e a t y ,  t h o  S o v i e t  [Jnion  e n d  thQ U n i t e d  SIXtOO oL’  klouico will  rcdch iI~JroelllOnt.

o n  a 5 0  per c e n t  reduation of etra&yic oL’foiruivo  woapww. Llr LlhAt 001m2Utiol~,

Mongolia wolcomoe  the conotructivo utepo undorteken by the Soviet Union in the NC’J
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of achieving auoh an agreement snd notea  with eatiefaotion that, a9 a reeult of the

recant Moeaow  negotiationa, the two aides have been able to eatablieh the basis for

a rapprochement in their goeitions. In our view &riot oompliance  with and

etrong+.h?ning  or’ the Soviet-United Btatee anti-ballietio miaeile  Treaty of 1972 ie

of  key aignifioanoe in  aohieving the objeot ivee of a radioal reduation in  etrategio

Offenfiive weapons  beaauaa strategio  offeneive and defeneivo weapons are ineegarably

l inked.
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Tha preamble to the treaty oontsine  tho alear.  provioion  that at’factive

ilV38BUrcv3  to limit anti-ballietio eyeteme would be a eubetantive factor for curbing

the etrategic-offensive-weapons  raoe and would lead to reduuing the danger of

nualear war, This is the reaeon for the universal eignii!icanoe  of the Treaty, and,

a8 waa noted in a etatement on 14 Outober by V. l?. Petroveky, Deputy Minietor for

Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union , that bil&tecal document is an important and

ineeparable part of the eyotem of international law. The security intereete  not

Only Of the Soviet Union and the Unitod Statee of Ama-rice  but of the entire

intarnational  oommunity are linked to it.

Therefore we cannot remain indirforont  to the continuing dobates on this

Treaty and to the extremely  important objective  of preeerving and etrengthanilry

i t . YfJrUpUloue  compliance ditlr all pcovisione  of the Troaty and meaeuree to

strengthen it form tl,u beuis  Por halting an8 revereing the arma  raae on Barth and

for prevanting its oxtension to outer epace.

We cannot dieguioe  OUT concern rogording  the etatemente of the Unitod Statas

Administration that it doeo not intend to renounce implementation of the Strategic

Defense I n i t i a t i v o  (WI) prcqrammo. The  well-known ecenario of the 501.  makoo it

dear that i t  ie incompat ible  wi th the anti-bolliatio  missila  Trooty.

However, wo hope  that the continuing constructive dialogue betwaon the Yoviot

Union end tho United Staten will eneblo uo to find a ooiution  to tho problem  of

prevonting an iarm rue0 in opooe. As oorly ue January lSU5,  the two OidQU  aqrood

that the  objective  of their  noyotiotiono  3n nuclear  end eyeoo weapono would bo to

work out affoctivo  agroomente nimod at provonting an arma  reco in space and holtiny

‘: the  arm0  race on Earth, at limitiny  end roduciny nuclour  weepono  and at

: strengthoniny otretogic  otebility .
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The present situation roquiras otrengthoning  not only the AU4 Treaty but ala0

the exieting legal baeie for keeping outor apace weapon-free.  B e y o n d  the scope of

currently valid international treaties and ayreemerks,  it ie utill poeeible  to

deploy in eQace anti-satellite weapon8  and other type8 of w,sapone which are not

claesified ae weapons of maee  destruction, nor ie thare  any provision for the

immunity of apace objeote. These and other gaps muet bo f~.lled.

The international community has available to it, in the form Of the Conference

on Diearmamel  , the mechanism lleoeeeary  for holding seriouo and subetirntive

negotiation8 to prevent the spread of the arms  race into outer spaue. This

multifaceted body has received from various Btatee meny innovative idene,  concrete

initiative8 and proposale  whioh could serve  88 the baeie for finding pointe of

departure for holding negotiations and resolving ur(;snt  questions.

Mongolia ie gratified at the re-estebliehment this year of the Ad Hoc

Committea  on the prevention of an arm8  race in outer apace.  Under *he ekillad

leadership  of the repreoontetivo of Italy, Ambsssador  Aldo Puglieee,  thn Committee

ha6 already, eor all prooticel  purpooee , carried out its mandate to deYine  and

identify existing prohibition8 and limitations and has aleo eingled  out those

probleme which require a new agreemont or agreemente. Therefore LL is now

neceseary  to turn the activities of the Ad Hoc Committee to the worl’ng out of

concrete nleeeuree to avert the urme race in outer epacc , aa hoe been rsoommonded on

numaeoue  occaoione in General Assembly rnoolutions. Wo are confid nt that this

yeoK too, tho Goneral  Aesambly will recommnand  the holding of negotiatione  aimed at

working out an agreement or agreements to prevent an arme race in outer space.

The internntional  community ie now facing the large-acUle  problem of keeping

weapon8  away frown  outer spoco and oneuriny  its peaceful uee for the benefit of

mankind. A eolution  to thaee problema will be promotod by the ectablishment  of e
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world apace orqanisation. That queetion can be dieoueeed  and reeolved both in the

United Nations and in another appropriate international forum.

The major task of euoh an organisation would be to co-ordinate the activitiee

and Unify the efforts of States in the exploration and use of outer apace for

peaoeful purpoeee. It oould, working with national technical bodies wherever

poaeible,  verify compliance by States with the provisions  of preoent  and future

agreements in the area of preventing an arms raoe in outer eyaoe.

A world apace organieation  will have to take into aooount the interest8  of all

States, in particular the eocio-economic  developmeat objeotivee and need8 of the

developing countries. The same purposee  would be eerved by the establiehment,  with

the aeeietance of the major space Powers , of an international  centre for oonduotinq

joint studies and for carrying out apace technology projects at the request of

developing countries.

Such a centre would include a school to train specialieta and ooemonaute from

developing countries and a teat range for launching apace objecte. The poseibility

for the effective functioning of such a centre is attested to inter alia by the

INTER COSMOS programme, in which Mongolia is a participant.

The third special session of the General ARseably  devoted to diearmement  will

meet next year, precieely  10 years after the h@lding of the first such eeseion.  In

preparing for the upcoming soseion,  WQ  muet, first and foremoat, rocogn!.ee  the fact

that thus far very little hae been done to achieve  the fundamental objective of

diearmament and the goals and taeke set forth in the Final Document of the firet

special session and that toaay a new and reapnsrble approach to the gUeStiOn of

war and peace is required.
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In that view,  tho major objective of the eo8eioh  will bo the preparation of a

firm mato.‘ial beets which will enable u8 to make the 199U’e a decade for building e

nuclear-free and non-violent world.

The neoeeeary guidelines  for the adoption of euob a decieion  already exiet.

Among the conetruative initiatives of many Member States , I should like to mention

the Soviet prssgramme for tno stag-by-etaye  total elimination of nuclear weapons  by

the year 2000. It deeervee  particular attention, among other reef&one, baoauae it

wae worked out and put forward by a nuclear State. The programme ia realietic

becauee  it is baaed on the fucdamontal principle of equality and equal security,

with constantly dacdeaeing  levels of nuclear weapon6  and with due regard Eor the

qualitative and quentitative  aspects of existing nuclear-weapon arsenals.

It should be emphasised that these initiatives have been developed and

considerably expanded, taking into account the poeitione of vacioua State6 and

world public opinion, in the Reykjavik and later proposals  made by the Soviet Union

and other eocialiot countries.
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The recently held International Ccnferenoe  on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development wae an event of enormous international significance.

It reaffirmed the close link between disarmament and development, which hai oeen

recognised by the international community. Our assessment of the results of the

conference  was expreoeed in the joint statement of the eocialiet countries made at

the end of the Conference (A/CCNF.130/27).

Now that the Conference is behind UB, what lie8 ahead is the most important

and moat difficult of all - the practical implementation of the programme of action

i t adopted. That work would be greatly promoted by a consideration of the complex

linko between the problems of disarmament and development by the Security Council.

In addition, the establishment of an inter .ational “Uiearmament  for Development”

fund would show the determination of States  to make their policiee  reflect the

universally recognised linkage between disarmament and development.

>llr.  INZKO (Auetria)  I- - Exactly 33 years have passed since, in 1954,

suggestions were first made that an agreement to ban the teeting of nuclear weapons

should be considered onits own merits, The hazardous radioactive fall-out from

tests, perticulariy  atmospheric tests, carried out in the early 1950s caused

mounting worry s8 the world learned of the spread of radioactive nuclides of

strontium, caesium and i&dine. At the same time, the world learned of the fateful

coneequencee and of the mechanisms traneferring  these substances to the human body

through food - for example, through milk from cows fed on grass contaminated by

radioactive grain,

In this connection, in April 1?54,  in a letter tu the Secretary-General,

India’s Prime Minister Nehru called for a standstill agreement which would seek to

end test explosions of nuclear weapons , as a first step towards the discontinuance

of the production and stockpiling of such weapons.
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A number of other proposals followed, but it was not until 1958 that important

developments regarding the positions of the nuclear Powers took place.

In fact, in that year, one after the other , the united Kingdom, the United

States and the Soviet Union suspended nuclear tests. That voluntary ban was

maintained by the three Powers for almost three years , until September 1961, when

the Soviet Union conducted the first resumed test, followed by the United States

two weeks later.

In the view of the Austrian delegation , that voluntary nuclear-test ban was of

particular significance, as it was not only the earliest voluntary action of that

kind but also one which demonstrated that test bans are possible and can work if

good will exists on the part of the partieq  involved.

However,  owing to the fact that nuclear testing reoumed in 19G1,  further

proposala had to be made, new efforts undertaken and new solutions sought to find a

mutually acceptable agreement. No one will deny that such efforts concern one of

the most vital subjects and that the obstacles arising from that fact can be

overcome only by the strong political will of the States concerned.

Aware of this, we are gratified to learn that the Poreign  Ministers of the

United States of America and the Soviet Union will soon meet once again, and we

look forward to that meeting in the expectation that the momentum towards

international ccroperation  and towards etrengthening  international security and

protrloting  the conditions of peace and stability will to further stimulated. In a

Spirit of greater trust, the finalisation of neyotiated commitments, not only wa

far as intermediate-range nuclear forces are concerned but, one may hope, in the

broader field of diearmament as well, should become possible, and negotiations on

effective meaLiures  relating to the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and to

nuclear disarmament will have a,,other  chance to be successful.
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With this in mind, it should also be possible to overcome tho obstacles

PLQVenting  the Jonclusic\n  of a comprehensive  test-ban treaty. Negotiations on such

a trerty should start at an early date in accordance with tho preamble of the

non-proliferation Treaty. To seek to achieve the diecontinuance of all test

explosions of nuclear weapons for all time seems to us to be a logical consequence

following from a concept of international security that includes the elimination

from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of their delivery.

It iS \.idely  reccgnized  tha? there are no insurmountable technical obstacles

to the conclusion of a treaty banning nuclear tests in all environments.

Specialists in many countries hare developed a considerable amount of expertise

avrlilatle  to the intnr,~ational conh%M.ty , so that the technical question of

verification could be solved in a politlcirly acceptable way. We expect that the

Conference on Disarmamer c will give its early and urgent attention to the detailed

consideration of the issues  involved in the elaboration of a comptehensive  test-ban

agreement. Such a draft agreement would form the basis of a necsosary universal

appeal to the members of the internathonal  community to subscribe to this essential

disarmament concept.

It is true that the end of testirly  doe? not automatically lead to a reduction

of nuclear weapons and that the prospects of negotiation&en  such reductions have

an impact on the negotiations rugarding  a test ban, Sut if each advance in one

area of disarmament had to wait for progress in other areas, all negotiations would

be deadlocked.

Austria is deeply concerned at the fact that in more than 30 years it has not

been possible to reach agreement on a comprehensive treaty banning all nuclear

t e s t s . The need for such a treaty has become more and more evident. Since the

Second World War, we have witnessed more than 1,500 nuclear-test explosions.
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Therefore, on several occasiona,  Auetria has etreeeed that any reduution or ban on

nualear  teats ehould be supportad by the community of natione. Accordinyly,  my

delegation welcomed tho test moratorium announaed  by the Soviet Union in

Augtlet 1985, including ite eaveral oxteneione. That moratorium expired laet

February, and it is to be regretted that during the time it wae in forae,  the

opportunity waa not ueed to make eubetantial progreee leading to a world-wide teat

ban.

Comparing the first aeven monthe of thie year with the came time-frame of

1966, we learn that nuclear-teat  exploeione  have rieen from 12 to 77.  Thie

eubstantial increaoe  should eerve a8 B powerful reminder thet a compreheneive

teat-ban treaty ie one of the higheet  priorltive  on the diearmament agenda.

In this connection, let me once agein refer to the Auetrian Government’e

public appeal of 3 February 1987 to the Governmenta of! the Soviet Union and the

United States of America. In its appeal,  my Government expressed its confidence

that an immediate start  of negotiations and the conclueion  of a compr hensive

test-ban treaty without delay would conetituto P eignficant step in reducing the

nuclear-arms race. The Austrian Government called on the Governments of the two

euper-Powers  to renounce furthor  nuclear testing pending the conolueion of such a

Treaty.

On the other, positive side, however , a hietoricel account ehowe that during

the past 30 yeal 1 tin evolution haa taken place , both within the framework of the

Conference on Dioarmamnnt and outside of it.

This evolution, tcgether  with the present favourable political climate, make6

it possible fo- ‘-he  United  States and the Soviet Union to reccmmence  negotietione

otarting in early November  1987.
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This exchange of viewe botweon expertn of the two aovernments  will, wo hope,

lead to the ratification of the two partial taut-ban ayreamontn  of 1974 and 1976.

Although Auetrio  wolcomoe  thu ontry  into foroe of thoee agreemonte,  they  ehould not

distract us from our efforts to reaoh a oomprehoneivo  toot-ban treaty at. the

earlieet possible moment.
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We should view in tho acme positive light the agreement reachod b&wean  the

Soviet  Academy 07 lgaienoee and a group  of united Utateo  ecientiets on eaientifia

oo-operation with a view to making poeeible  the vorifioation of nualoar CeOtE.

l’hat can be coneidered  a8 a firet step In gaining the noceoeary  oxpertiee  to

monitor nuulear toers reliably. In thie context, I ehould aleo like to recall the

offer of tho eix lieade of State or Oovornment to eetahlioh temporary monitoring

etatione  in the United Ybates of America and tho Soviet  union and on their own

reepective  territories, ae expreeea(l in the Mexico Deoloration adopted at Ixtapa on

7 Auguet 1996.

Auetria welcome8  thoee initiati ee,  einae it coneiders that agreement on the

aomprehon:liva  teat-ban treaty ie an eeeential element in reducing nuclear danger.

Auetria hoe therefore alwaye endoreed or co-nponeored the relevant resolutions

within the framework of the Wnited Natione. It furthermore fully supports the

concept outlined in the five-continonte initietivc and actively pattiaipated  in the

work of the Ad lloc Group of seismic oxperte  of the Conforonco on Disarmament.

In conclusion, ollow me to expreee  the hope of tho Austrian deleqatior,  that

the forthcoming tolke between the euper-Powers  will lead to concrete rosulte  and to

durable orrangemonte. However, any agreoment reached ehould not reeult only in a

moratorium, in improved  monitoring of teote, or in e hotter advance-information

oystom  o r  toatfl a t  lowor  loveI. thooe  may be aonsidored to he intermedjrte  goal8

and uooful stego. The ultimata goal, in the view of the Austrian delegation, mUQt

hc a conlgrohoneivo  ban Qn all nuclear teete by 011 :itetee,  in 011 environments, for

all time.

Mr. NALARKIN  (Union of Ynviot Sociallot  Repuhlice)  (interpretation from

Rueelan) I The Soviet delegation haa alroady had an o@portunity  to congratulate you

and the Vice-Chairmen, ae well aa the Repprteur , on your election to yol:r poetfl.

I should like porAonolly  to wish you and the other officers ct the Committee
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continued auaoeae at thie reeponeible  etage of the Committee@e  work, when we are

aQproaahing  the adoption of draft resolutions.

Today, tha soviet delegation intends  to addreee the queetion of banning

ahemiosl  and baateriologiaal  weapona,  agende item 61.

My aolleaguee and . have repeatedly been approached by repreeentativee of

other delegation8  with thie question: Now do you explain the fact that the soviet

Union hae been working with euah determination for the egeedy  aonaluoion of a

convention on the aoa@~te  prohibition and deetruotion of ahemioal weapone? I

ehould like to begin by reeponding  to that aueetion.

The prohibition of ahemioal weapon8  ie not the only goal of our effort%. We

are pureuing  a ayetematio and oonaietent  policy aimed rt eolving other

acme-limitation and disarmament problems a8 well. A0 to the question *why?*, the

anewer  la that  diearmament,  in our  v iew, ie at the very aore d n acrmpraheneive

eyetem of international eeaurbty and it can tmaome a reality only if rll meene of

mea8 deetruction,  which includes chemical weapone, are deatroyed. The Soviet Onion

has aonetetently  worked towarde reeliaation  of the goal etated by ieneral Seoreta:y

Mikhail Gorbachev on 16 Yaauary  1986, namely, the freeing of mnnkind from all forme

uf weapon6  of maee deetruot ion, inaluding chemical weapons, by the end of thie

aentury. The aonalueion of a ao?vontion  banning ouch weipone,  together with the

Soviet-American negotiations on nuclear end epaae weapons, would eigniey progreee

towards diearmament and BBtente.

For ue, the early conalueion of the relevant international aonvention  on

ohemical  weawns  ie one of the top priority objuativeo in disarmament effortn.  At

the multilateral talke,  the oohievement  of agreoment on a glohel  ban on ahemioal

weapon6  ie rightly reacqniaed aa a moet promieing  area, one in which the

international aommunity is now within reaoh of ite desired  goal.
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In our bilateral oo1lhdx3  w i t h  Mro  United  Btatae wa ar0 aleo guidon b y  nn

illtaroot tn the aarly mnc!l~~niot~  ol’ fluah R canvnntion.  Afi t h e  Hoviet  de’ \Oll

hoa  olroady ropnrtad, we h o v e  put. fiorwacd  B number oii n o w  propoeala  a t  t h a

bilateral 10~01,  in partioular  with cogacd  to tho bilateral enohango of data,

eubjoot  t o  nyproprii3to  vnr li’ioation, hetwaen  the Hoviot  Union and the United Htatarl

on military-r~),~lniual  araonals I~Coro  tho aonvontion  in eiynnd.  The Aiaouaeion

uontinuod cow duriny the talkn hold t h o r e  o n  2 2  and 2 3  octohor. On the

whole,  thono dioounnfonn  wore  useful. Arr a roeult of tho dieaueeione  there ha8

emocgod  an identity  or clo~anon~ of the positionn  oP the Baviet  rtnion  and the

United  Stotas on euch problem8  an tho 1dlMorol  oxahanyo of data on ahemiual

weapona and the Pauilitinn  thot manuflac~turcr  thom, on mandatory ahallenge

ino\mcCionn, WI opot~ncnn  with roepoot  to ohomical  weapno and on the

non-proliferation  of! ohemiual weapona. An underetonding  wae reaahod with refqmt

to thono groblome  on which both eidee  ehould Pwus attention in the future. At tho

oamo tiao wo tlinnqrood  with the arguments of the Amoriaon flide in favour of

initiatiny the production of binary wooponn  under tho protext  of adequately

aeaur  iiiq  its nntinnal oocur  i t y  intoroets. I doll return lator to our aseeesment

OP tlloon p1ml.

Tho uonclueian  o f  the co~~vo~~l:iof~, which  would crown the hard work of nearly

20 yoare,  would becornu  on imprtant  landmark in hietory.  It will havo poeitive

implieationu  not only in thn cq>here  of  military octivitios  but alao in all  aroau of

ill~O~llilt:  tOn.ll colllpr~hol,oivt,wnUiV~~  eocur ity.

Pirtlt, the vary fact of thu uonalut3ion of tho convention will domonetrute  the

high rospunnihility  oL’ Btutntr and t h e i r  dosiro  t o  eolvu  t h e  problems involvnd  i n

enuur iny neuurity  not:  through military  moanll and tho accumulation sf woopono  of

meuu  anti t o t a l  tlotbl  ~u~:tlon but ihr0uyh pd~Li~a1 IIIOUII~J,  through  disorniamor~l

oq L c!olllel~t  I,. It. would also I (‘ill  I irm the copbility ol: Stntuo to aaeumo  eoneroto
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obligationa  in the military ephere  and to make a deliberate ahoioo in favour of

roetraint and eel+roetrietion.

Bwondly,  the aonvention wouUl  he a major etep towarda  tho domeeratisation of

international relationa and the affirmation of gonuina oauality among #tatao,

bWaUo8  the divi#ion  of the world into countries that poeeees  ahemioal  weapons  and

thoee that do riot 1 ould b> overcame. It  would strengthen the aonae  of univaroel

rafwoneibility,  the integrity of the world and the indivieihility of international

eeaurity.

Thirdly, the elaboration of a aonvention would bear out the offeativenoss  of a

multilateral approach to diearmament and the proepwte  for InternationalisOd

offorte to move to a world free Prom weapons of ma08 deetcuation, a non-violent

world. It would enhanae the preetige  of the Qenova  Conferenae  on Disarmament  ae a

negotiot  ing body. Tho aonvention would booomo  a prototype for subseauent

agreements on those other problome that are on the agenda of the ConfQronao.
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Many ~mctioipu~~kx~  iii  the dobute in the Ir’iret Committea  have noted the resent

progrooe  I I I  the noyotiationo on tho burutit~g of ahomioal  woapono,  aonduatod  within

tho framework of the Conforonco on Uisarmamont. 1 rafor i n  partiaular t o  the

aPEossmont  rnado  yootorday hy tho Chairman of the Ad Iloa  Committee on ohemioal

weukx3n0,  who eoid8

“Wo QPII  otuto that at thu and of this yoar’u  oaoeion of the Confecenoe on

~isurmomo~.t  tho oo~~vo~~tio~~  is no longor (t distant goal but P reul
.

~oPeibility.” (A/C.lJ42/l’V.21,  P. X8)

We also beliovo  that those noyotiutions  have now ontorod  their final etage. The

bauia yuootiona  concerning il future aonvontion have boon roeol~ed  in prinaiplo,

firet and f0r01110st  tho poblom  of vorifiaation. That  is  the roeult of intensified

tolka over the ~MKI~ 0110 attd a h a l f  t o  t w o  yooro.

Yurthor  t o  the 1S J~nuacy  1 9 6 6  otcltomont b y  Mikhail S. Sorbaahov,  in whiah a

groat doul of ottontion  IO dovotad to ohomicul disarmament,  the USSR hue propeed  u

00tiu~ of major initi4tiVo1.1 WI the koy I~WJQP bOf0C0  the nogotiatione at Geneva.

Lutlt your the Yoviot doloyution yrooontod dutoilod  pro~)ooolo  Eoc the eliminution  sf

ulromioul-woapoion  produutiott  ~ucilitioo  uncl  for +neuziny,  through strict

irrtornutionul control,  thut clrumicul wouyono would not bo produced in aommoroial

ItlduscKy. Thio your, wo huvo pluuod 0th the nogotiuting  table proposals to the

effect that chotnknl-wouyon  otoruyu foc;ilitiuo  ehould UC+ duclored,  and that thoro

ehould  bo vorifi~Blo  oosylot~  Jootn1ct1011  of their  otakpiloe  a n d ,  ultlmatoly~

chullanyo  i~~oyoutio~~~.

In puttiny  forward tho~o propouulu  wo booed  oursolvoo  on a roalif3tic  viow of

what ie hagponiny ut the noyotiut.ione , us wt:ll  uu on un unbiased enJ respectful

uttitudo towarda  the ~~ooitio~~~  o f  tlio other  noyotiutors.To sum up, that IQ what

now ~liticul thinking is about in nogotiutiny practice8 it is boeod  on unity of

Word  und dood, of politioal ototoinonto  and neyotiuting pouitionu.
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‘llhu draft oonvantion on tlio prohibition of uhomia~l weapono,  whioh roflocte

borh  aqraod proviaiann  - whioh cono;:ftuto  the mrrjority  - a n d  ieauoa  t h a t  romuin t o

b o  ro~olvod, wan acoatod throuyh colloc-tiva  oEPorte. Duriny tho I.987 soesion  of:

the COnforolioo  on Oioarmamont , the draft text WPO onriahed  with yroviniono  on tho

doolaration  of ohomical-woepon etorrrao  faoilitios and control over them up to and

illchdiny  t h o  coinploto dostruution  OL a l l  otockl)iloo, 011 vorilioation  of the

oliminat;on  of ohomrcal-weapon g~oductio~i  facilities, on gusrantooo  that chomiool

woapone  wauld  n o t  bo rouonotitutcd,  a n d  o n  the plannod  oyatom  o f  bodioa  t o  bc  so t

up within tho fcanuwork  of the convention.

b’or  the first time, it WPB pouuible to pocaod with formulating provisions 01

the c o n v e n t i o n  with reuyoct to cha2lo~rgn  inapcatione. That is porhapo the rdoot

important ceuult of thin yoilr’u  oe~::ion of tho Confcroncu,  i~ird 0110  that oycne  up

ycooycots  for spoediny  up  the ncyot ia t iono o n  the o n t i r c  rany~  oP problcmn, LI~WC

011 thoee having to do with intornakionnl  control. The Bovict Union will  oontinue

to pro50  L’or loyal focmoliaation of tho principle of mandatory challongc

inspoctionu  according to which Gtatoe would iiot have the right to rofusc  to huve

thnn conductd. That should ho enaurod  on the baeis of equal  rights  oird

ubliyotionu  on the part o!! 011 purtiso to the convontiorr,  and on tho baoitr of

yrmlyt, effective and floxiblo  proccuurco  for conducting euch inoycctionu.

In working OH other olomoneu  of control lnachinory  for tho uonvertion,  the

Soviet Union firmly belicvoa uloo that iC. is naceeeary  to oetoblieh  a rolioblo  and

otrillyfJl~t eyatum of intarnutionol  uolltrol. Yvon now PII underetilndiny  if~ oniorylng

ainony  the ncyotiatoru  that, in tcrniu of the ecmpe  and depth of mutual  inopcction

and verification of compliance with ob’:iyationu, l.110  future convalltiotr  will be a

phU1rUmeli01~  unprecodcntcd  111  Lhc hiutury o f  dleilrrl~amont. Tht undorotandiny 1110ot:~

tIl@ rcqilirUlllUlltkJ  t’Ur  the ULI.UcLiVU  U~Illlilld~ilJll  d CIlOllliC~J~  iWJIWllf3  ~Wlll  Illilil.Jl)
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oodles eh~uld be established,  within the framework of the aonvention, to

ensure its 00 feativeneesr Those bodies would in their totality actualb oonatitute

international maahinery. we eupport  the idea that from the very beginning of the

funationing of the aonvention, parties to it should have at their disposal an

effeotive  and authoritative agenoy, a reliable regulator of the process of chemical

tl iaar mamnt . To prepare for the Jffeotive  entry into force of the oonvention, a

preparatory commission ehould  be set up , aompoeed  of representatives of States thaL

have  signed the convention.

Of cmuree,  a whole  range of iaeuee  still remain unresolved at the

negotiations, Work hae to be intensified to finalise the provieions that have been

agreed upon in principle. However,  we are not inclined to dramatise the remaining

obataclea to an agreoment. We are aonfident  that theae can be overaome  if the

desire for the early oonclusion  of a uonvention  prevails in the positions of the

negotiators. The time fsator  is beooming  incroaeingly important, espeoially since

the negotiationa are prcaeedinq  against the background of rapid developments in

chemistry  and ahemiaal technology. The emerging chance to save mankind from the

ohemical  threat should  not and aadnot be missed.

On the basis of our aaaea6ment  of the tine factor, the Soviet Union haa made a

number of important dealslone , and 18 now putting them into effeot,. ris have

etopped ptoduotion of ohemiaal  weapona  and are now accelerating the rate of

conetruction  on the baeia  of unique internal technological aolutiona  of a special

faoility for the destruction of the stockpiles,  in the city of Chapaevak. These

MtLons  are tangible testimony to our readinese to go along with eliminating theee

woapone from military areenale.

The Soviet delegation believes that from the standpoint of success at the

talks it would be extremely useful if the General Aaeembly at ite current session
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came out in favour af the early  completion of a convention on the prohibition  and

elimination of chemiaal weapona.

Confidence-building measures have now become part and paroel of efforts

towarda real  disarmament. In the otandarde of openness  and glaenost that are now

being eetobliehed, we see alS0 the sprouta  of a reasonable, reaponsible and

rational ordering of international affairs. That applies aleo to chemical

d ieaemament . Here too the Soviet Union adheres to this principle: the more

diearmament, the more truat. The very fact that the negotiatione  have now entered

their final stage opens up favourable opportunities for taking meanuree  to

strengthen trust and reaffirm openneee. we hope that the acme race will be

replaced  by competition in the area of confidenae-building meaeurea. We believe

such measure8 are an important way of atepping up negotiations on a convention

banning chemical weapons.

As ie well known, we in the Soviet Union recently organiaed, at the military

facility at Shikhany, an exhibit of chemical weapons  we poseese  and of the

technology for deatroying chemiaal weapons with the uee of a mobile facility.

Fortj-five foreign delegations witnessed the demonstration, along with

representative8 of the United Nation6 Secretariat and of the ma88 modis. In to ta l ,

136 foreign guests vieited Shikhany.
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No exhibited  at the test range 19 spocimono  of! chemical  munitions of the Soviet

Union, including 10 speoimons of munitiona for guns and rocket artillery, two

warheads for tactical missiles,  six aerial bombs and apraying  dovicea,  and on0

chemical  grenade. Helevont  infocmation  for each epocimen  was provided with cespoot

to its combat purpose and basic charaoteristioa. Information was provided with

regard to all existing typee of toxic agents in tho Soviet Army, namely, a mixture

of mustard gas and lewisito , viscous  lewisite,  aacin, viccoua  80man,  VX, viscous VX

and CS.

It was also explained that the specimens of munitions ehown gave an exbauotive

picture  of the Soviet chemical-warfare arsenal. In view of the fact that one of

the most complex questions is that of working out and agrooing on methods for

determining the toxicity of new chemical compounds in order to place thorn undor one

or another verification regime provided for in tho convention, the officials of tho

Shikheny military facility gave a report on the methodology usod in our country.

There was D demonetration  of a mobile complex for destroying chomicul  woopo~~o

and of the actual technology of destruction for ono type of chemical  munltione,  a

250-kg aerial bomb with a charge of earin. The participants in the demonstration

had an opportunity to view the control and protection equipment area, the

laboratory and tachnical  area  and the reeidential  aceu and syand time at tho toot

range of the Shikhany facility. During the demonstration,  no limitation8 were

Placed on the use  of Qhotcgraphic,  video or sound-recording dcvicee. The

demonstration at Shikhany illustratea the Soviet Union’s now approach to ~Qstions

relating to openness. Our action was guided by tho intereats  of a speedy, full,

Qffective  and verifiable ban on chemical weapons  and of Q~OIIIOI  .1g an incroosod

atmosQhere  of  t rus t .
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Tho Soviet side was the first to embark on such a multilateral demonstration

of its actual invontory of typical chemical munitionti. Thus the participants in

thie  demonstration at Shikhany were provided with essential information, including

information on our chemical weapons. Supplementary information was given at a

press conference held at Moscow on 5 October by the commander of the chemical

forces of the IISSR Ministry of Defence, Colonel-Ganeral V. K. Pikalov, and his

deputy, Lieutenant-Ganeral  A. L. Kunteevich. They explained, among other things,

that at the Shikhany facility all chemical-warfare agents  and all types of

munitions in the Soviet inventory were dQmonstrated except  for modified forms of

munitions carrying the demonstrated toxic agents. For instance,  122-millimetre

artillery ehells with satin  were on display, while similar  ehells  with muetard gao

wore not, althouqh other munitions with that toxic agent were shown. Naturally

Chic wae done not to hidtr anything but co avoid repetition in describing each type

of munitions and each toxic aqent.

Many representatives who visited Shikhany have eent us letters noting the

great value of that visit for buildinq confidunce  and for further progrese  at the

talks, 1 should like to take thie opportunity to express our appreciation to all

thof3e ropresantatives  for their favourable aesee0ment of our action.

The Soviet Union favours oxpandinq thQ practice of strengthening

confidence-building measures in the process of drafting a convention banning

~~homical weapons. We accepted the United States  inVitEitiOn t0 Visit a facility for

t.hQ destruction of chemical weapons at Tooele, Utah. Other arrangements are ale0

‘-einq planned, in particul?.r a visit by Soviet expects to MUnSteK  in the Federal

, Kepuhlic  of German y and p.ssihly  to Porton  Down  in the United Kingdom. Later we

shall invite  experts to come to the USSR  and visit a special facility for

2aetroyinq  chemical weapons that is now under construction near the city of

Chapaevsk.
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Wo boliavo  that lt would bo uoeful if tho C;enoraP  hseombly  oollod upon tltatee

to take fucthor otoyn  to build confidcnco  und enhance ogenneoo in roepeot  of

obemical  weapons. It is important that thfs proceoo  ohould  grow in ecOQ0  and

baoomo IIlU~tibtQCa~. In p:lrtiCU~ar,  StatQtI  mUUt doalaco  Whether  o r  IlCt thOE0  P r o

atockpilos  of chemical worrpons  in their  territories or undor their juciodiction oC

control .

MQ~OUCQS  to consolicrato  tho rbgima ot tho 1925  Gonova  Protwo prohibitiny  the

use of ChQmiCal  and bacter tological  woapona in qc a r e  i n  t h e  intoroet  of  a l l .  To

build on our declared roadineaa  to use the gWd officeo  of tha SeCrQtaKy-GOneral  in

invostigoting CaSQS  of the uao of 3ectoriological  WeaponQ,  the Soviet delegation

haa alKQady  etatad its agreement to have such gcod  offices extend to the

investigation of cases in which chemical  woapona are uaod.

l’he Soviet Union io in favour of consolidatiny the rules outlawing

bacteriological weapons,  in particular by strengthening tho Convention’s machinery

for verification. ‘rho rOElUlt8  o f  t h e  1986  Sacond  ~Ol\toKet~CQ  t o  reViow  th0 etatue

of the Convontion and tho 1987 meeting of ticiontil’ic and technological export8 - at

which important agreomentcl  wore roached on apocitlc confidoncebuildiny  meaeureo to

enhance t h e  effQctiveneau  o f  the Convontiw and t o  s t o p  u p  intQrnUthnUl

c~c~eratiOil  i n  t h e  pcaccful uoou OF’ t h e  bioloyical sciuncoo  - morit  a  youitivo

aseessment. The UYSH  Council of MiniatQKe,  which discussod  the roeulta achieved by

thoee international bodice, instructed tho comp&ont Soviet  miniotriea  end agoncioe

to take all necueuary  meziaureu  for urconditional  and ucruyulouo conplianco with the

agreements arrived at, In uocordenou with the ostabliehud  timotabla, tho Soviet

Union communicated relevant information to the  Disarmament Department of tho United

Nations Secrutaciat. The Soviet Union will strictly  hCnCUK the roocmmendations

agreed to by the siynatoriee  to the Convention  WI Lho ycdlibitiorl  of

bacter io logical  weapolbu.
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The proalafnation  of various region8 of the world ae zones in which the

deployment, testing, manuPeature,  aaauisition  and storage of ahemioal  weaponu  would

he prohibited oould constitute major intermediate step8  towards tho global

elimination of ohemiaal weapons, The Soviet Union reaf f i rms i ts  oupport  for  tho

i n i t i a t i v e a  o f  t h e  Qecmen Demoaratia  Repu 1 an.4  Caeuhoelovakta,  a8 well aa of

Dulqaria  and Romania, for establishing euah zones in Central Europa and in tha

Balkans, reepmtivoly.

While expanding trust, we ehould  at the same time refrain from what one might

oa l l  nmeasures  of mietruet”. Buoh  *meaaurea*  inulude,  first of al!., programmes for

developing a new generation of ohemkal wuapons, namely, binsry wospono.  What

prompts two State8 which partiaipate  in the talk8 on the prohibition of ohomiaal

weapons tcr prepare for manufacturing this nowest typo of chemical  weapons? They

allege that they have to guarantee their eeourity  for the period of drafting the

convention  - and those State6 are rather poeoimietic  08 to the oroepocts  for

ooncluding  that convention - and subseauently for tho period noodod  to destroy

existing stockpiles.
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In our view, suah orgumonte are totally unconvincing. We firmly believe that

eacurity muot bo strengthened  by leering  the levels of armaments. Ln f a c t ,  o n l y

this logio makes it poosiblo to conclude agreements on real disarmament mea8urea~

including those in the sphoro of chemical weapons. Aocordingly,  we cannot agree to

HIO continuation of the production, msdecniaation  and proliferation of ahemical

woapcns after tho convention banning chemical weapons has been conolude8.  That

would distort. tho very essence of the convention.

It stands to roaeon that to begin producing a new generation of ahemical

weapon8 new,  whon the negotiations on the complete  prohibition of such weapons,

including both old and now forms, are in t-ho home stretch, is a mejor  “measure OP

mist.ruet”. It  aalle into quoetion  the eincority of tbo intent iona of those who*

while negotiating a ban on ohomical weapons , are concurrently roouming their

production, Ma an improvod version at that.

The allegations  that the Soviet  Union poseeases  a larger areonsl of chemical

weapons have no bosio in fact. Hero I  should like to  refer to  the etatoment  meBe

by General Pikelov at the &JSCUW  proaa  conference on 5 October of this year, when

ho cited figuroe which attest to parity with the United States in chemical woapons-

I havo already oxpressed  our view of tho etate of affairs at the talks. I

should like to add that the mu jor obstacle which could delay the tn.1~~~88  of the

talks seemu tc bo the dusiro of some States  to gain time for producing binary

weapons.

As for the other argumont, that of ensuring 6ecurit.y during the period

roquirod  to  doutroy e x i s t i n g  etcckpiloe, I  should pint out that. according to th@

Wovioions  alroody tmtatively ayrood on , all existing titocks  of chemical weapons

must bo plocod under international control not later than 30 days aftor t.hQ

convention enters into force. In other  words, they will actually be removed Prom
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the araonolo o f  Stotos Luid  plaaod under a  port  o f  “intornoticnal  aQizurQ”. And if

WQ  COPlly wish to croPto ccnditiuna  in which thQ oocurity of StatQo will nut be

juopardiaod,  wo should th ink not  about  Iicw the oonvont ion ma)  allow the manufsoturo

of ohomiool woapone  aftor its entry into force  but  ratior &out oneuring thQ

convention@6  mtiximum e f f i c i e n c y  immodiatoly  upan ite ontry intQ fcrcQ.

WO bOliOv0 that the currant eoooion of tho Unitad  Notiono Gonoral Aoaombly  han

the right. to call upon States  not tc take any at.opo that could make it more

diefi0uit tc reach agroomant at the talks.

Doubtless there aro etill  quootions at the talks that romain to bo oxplorod

further and resolved, they include  the procoduro for the destruction of chumtoP

wQ&onO,  conditions to ensuro that thoy will not be monufuoturod in commercial

production, question8 regarding tho compcoition  and ntructuro of th0 convonticn

bcdioo  and, laot, the drafting of tho provisions relating to ahallonge

inepoctione. Wo aro aonvinoad that multilateral efforts by thQ partioipnnts  in the

tGlkQ will produce pcooitivo rQQultQ  i n  thcQQ GrQaQ  alno,

Work cn the convention will bo rouumed  at Gonova  in loos than (I month. Prom

23 to 27 November the Cbairmon  of the Ad llcc Commit.tw will hold coneultotions  with

the deloga tione pr osont . I wioh to atato that our  doloyotion will  cort.uinly bo

among  thorn. Upon-ondod  ccnaultationn will be hold from 30 November to 16 UOcQmbOr

and the Ad Hcc Committoo’e ooeeion  will take placa  from 12 t.o 29 January 1966.

TbuQ,  a great deal of work ie echoduled for the time remaining  bofcro  the 19RS

cession of the Conference on W3armamont~

; It ia cur vlow  that thQ yuQstion of tho Chairman and Cho mQndate  af the Ad Hoc
i
i Committoo for 1988 should  bQ ogrood upon i n  ~~VMCQ,  80 that no time is loot lotor

t
i n  resolving i t . Wo bQliovQ t.lat thQ Ad HOC CcmmittQo’B  mllndPto  should prOVid0  for

f
putting the finishing  touches on the draft ConVQntiOn, including i tn final wording.
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There is oomethhng olee that 1’  wish  1:o odd with royard to work on the

oonvention  i n  19SS. We muet  start even at this early dnto to think about making

the euhedula  of the negotiation8 as full a8 pooniblo. Any lose of time muot b0

PVoided. fn the light of tho other important diearmament moaeuree  elated for next

yoar, inteneifioation  of the talke on the prohibition of chomioal weapons will

require  the negotiatore  ti make additional efforts. Wo oall upon them to do 00.

The pace of work must not be elorrkened.

The Soviet Union ie convinced thot thero aro reaeonable  ~oceful alternetivoe

to war preparations. Chemistry ie no oxoeption in this respeaat..  The current. 10~01

of ohemistry  and ohemioal teahnology  makes it l~ooible  t.o .doel succeeetully with

many urgent problem8 of providing docent condition0  of life on earth. The

convention  on the prohibition of ohamicol  wenwono  muat open up broad opwor  tunitioo

for Promoting interaation among Stotee and uoint~ the achievements of chemistry for

the benefit of progress, Intoreeting propooeal.8  in thio aro.a  have  already boon put

forward at the Geneva talks. The swiot Union advocotos thho development of brood

international oo-ogeration  in the poocoful use of tho achievements of the ohemicel

and biological euienoee and the elaboration of appropriat.0 programmes.

Sinoe the talke on th4 prohibition of ohomicel  weapons  are now at their final

etage, it would be desirable, in our view, for  the  Goneral Aeeombly  et i t s  currant

SessiOn to adopt a oonsensue resolution on the yuootion  of banning chemical

weapons, and the central feature of that resolution  would be an appeal  to Stnteo to

oontribute in every way to the early finaliration of the convention on the

prohibition and elimination of chemical wooyono  and of the industrial baoe f(x

their production. The adoption of a singlo  Lxxieeneue  rusolut.ion  by the General

Assembly would reflect an awareneae that the talks ars now at their most crucial

stage and would provide a useful impettue  for their successful conclusion.
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Tho offorto of mruiy yoaro to draft a convention outlawing ohomical woop~na  are

finally drawing to a su~~eassful conclusion and have now beoome an essential

component  of the world community ‘8 endoavoure  to eneure  mankind’o survival through

a comprohansive  syetam of international peaae and seaur  ity. In pursuing a broad

dialogue on a new organisation of relationa among State0 , the General Aoso~~My mUnt

Week out forcefully in favour of a seoure  world, and a very important. factor for

that will be tho oarly completion of the convention on the prohibition and

elimination of ahemioal  weapone.
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The CHAIRMAN (intergrotation  from Pronch) I O@~pit@  tho offorts to roduao

the number of draft reeolutions,  the Committoo w-11  again havo to uoneidor a great

number of thorn. tlome 76 draft resolutions and two draft d@Jisiona  have boon

proposed on various agenda itome pertaining to disarmament. Thirty-eight draft

roaolutions  have bean dietributed  as documents this morning, and 12 more  will bo

diotributad  today. Th@  Yocrotariat will do everything within its powor  to

diotribute  the other draft resolutione  tomorrow, 29 October.

On behalf of the Committee ,  I  ehould  l i k e  t o  exyrooe agyrociation  to  the

Sooretariet,  inoluding  tho etaff of tho Documents Control Section, for tho groat

diligenao  and dedication displayed in th@ compilation, procoaeiny  and distribution

o f  a l l  these doouments.

As I have already said, it is my intention to follow tho practice that has

QVOlVQd  over the pest fow yoars of grouping draft resolutions so ae to facilitoto

the ConUnitteo’s  work When  it is considering and taking action on drafts. Ill ChO

course  of thQ weak the Uureau will yroup them appropriately*

I should therefore bo able to provide  mambors  with ougyostiono  concerning tho

organizetion  of our work in tho first fow days of the next phase of the Committee’s

work. Perhaps  betweon now and the boginning of next wook wo ohnll be able to maka

specific proposals in this regard.

The meotiny roQ0 ot 11.30 a.m.


