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'l'ho moeting WilU cilllod lU.UUIlH ilt .LO.JO il.lII.

AGiNUA I~~MB 40 ~O 69 (oontinued)

S~ATEMiN~B ON SPECIFIC DlSARMAMEN~ Au~NDA ITEMS AND CONTINUATION Of T"E UENE1\AL
DEBATE, AB NECESSARY

Hr. li'IUED~RSDORF (Unitod StiltOU oC Amotica)I KllowinlJ \)t tho il\t(}~out

within this Committee regarding the continuin\j negotiatiunu uetwool\ lily ClluntL"Y <lnd

the Soviet Union, I wish to inform tho membero ot the COl1l1l1ittoo th<.lt it wall

announcod today, both in Washington anll in Moocow, that Soviot l1'oroign Minil:ltot

Shevcudnadze will travel to Waahington tomoL"COW for anothur round ot t<.lJ kll at the

ministerial level with secretary of State, Goorge Shultz. It is our intention to

brief the Committeo early nOllt week. rOyl:lrdinlj recont dioclluoionD bolwoun out lWO

oountries, inoluding the talks to bo held in our capital thia woek.

Hr. BAYAR'l' (Mongolia) (intorpretation from Itusuian) I I wiUh tu OllprOll!l

our support and approval of tho continuing extremely u8eCul Soviet-United Statee

oontacts at a high governnlllnll.ll level, in particular tho rocuntly announcod viljit

of Mr. Shevardnadze, the Ministor tor Ii'oreign Affairs at tho Soviul Unioll, to

Washington tomorrow, llnd tho pooltive resultu of the nO<jotii.ltionG whi<.:h took p1<.1';'·

a few dayo ago at Moseu",' betwoon the SUI/iet leadoCl"hlp anu thu lJnitou :;toll08

Seoretary of State Shultz. We lIrQ ':JratiCied by the cOllllnulIl<.:<.Itloll la tho ot:lI.!l;t

that the major qUdstions in thu troaty on tho elimination ut lIIodium- ,.IIId

ehort-range miso1!es havu al.roady boon ay~ood upon <1lld th<.ll lho trllolly <:oIn now be

finalized and signed in tho I/ory near tuturo.

OnCQ again we should liko to oxprooo tho hopo that tollowin<j tilt! con<.:lul:lioll o!

that treaty, tho Soviet Uniun and the United StatUl:l of Amer h:u will L'o<1ch a'Jrotllllont.

on a SO per cent reduction ot I;ItraLo\jlc offenuive wO<1ponLl. 1n lh... t connuclioll,

MonljJolia wolcomes the conotructive otepe undortaken by t.he SOl/iet Union in the iHe<.l
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(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

of aohieving suoh an agreement ~nd notes with satisfaotion that, ao a result of the

reoent Mosoow negotiations, the two sides have been able to establish the basis for

a rapprochement in their positions. In our view strict oomplianoe with and

stren9t.h~ning ut the Soviet-United atates anti-ballistic missile Treaty of 1~72 is

of key 8ignifioanoe in aohieving the objeotives of a radioal reduction in strategio

offenaive weapons beoausa &trategio offensive and defensive weapons are inseparably

linked.
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(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

The preamble to the treaty oontains tho olear. provision that effeotive

measures to limit anti-ballistio systems would be a substantive faotor for ourbing

the strategio-offensive-weapons raoe and would lead to reduoing the danger of

nuolear war. This is the reason f~r the universal signifioanoe of the Treaty, and,

as was noted in a statem~nt on 14 Ootober by V. F. Petrovsky, Deputy Minioter for

Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union, that bil&teral dooument is an important and

inseparable part of the system of international la~. The seourity interests not

only of the Soviet Union and the United States of Anlc,rioa but of the entire

international oommunity arc linked to it.

Therefore we cannot remain indifferent to the continuing debates on this

T'eaty and to the extremely important objective of preserving and strengthening

it. Sorupulous oompliance ",ith all pcovisions of the Treaty and measures to

strengthen it form tl.~ basis for halting and reversing the arms raoe on Earth and

for preventing ita oxtension to outer space.

We cannot disguise our concern regarding the statements of the United States

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

Defense Initiative (SDI) programmo. 'L'he well-known scenario of tho SUI makos it

clear that it is incompatible with the anti-balliatic missilo Troaty.

Ilowever, wo h01>0 that the continuing constructive dialogue betwoon the Soviol:

Union and tho United State,. will enable ua to find a soLution to tho 1'rol.>lol1\ of

proventing un arms raco in 61'aco. Aa oarly UD January 1965, the two aidoD ugreod

that: tho objoctive of their nogot\utiono ~n nuolear und s£lace weupona would be to

work out effective agroomento aimed at provonting an arms raco in apace and halting

the arms race on ~arth, at limiting and reduoing nucloar weapons and at

strengthening strategic Btal.>ilil:~.
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'1'ho prosent situation requiroa otrengti,oning not only the AllM '1'l:eaty but alao

the existing legal basis for keeping outer space weapon-frae. Beyond the soope of

ourrently valid international treaties and agreemenls, it is still possible to

deploy in space anti-satellite weapons and other types of w~apons whioh are not

classified as weapons of mass destruction, nor 115 thoro an~ provision for the

immunity of space objects. These and other gaps must be f\ll~d.

The international community has available to it, in the form of the conf.erence

on l>1aarmamer I the mechanism l\eCessary for holding seriou6 and SUbstantive

negotiations to prevent the spread of the arms race into outer space. This

multifaceted body has received from various States many innovative id~as, concrete

initiatives and proposals which could serve ss the basis for finding points of

departure for holding negotiations and resolving ur~9nt questions.

Mongolia is gratified at the re-establishment this year of the~

committeo on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Under ~he skilled

leadership of the represontative of Italy, Ambassador Aldo Pugliese, thA colnmittee

has already, for all practical purposes, carried out its mandate to define and

identify existing prohibitions and limitations and has also singled out those

problems which require a new agreemont or agreements. Therefore .... ia now

necessary to turn the activities of the~ committee to the wor~'ng out of

concrete measures to avert the arms race in outer apace, as has been recommended on

numerous occasions in General Assembly rosolutions. We are confidnc that this

year too, tho Goneral Assembly will rIJcol1unend the holding of negotiations aim'3d at

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

'1'ho interll.1tional community is now facing the large-scale problem of keeping

weapons away froln outer space and ensuring its peacefUL use for the benefit of

mankind. A solution to these problemo will be promoted by the oa::tabliahment of a
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(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

world space organization. That question can be discussed and resolved both in the

United Nations ~nd in another appropriate international forum.

The major task of such an org~nilation wou)d be to co-ordinate the aotivities

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

peaceful purposes. It could, working with national teohnical bodies wherever

possible, verify compliance by States with the provisions of present and future

agreements in the area of pLeventing an arms raoe in outer space.

A world space organization will have to take into account the interests of all

States, in particular the sceia-economio developme~t objectives and needs of the

developing countries. The same purposes would be served by the establishment, with

the assistance of the major space Powers, of an international centre for oonducting

joint studies and tor carrying out space technology projects at the request of

developing oountries.

Such a centre would include a school to train specialists and cosmonauts from

developing countries ~od a test range for launching space objects. The possibility

for tIle 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 ABse~bly devoted to disarln&ment will

meet next year, precisely 10 years after the h~lding of the first such seasion. In

preparing for the upcoming sossion, we must, first and foremost, rccogn~.ze the fact

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

disarmament and the goals and tasks set ~o'tn in t.he Final Document of the firot

special session and that today a new and respons~Qle approach to the question of

war and peace is required.
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(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

In that viow, tho major objective of the aeasioh will be the preparation of a

firm mate~ial basis which will enable us to make the 1990's a decade for building a

nuclea~·free and non-violent world.

The necessary guidelines for the adoption of suoh a decision already exist.

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

the Soviet pr'~gramme for tne stage-by-stage total elimination of nuolear weapons by

the year 2000. It deserves partioular attention, among other reasons, baoause it

was worked out and put forward by a nuolear State. The programme iA tealistio

beoause i~ is based on the fu~~amental principle of equality and equal seourity,

with oonstantly dectoasing levels of nuclear weapons and with due regard for the

qualitative and quantitative aspects of existing nuclear~eapon arsenals.

It should be emphasized that these initiatives have been developed ann

oonsiderably expanded, taking into account thQ positions of various States and

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

and other socialist countries.
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(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

The recently held International Conferenoe on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development was an event of enormous international significance.

It reaffirmed the close link between disarmament and development, which ha! Deen

recognized b~ the international community. Our a&sessment of the r~aults of the

COnference was expressed in the joint statement of the socialist countries made at

the end of the Conference (A/CONF.1JO/27).

Now that the Conference is behind us, what lies ahead is the most important

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

it adopted. That wo~k would be greatly promoted by a consideration of the complex

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

In addition, the establishment of an inter .~tional "Disarmament for Development"

fund would show the determination of ~tates to make their policies reflect the

universally recoqnized linka~e between disarmament and development.

~~ (Austria)1 Exaclly JJ years have passed since, in 19'4,

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

should be considered on.its own merits. The hazardous radioactive fall-out from

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

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

strontium, caesium and ivdine. At the same time, the world learned of the fateful

consequences and of the mechanisms transferring 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 l~S4, in a letter to the Secretary-General.

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

end test explosione of nuclear weapons, as a first step towarus the discontinuance

of the production and stockpiling of such weapons.
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(Mr. Inzko, Austria)

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 testa. 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 Aust~tan delegation, that voluntary nuclear-test ban wae 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 Fart of the partie~ involved.

Howev~r, owing to the fact that nuclear testing reoumed in 1961, further

proposals 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 Foreign Ministers of the

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

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

international co-operation and towards strengthening international security and

pro~oting the conditions of peace and stability will ba further atimulated. In a

spirit of greater trust, the finalhation of neyotiated commitments, not only UB

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

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

effective measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear-arluB race and to

nuclear disarmament will have auother chance to be successful.
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With this in mind, it should also be poesjble to overcome the obs.,cles

preventing the ~oncl"si~n of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Negotiations on such

a tre'ty should start at an early date in accordance with tho preamble of the

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

explosions of nuclear weapons for all time seems to UB 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 \. i.dely recognized tha~· there are no insurmountable technical obstacles

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

Specialiets in many countries ha"~ developed a considerable amount of ex~ortise

aV'l.ilat.le to the inter.lational cOm.'lunity, so that the technical question of

verification could be 50lved in a politlcA~ly acceptable way. We expect that the

Conference on DisarmalR/i!'"~ will give its early and urgent attention to the detail&d

consideration of the issues ir.volved in the elaboration of a comptehensive test-ban

agreemen~. Such a draft agreement would form the basis of a nec~asacy universal

appeal to the members of the internatJ..onal conununity to subscribe to thil:l eSl:lontial

disarmament concept.

It is true that the end of testing doe:- not automatically lead to a reduction

of nuclear wenpons and that th~ prospects of negotiations· cn such reductions have

an impact on the negotiations regarding a test ban. But if each advance in one

area of disa.mament had to wait for progress in other areas, all negotiations would

be deadlocked.

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

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

lests. The need for such a treaty has become more and more e~ident. Since the

Second World War, we have witnessed more than 1,500 nuclear-test explosions.
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Therefore, on several ocoasiuns, Austria has stressed that any reduotion or ban on

nuclear tests should be supported by the oo~uunity of nations. Acoordingly, my

delegation weloomed the test moratorium announced by the Soviet Union in

August 1985, including its Btlveral extenoions. That n1outorium expired last

February, and it is to be regretted that during the time it was in foroe, the

opportunity was not used to Inake substantial progress leaaing to a world-wide test

ban.

Comparing the first seven months of this year with the same time-frame of

1986, we learn that nucl~ar-test explosions have risen from 12 to ?7. ~his

substantial inoreaBe should serve as a powerful reminder that a oomllrehensive

test-ban treaty is one of the highest priorlti~s on the disarmament agenda.

In this connection, let me once again refer to the Austrian Government's

public appeal of 3 FebrualY 1987 to the Governments of the Soviet Union and the

United States of America. In its appelll, my Government '!lxpressed its confidence

that an imnlediate start of negotiations and the conclusion of a comp~hensive

test-ban treaty without delay would oonstitute a aigl\ficant step in reuucin9 the

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

super-Powers to renounce furthor nuclear testing pending the conclusion ot such a

'freaty.

On the other, positive side, however, a historical account shows that during

the past 30 yoa. j ~n evolution has t.aken place, both within the framework of the

Conference on Dioarmamrmt and outside of it.

This evolution, together with the present favourable political climate, makes

it possible fo' ~he t..nited States and the Soviet Union to recollunence negotiaotions

otarting in early November 1987.
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This exchange of views betwCilQn expet'\:s of the two Governments will, wo hO~)I:l,

lead to the ratification of the two partial teot-ban llllroomQnto of 1974 IIlld 1!l'/6.

Although Auotrill welcomes tho entry into foroe of those agreements, they should not

distract us from our efforts to reach a comprehonsive toot-ban troaty at. tho

earliest possible moment.
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We should view in the same positive light the agreement reached between the

Soviet Academy or Aoienoes and a 9rouP of united States scientists on scientifio

co-operation with a view to maki1l1 possible the verifioation of nuolear telJts.

That oan be ~on8i~ered as a first step in gaining the nooeasnry expeltise to

monitor nuclear teSt9 reliably. In this oontext, I should also like to reoa11 the

offer of the six IIeado of State or Government to establish temporary monitorin~

otations in the United S':ateo of Amerioa !lnd the soviet Union and on their own

respeotive territories, as expressed in the Mexico Deo1aration adopted at Ixtapa on

7 August 1986.

Austria we100mes those initiati es, since it considers that agreement on the

oomprehell:live test-ban treaty is an essential element in reduoing nuo1oar danger.

Austria has therefore always endorsed or co-oponsored the relevant resolutions

within the framework of the United Nations. It furtherlllore fully supports the

conoept outlined in the five-continents initiativl: and actively partioipated in the

work of the~ Group of seismic oxperts of the Conferenco on Disarmament.

In conclusion, allow me to express the hope of the Austrian delogatior. that

the forthcoming talks between the super-Powers will lead to ooncrete results and to

durable arrangements. However, any agreoment reached should not result only in a

moratorium, in improvod monitoring of toots, or in a better advanoe-information

systom or toota at lower levelsl those may be oonsidered to he intermedlste goals

and uBeful steps. The ultimato goal, in the view of the Austrian delegation, must

he a comprehensive ban "n all nuolear testa by all IItatos, in all environments, for

all time.

Mr. NAZARRIN (Union of Scwiot Rooialiot Repuhlica) (interprotation from

Russian) I The Soviet delegation has already nad an opport.unity to congratulate you

and the Vice-Chairmen, as well as the Rapporteur, on your election to yOl',r posto.

I should like poroonally to wish you and the other office!s o~ the Committee
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continued sucoess at this responsible stage of the COIRmittee's work, when we are

approaohing the adoption of draft resolutions.

Today, th~ Soviet delegation intends to address the question of banning

chemical and baoteriological weapons, agenda item 61.

My colleagues and • have repeatedly baen approached by reprelentatives of

other delegations with this questionl How do you explain the fact that the soviet

union has been working with such determination for the speedy oonclusion of a

convention on the complete prohibition and destruotion of chemical weapons? J

should like to begin by responding to that question.

The prohibition of chemical weapons is not the only goal of our efforts. We

are pursuing a systematic and consistent policy aimed at 801ving other

arms-limitation and disarmament problems as well. As to the queRtion -Why?-, the

answer is that disarmament, in our view, is at the very core ~f ft ~)mpr~hensive

system of intetnational securAty and it can beoome a reality only if ~ll means of

mass destruotion, whioh inoludes ohemioal weapons, are deotroyed. The So~iet union

has oonsistently wotked towards realization of the goal stated by leneral Seoreta~y

Mikhail Gorbaohev on 16 Ja~uary 1986, namely, the freeing of mankind from all forma

uf weapons of mass destruotion, inclUding chemioal weapons, by the end of this

century. The conolusion of a co~vontion banning ouoh weapons, together with the

Soviet-Amerioan neqotiationa on nuclear and spaoe weal~ns, would signify progress

towards disarmament and d6tente.

For us, the early conolusion of the relevant international convention on

ohemical weapons io one of tho top priority objeotives in disarmament efforts. At

the multilateral talks, the achievement of agreement on a glohal ban on ohemical

weapons is rightly reoognized as a most promising area, one in whioh the

international oommunity is now within reach of its desired goal.
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In OUl' hilateral contaota with the United State8 wo are 1I1ao 9uided hy I'm

intlu'oot in tho 0111' lV oonllluoioll ni' AIlCh a oonvont.ion. Aa the floviot c't9' \011

hall alroaay roportod, wo havo put forward a numhlu' 01: now Ilropoaala at tht:.

hilatoral level, in partioular with regard to the bilateral exohange of' data,

auhjoct to nJl~lroprt"to "Of if'ioation, hotween tho floviot Union and the lInitetl flt.aton

on miUtal'y-c~hplllical al'llonalB hoforo tho oonvention ia 8ignod. '1'he disoussion

oontinued ICOW dur ing tho talkn hold thoro on 22 and 23 OCtober. On the

whole, thooo dioounoiono 10101'0 u80t'ul. Aa Ii result of the disoussions thore has

emergod an identity 01' (~loAonoAa of tho positionn of the Soviet union anU the

United Statotl on Buch problems 00 the hilnteral exohanlJo of data on ohemical

woapono and the facilitiofl that manufallturtl thom, on mandatory ohallenge

inovoct iono, on oponncoo wi th I'oapoot to chomical weapono and on the

non-prolifol'ation of chemical weapons. All underBtamUng was reachod with respect

to thoofl problemo on which both sidtlB should focus attention in the future. At tho

oame time wo cUollqrooc1 wi th tho arqUlllonts of the I\mor iean side in favour of

initiating tllo produotion of binary weapono undor tho protext of adCQuately

assuring Itn national oecul'itv interosts. I sllall return later to our assessmQnt

of thoso planll.

'1'lIe conclusion of' the cOllvontion, which would Cl'own the hard work of nearly

20 years, would becomo an important lllmlmlU'k in h!Lltory. It wUl have positive

implicElt innu not only in tho Aphol'O of mU itUl'y acHvi H08 but alao in all oreau of

illl'ol'lHlt10llill cOlllprellllllu1vo oocudty.

~'irllt, the vory fact of tllo concluoioll of tho convention will demonstn.te t:he

high rORpon,lihi 11 ty of statoll and thoi r dosire to solvlJ the probloms involvod in

enIJul'inl,) secur Ity 1I0t throuqh m11 i tarv moanfJ and tllo accumulat Ion "r weapono of

malls alld totu I doulllll:t1011 hUI throu\lh IXlllli<.:dl lIlounu, thlOU'I1I disarmamolll

al.llllllmClllf.I. Il would alHo 11>i1llinn tho capability of' HtlltlJ8 to a88ume cOIICl'et,o
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obligatilmll in thtt militAry aphttrtt And to maktt a dolibt!rate choioe in favour of

restraint And self-restriotion.

Seoondly, the oonvention would htt a major atep towar:dll the democratization of

intttrnational relations and the affirmation of 90nuine equality aloon9 StateD,

bt!c8uue the diviaion of the world into oountries that poaueus ohemioal weaponll and

those that do not, ould br' overcome. It would Iltrencathen the sonlile of unhorsal

responsibility, the int8CJrlty of the world and tha indiv19ihility of intornat.ional

security.

Thirdly, the elaboration of a oonvention would bear out tho effeotiveness of a

multilateral approaoh to disarmament and the prospects for internationalized

efforts to move to a world free from weapons of mass destruction, a non-violent

world. It would enhanoe the prestige of the Geneva Conferenoe on n1sarmaml."nt as a

negotiating body. The oonvention would hecome a prototype for suhseQuent

agreements on those other problems that ~re on the 8caenda of the Conferenoo.
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MallY 1)art!cillunto in tho dobate in tho ~'irat Committeo have noted the reoent

1)[01l1:e1.l6 ill tho nogotiations on tho uanninca oC ohemioal woavons, oonduoted within

tho fl:amowol:k of tho COhtoronoo on l>iaarmarnont. I refer in particular to tho

aa60aalllont maao yoetoruay Ily tho Chairman of tho~ Conunitteo on ohemioal

weal>ono, who aaiul

"Wo oan otato that at tho olld ot thia year' a ooaaion of the Conferenoe on

l>iaarmalllo·.t tho oonvontion ia no longor a diatant goal but 11 real
•

poaaibility." (A/C.l/42/1'V.21, p. 18)

We lllao believe that thoso nIJgotiationa have now entered their final atage. 'rhe

uauio quootiono concerning a futul:o oonvention havo boen re60l'~ed in principlo,

firat anu foromost tho 1,rolllom of verification. '!'hat ia the reault of intenaified

talka ovor thu paut ono alia a half to \;wo yoars.

~'urthor \;0 the 15 Jallual:Y 1986 statement uy Mikhail 3. Gorbachev, in which a

groat doal of attontion io dovotod to chumical disaunament, tho U~SR haa proposod a

ao'ius of major initiativQu 011 thu koy iaauoa uef"l:u tho nogotiations at Geneva.

Lal;lt yoar thu ~oviot duluyation vrosol\tod dutailud proposals Cor the elimination .)f

chemical-woa(>On IJrOuuotioll fao ili t ieo anu for ",nauling, through atr iet

international control, that chullIical woa1Jons would not be l,Jrodueed in eOl1Uneroial

induatry. 'rhio yoar, we havo placed Oil the nego\:.iatillg table proposals to the

effect that chomica!-wuupulI utorugu fa(;Uitiuo ahould l)(l dE/clured, and that there

should I.>u vodHul.>lo cOlllllle\:c uca\:ructiol\ of their otookpiles and, ultimately,

challenge in01Joctiol10.

III putting forward thoao p[o(>Ooi.l1a wo LJaocu oursolvos on a realiatic view of

what is haplJening at the negotiations, all Wto 11 aB on un unbiased and respectful

lltt;iludo towarda tho pouit1ona ol: the other nogotiators. '1'0 sum up, that ia whlll:

new political thinking ia about in negotillt.ii\g practice: it is based on unity of

word aull deoo, of political otatomonto llnd nOlJotiating positions.
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'1'ho dl.'aft convention \)11 the 1'rohioition of ohemioal weallons, whioh reflects

bOth aql'oou proviuiollD - which oonuUtute tho majority - and issuos that remain to

bo resDlvod, woo croatod throu~h collo~tivo offorts. Uuriny tho 1907 sossion of

tho COl1fOrOIlCe 011 Llisarmamont, tha dral:'t text was eluichod with provisiolls on tho

doolaratioll 01:' chomical-woapon atorll:,jo I:'acilities and contl'ol over them up to and

illCludillg the completo dostl'uctioll of all utocklliJ.OO, 011 vedtiCJation of the

elimination oC cholll1cal-weapon ploductioll facilitios, on gu"rantoos that chemical

weapons would not be reconstitutod, <\lId on tho plallnod systom of llodios to bo sot

up within tho framowork of the CJonvl:lntion.

lt'or the Cirst tima, it was pOlloiu.lB to !:,roceed with formulating provisiolls 01

the convention with reolloct to chaUo'lgo inapoctions. '1'hat is POdlllllU the moot

impol'tallt 'ooult 01 this ye.u' u []eF~;ioll of' tho COIICoronCJu, alld one that opons up

prOBJ,locts Cor slloedill~ up the lIoyoti<ltions 011 tho ontiro rallY'~ of' problemo, uuovo

all those having to do 'IIith intornat:ional control. 'I.'ho Soviot Union will continull

to VrllDO for 109111 formalhatioll ul' the llrindple of lIlandatory challollgo

illSl'octionu ilccordiny to which Stat6G1 would not have the dght to rofueo to have

thelll conductud. 'I.'hat shuuld be enaured on the basie of equal rights and

ubligatiunu on tho pllrt o!! all pllrtillli\ tu the convontion, llmJ un the buoie o[

prOIllJ,lI:, oftective llnd floxible procouuroo [or conduoting Buch inopoctiono.

In working on other elementu uf control machinery for till! uonvertion, the

Soviet Union firmly beliovos 0100 th<lt it ie nl.'cossary to oatauHah II reliable Qnd

slt'in\lon\: Syutlllll of intelnationl.ll oOI'\',ro1. tvon now an ullderal:uluJiIl\l iu omeryln\l

amon\l tho lIeyotial:oru thaI:, in I:omlu of the Bcol,e alld depth of lIlutual inopuctioll

/lnll verification of' CJollll'.lianoe with ()b'~iyationo, \;ho fUI:Ul'O CJunvontion will be a

phenumellon ulI(Jreoedollto<.\ in \:hl.! hiutory <J1 d.lOl.lrllll.llllont. '1'hl1\: unuol'stunuin\l mool:,

the l'uqllirumulIl:,,; 101' till: elLuolivu lllimillillhm u1 CJhemic.:.Jl W'Nllontl lrum milit.Jl~
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Bodies sh~uld be establish~d, within the framework of the oonvention, to

ensure its effeotiveness. 'those bodies would in their totality aotually c:onstltute

international maohinery. we support the idea that from the very beginning of the

funotioning of the oonvention, parties ~o it should have at their disposal an

effective and authoritative agenoy, a reliable regulator of the process of ohemical

disarmament. To prepare for the ~ffeotlve entry into foroe of the oonvention, a

preparatory commission should be set up, composed of representatives of States that

have signed the oonvention.

Of course, a whole range of lasues still remaln unresolved at the

negotiations. Work has to be intensified to finalize the provisions that have been

agreed upon in prinoiple. Howe~er, we are not inclined to dramatize the remaining

obstaoles to an agreement. We are oonfident that these can be overcome if the

desire for the early conclusion of a oonvention prevails in the positions of the

negotiators. The time faotor is becoming increasingly important, espeoially since

the negotiations are prc.ceeding against the hackground of rapid developments in

chemistry and ohemical technology. The emerging chanoe to save mankind from the

ohemioal threat should not and Caitllot be missed.

On the basis of our assessment of the time factor, the Soviet Union has made a

number of important decisions, and is now putting them into effect. w~ have

stopped produotion of ohemioal weapons and are now accelerating th4 rate of

oonstruction on the basis of unique internal technological solutions of a special

facility for the destruction of the stockpiles, in the city of Chapaevsk. These

aotions are tangible testimony to our readiness to go along with eliminating these

weapons from military arsenals.

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

talks it would be extremely useful if the General Assembly at its current session
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camG out in favour ~f the early completion of a convention on the prohihition and

elimination of chemical weapons.

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

towards real disarmament. In the otandards of openness and glaanost that are now

being established, we see also the sprouts of a reasonable, responsible and

rational ordering of international affairs. That applies also to chemical

disarmament. Here too the Soviet union adheres to this principlel the more

disarmament, the more trust. The very fact that the negotiations have now entered

their final stage opens up favourable opportunities for taking meaoures to

strengthen trust and reaffirm openness. We hope that the arms race will be

replacod by competition in the area of confidence-building measures. We believe

such measures are an important way of stepping up negotiations on a convention

hanning chemical weapons.

As l.s well known, we in the Soviet Union recently organized, at the military

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

technology for destroying chemical w~apons with the use of a mobile facility.

Forty-five foreign delegations witnessed the demonstration, along with

representatives of the United Nations Secretariat and of the mass modis. In total,

136 foreign guests visited Shikhany.
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We oxhibited at the teat range 19 apocimono of chemical munitione of the Soviet

Union, including 10 apecimens of munitions for guns and rocket artillery, two

warheads for tactical misailos, six aerial bombs and apraying devices, and one

chemical grenade. Relevant information £OL' each specimen was provided with reapect

to its combat purpose and basic characteristioa. Information waa providod with

regard to all existing types of toxio agents in the Soviet Arluy, namely, a mixture

of muatard gas and lewisite, visoous lewisite, aarin, viccous aomon, VX, viacoue vx

and CS.

It waa also explained that the specimena of munitions ahown gave an exhauotive

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

the most complex questions is that of working out and agroeing on methoda for

determining the tOXicity of new chemioal oompounds in order to place thorn under one

or another verification regime provided for in the oonvention, the officials of the

Shikhany military facility gave a report on the methodology used in our country.

There was a demonstration of a mobile complex for destroying chemical weapono

and of the actual technology of destruction for ono type of chemical mun1tiona, a

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

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

laboratory and technical area and the residential area and spend time at the teat

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

placed on the use of photographic, video or sound-recording devices. 'l'he

demonstration at Shikhany illustrates the Soviet Union's new a~proach to questions

relating to openness. Our action was guided by the interests of a speedy, full,

ef fecti ve and ver if iable ban on chemical weapons and of prolllol .1g an increased

atmosphere of trust.
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The Soviet side was the first to embark on such a multilateral demonstration

of its actual inventory of typical chemical munition~. Thus the participants in

this demonstration at Shikhany were provided with essential information, including

information on our chemical weapons. Suppl~montary information was given at a

prells confel:ence held at Moscow on 5 October by the commander of the ch'3mical

forces of the USSR Ministry of Defence, Colonel-General V. K. Pikalov, and his

deputy, Lieutenant-General A. L. Kuntsevich. They explained, among other things,

t.hat at the Shikhany facility all chomical-warfare agents and all types of

munitions in the Soviet inventory were demonstrated excep~ for modified forms of

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

artillery shells with sarin were on display, while similar shells with mustard gas

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

lhis ~as done not to hid~ anything but '0 avoid repetition in describing each type

of munitions and each toxic aqent.

Many representatives who visited Shikhany have sent us latters noting the

great value of that visit for huilding confiJonce and for further progress at the

talks. 1 should like to take this opportunity to express our appreciation to all

those representatives for their favourahle assessment of our action.

The Soviet Union favours expanding the practice of stTengthening

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

"hemical weapons. We accepted the \lnited States invitation to visit a facility for

the destruction of chemical weapons at Tooele, Utah. Other arrangements are also

~eing planned, in particulp.r a visit by Soviet experts to Munster in the Federal

Repuhlic of Germa' y and p.ssibly to Porton !lown in the United Kingdom. Later we

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

(~astroying chemical weapons that is now under construction near the city of

Chapaevsk.
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We believe that lt would bo uoe£ul if the Gencral Assembly called upon States

to take further atoplJ to build conUo()lIce und enhance 0l)OOlICIUl in respect of

ohemical weapons. It ia important that this prOCe8IJ should 9roU in soope And

beoome multilateral. In l):uticular, Statuti mutlt dCfJlare whethel' or not there arc

stockpiles of chemical WOllt>ons in their territories or under their juriodiction or

contKol.

Meaaures to consolidate the rogimo ot the 1925 Geneva l'rotocol prohibiting the

use of chemical and bacterlological woapons in \r are in the interest of all. ~o

build on our declared readiness to use the good offices of the Socretary-General in

investigating cases of tt.e use of tlacter1ological weapons, the Soviet delegation

haa already stated its agreement to have such g<-od offices extend to the

investigation of cases in which chemical weapons are used.

The Soviet Union io in favour of cOllsolidatill<J the rules outlawing

bacter iological weapons, in lJarticular by strengthening the Convention's mAchiner:;

for verification. 'file results of the 1966 Second Conference to review the status

of the Convention and the 19117 meeting of scientific and technological experts - at

which important agreementu were reached on apecific confidonco-bulldin\J measures to

onhance the effectivenesu o[ the Convention and to step up international

co-oo>eration in the pcacuful UGea o[ the biolu<Jica.l. Ilcionces - mel'it a puaitivo

assessment. 'l'he USSIt Council of Ministers, which discusuod the reuults achieved by

those international bodies, instructed the competent Soviet min1atriea and agencies

to take all necosuary mlMBurou for ur.condit1onal alld IIcrupuloua compliance with the

agreements arrivod at. 111 acconlance with the estab.l.iahod timetable, the Soviet

Union conununicated relevant \n[ormation to the l>1aarmwnont l>epartment of the United

Nationll Secretariat. 'fhe Soviet Union will strictly honour the reconulIenclationll

agreed to by the siqllaloriell to the Convention 011 lhe prohibition of

bacterioloCjical weavunu. Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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The proclamation of various regions of the world as zones in whioh the

deployment, testing, manufaoture, aOQuisition and storage o~ ohemioal We&l1OnU would

be prohibited oould oonstitute major intermediate steps towards the glohftl

elimination of ohemioal weapons. The Ooviet Union reaffirms its uUP1>ort for the

initiativee of the German Democratio Repu I an~ Czechoslovakia, as well as of

BUlgaria and Romania, for establishing suoh zones in Central Europo and in tho

Balkans, respeotively.

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

oall ~measures of Inistrust~. Suoh ~m8asures~ inolude, fi~st of Ql~, programmes for

developing a new generation of ohemical woapons, namely, bin~ry wo~pons. What

prompts two States whioh partioipate in the talka on the prohibition of ohemioal

weapons tu prepare for manUfacturing this noweat typo of chomical weapons? They

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

convc~tion - and those States are rather posoimistic as to the prospocts for

concluding that convention - and subseQuently for tho poriod nooded to dostroy

existing stockpiles.
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In ou~ view, such a~guments are totally unconvincing. We firmly believe that

seou~ity must be strengthened by lowering the levels of armaments. In fact, only

tilis logic makes it poosiblo bo conolude agreements on real disarmament measures,

inclUding those in the sphere ot chemical weapons. Acoordingly, we cannot agree to

".be oontinuation of the production, modernization and proliferation of chemical

weapons after the oonvention banning ohemical weapons hao been concluded. That

would distort. tllo very essence of the convention.

It stands to roason that to boyin producing a new generation of chemical

weapons now, whon the negotiaUons on the complote prohibition of auoh weapona,

inoluding bOtil old and new forma, are in the home stretch, ia a major -measure of

mist.rust N
• It oalls into question the sinoerity of tho intentions of those who,

while negotiating a ban on chomioal weapons, are concurrently roauming their

production, and an improved version at that.

The allogations that the Soviot Union lx>ssesses a larger arsonsl of chemical

weapone havo /l0 basis in fact. Ilere I should like to refer to tho statement made

by Goneral Pikalov at the Moscow pross conference on 5 OCtober of this year, when

he cited figures which attest to parity with the United States in chemical weapons.

I havo alroady expressed our view of the state of affairs at the talks.

should 1 ike to add tllat the major obstacle which could delay the success of the

talks seems to be the dosire of some States to gain time for producing binary

weapons.

As for the ot.her argumon t, that of ensur ing secur it.y dur ing tho per iod

required to destroy existing stockpilos, I should point out. that. according to the

provioions alroady t.entatively agreed on, all existing IJtocks of chemical weapons

must bo placed under international control not later than 10 days after the

convention enters into forco. In other words, thoy will actually be removed from
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tJ10 8rsonals of Statos und plaaed undut a llott of "intornat1cn al soburQ". And if

wo really wish to Cl'OUto conditicms in which the aecurit.y o( statos will not bo

jeopardizod, wo should tJlink not about how tJle convention ma~ allow the manufacture

of ohemical weapons after its en try into foroe but: ratJler .wou t ensur ing tho

conventionls maximum effioienoy immodiatoly upon its entry into forco.

Wo beliove that the curront SOIHlion of t.he Unitod Nations Goneral Aaaembly haA

tho right. to oall upon States not to take any at,ops t'llul~ oould make it more

diffioult to reach agreement at the talks.

Doubtless there are stUl questions at tho talks t'llat remain to be explored

further and resolved, they include t'lle procedure for the destruction of chemical

weapons, oondi tions to ensur e t'llat thay will not be m£lnufaotur ed in commercial

production, questions regarding the oomposition and structuro of t'llo convention

bodies and, last, the drafting of the provisions relating to challenge

inspections. We are oonvinoed t'llat multilateral efforts bj the l>articipants in tho

talks will produce positive rosults in t'l\ose areas also.

worll. on t'lle canyon tion will be r Quumod at Geneva in leas tJll1l1 a mon th. l"rom

2) tQ 27 Novomber the Chairman of the~ Committee will hold consultations with

the delo9ations present. I wiah to state that out delegation will certainly bo

among them. Opon-endod consultations will be held from )() Nf)Vember to 16 Docomber

and the~ Committee IS 80ssion will take placo from 12 to 29 January 1988.

Thus, a grellt deal of work is schodulod for the timo remaining before the 1988

sossion of the Conference on Disarmament.

It is our view that the question of tho Chairman and l'ho mandate of the~

Committee for 1988 should be agrood upon in advanco, so that no time is lost later

in rosolving it. Wo believe t.lat the.!!!.!..!!2£ CommHtoo's mandate should provido for

putting the finishing touches on the draft convent"ion, including itD final wording.
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'l'here ia lIomothing lIlse that l wioh to lldo with re9ard to work on the

oonvention in 1988. We must start even at thie early d61:0 to think about making

the schedule of the negotiations as full ae p08oiblo. Any loss of time mUGt bo

avoided. In the light of tho other important diellrmamont meaeures slated for noxt

year, intensifioation of the talks on the prohibition of chemioal weapons will

require the nQ9otiators to make additional offor t.s. Wo oall upon them to do eo.

The pace of work must not be sllhlkened.

Tho Soviet Union is oonvinced that thero arc reasonable peaoeful alternatives

to war prepantiona. Chemistry is no Qxoeption in t11io respect. The current. lovel

of chemistry and ohemioal teohnology makos it l~oeible to 'doal successfully with

many urgent problems of providing decont conditiollo of 11 fe Oil ear the The

convention on the prohibition of chomioal weapono must open up broad opportunitieo

for promoting intenotion among States and uoill'J tJle aohievements of chemistry for

the benefit of progress. Interesting propasale ill thio area have already been put

forward at the Geneva talks. 'rhe soviet Union advocates the development of broad

international oo-operation in tile peacoful uso of tho achievemonts of t.he ohemical

and biological suiencea and the elaboration of appropriate programmes.

Since the talks on th~ prohibition of chemical weapons are now at t.heir final

stage, it would be desirable, in our viow, for tlUl Goneral Assembly at ita currant

session to adopt a oonsensus resolution on tlle quostion of banning chemical

weapons, and the central featuro of that rOBolution would be an appeal to States to

oontribute in every way to the early finaU"ation of the convention on the

prohibition and eUmination of chQllIical woapons and of the industrial basc for

their production. 'l'he adoption of a singlo (."Onl3ensua reBolut.ion by the General

Assembly would reflect an awareneBS tJlat the talks are now at their most crucial

stage and w~uld provide a useful impetus for their successful conclusion.
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'l'ho offorte of m~ulY yoaro to draft a convention outlawing ohomical wClaIX'llo aL'e

finally drawing to a Iluocossful conolusion and havo now beoome an eaeontial

com\JOnont of the world oommunity's endoavours to ensure mankind'a survival through

a comprehensive system of international peace and seourity. In pursuing a broad

dialogue on a new organiaation of relations among States, ~he General Assombly munt

sl~ak out forcefully in favour of a seoure world, and a very important factor for

that will be ~ho oarly completion of the convention on the prohibition and

elimination of ohemioal weapons.
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'l'he CIIAIRMAN (interpretatiun from ~'renoh) I I)espite the efforta to reduoe

the number of draft resolutions, the Committee w.ll again have to oonsider a groat

number of them. Some 76 draft resolutions and t~ draft deoisiona have been

proposed on various agenda items pertaining to disarmament. ~hirty-eight draft

resolutions have been distributed as documents this murning, and 12 more will be

distributed today. The Secretariat will do everything within ita power to

diotribute the other draft resolutions tomouow, 29 Ootober.

On behalf of the COQUnittee, I should like to eXl,Jreas appreciation to the

Secretariat, includin9 the staff of the Doouments Control Section, for the careat

dilicaenoe and dedication displayed in the compilation, prooessin9 and distribution

of all these documents.

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

evolved over the past few years of grouping draft resolutions 00 as tu facilitato

the Committee's work when it is considerinca and taking action on drafts. In the

course of the week the Bureau will 9rouP them appropriately,

I should therefore be able to provide members with Guggostiona concorning the

orgQnization of our work in the £irat few daya of the next phase of the Committee's

work. Perhaps between now and the bog inning of next weol( we ahall be able to make

specific proposals in this re9ard.

'rhe meeting roso at 11.30 a.m.
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