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Symbol Subject of the document Date

Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, USSR —
Negotiations on ending the production of al types

CD/4 of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their 1 February 1979
stockpiles until they have been completely
destroyed

CD/36/Rev.1 G21 — Working Paper on Qessﬂlon of Nuclear 12 July 1979
Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

CD/116 G21 - Working paper on Qessﬂlon of Nuclear 9 July 1980
Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament
G21 - Statement on Item 2 of the Agenda -

CD/180 Cessation of Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear 24 April 1981
Disarmament

CD/238
V enezuela— Consequences of the use of nuclear 4 February 1982

weapons
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CD/256

CD/259

CD/309

CD/327

CD/341

CD/380

CD/398**

CD/3%4

CD/411

CD/526

CD/633

German Democratic Republic — Non-stationing of
nuclear weapons on the territories of States where
there are no nuclear weapons at present

German Democratic Republic — Draft mandates for
ad hoc working groups on a nuclear test ban, and
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament

India— Draft mandate for Ad Hoc Working Group
on Prevention of Nuclear war under item 2 of the
agenda of the Committee on Disarmament

Polish People' s Republic — Declaration of the
Pugwash Movement

G21 — Working paper

Belgium — The prevention of nuclear war —
Confidence Building Measures

Compilation by the Secretariat - Prevention of
nuclear war, including all related matters

France — Freeze on nuclear weapons

Australia, Belgium, Germany — Federal republic of,
Italy, Japan, Netherlands — Prevention of nuclear
war, including all related matters

G21 - Statement on Item 2 of the Agenda -
Cessation of Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear
Disarmament

Australiaand New Zealand — South Pacific Nuclear
Free Zone Treaty

5 March 1982

12 March 1982

11 August 1982

8 September 1982

4 February 1983

25 April 1983

20 July 1983

18 July 1983

11 August 1983

26 July 1984

15 August 1985
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Statement of the General Secretary of the CPSU

CD/649 Central Committee, Mikhail Gorbachev 20 January 1986
China — Working paper on Cessation of the Nuclear
CD/767 Arms Race and Realization of Nuclear disarmament 6 July 1987
CD/797 USA - Joint US — Soviet Summit Statement 5 February 1988
CD/799 USSR - Joint Soviet-US Summit Statement 5 February 1988
G21 - Draft Mandate of an Ad hoc Committee on
CD/819 Item 2 of the Agenda. 18 March 1988
Special Report of the CD to the Third Special
CD/834 Session of the General Assembly: Paragraphs 57— 2 May 1988
76
Joint Statement by Nordic Foreign Ministers on the
CD/835 20" Anniversary of the NPT 6 July 1988
. th .
CD/836 Mexico - Statement on the 20~ Anniversary of the 7 July 1988
NPT
UK - Statement of Sir Geoffrey Howe on the 20™
CD/837 Anniversary of the NPT 7 July 1988
USSR letter in reply to questions from the TASS
CD/838 correspondent 1 July 1988 7 July 1988
USA - Statement commemorating 20" Anniversary
*
CD/839 of the NPT 13 July 1988
. th .
CD/841 Hungary - Declaration on the 20™ Anniversary of 15 July 1988

the NPT
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CD/844*

CD/845

CD/846*

CD/847*

CD/850

CD/855

CD/859

CD/860

CD/866

CD/914

USSR - Joint Statement at the Moscow Summit

USSR - Text of the agreement between the USSR
and the USA on the Notification of Launches of
Intercontinental Ballistic Missiles and Submarine-
launched Ballistic Missiles

USA - Joint Statement of the US and the USSR

USA - Text of the agreement between the USA and
the USSR on the Notification of Launches of
Intercontinental Ballistic Missiles and Submarine-
launched Ballistic Missiles

Egypt - Statement on the occasion of the 20™
Anniversary of the NPT

Australia — Statement on the occasion of the 20™
Anniversary of the NPT

India - Action Plan for Ushering in a Nuclear-
weapon-free and Non-violent World Order

Venezuela - Communication sent to Ministers of
Depositary countries of the Treaty Banning nuclear
weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and
under water, concerning a proposed amendment to
the submitted Treaty

Canada - Statement on the occasion of 20®
Anniversary of the NPT

Germany - Communiqué issued by the session of
the committee of foreign ministers of the states
parties to the Warsaw Treaty and Declaration on
tactical nuclear arms in Europe

29 July 1988

25 July 1988

29 July 1988

29 July 1988

1 August 1988

8 August 1988

15 August 1988

22 August 1988

31 August 1988

13 April 1989



CD/926

CD/934

CD/943

CD/967

CD/973

CD/974

CD/978

CD/995

CD/1000

The Netherlands - documents adopted at the North
Atlantic Council in Brussels 29 and 30 May 1989

Romania - communiqué of the meeting of the
political consultative committee of Warsaw Treaty
States and document ‘For a stable and secure
Europe free of nuclear and chemical weapons, for a
substantial reduction of armed forces, armaments
and military spending’

USA - Text of agreement between the USA and the
USSR on Prevention of Dangerous Military
Activities

Nigeria - proposed agreement on prohibition on the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against non-
nuclear-weapon States parties to NPT

USA - documents from the Wyoming and Moscow
Meetings

USSR - documents from the Wyoming and
Moscow Meetings

USA - Statement of the commemoration of the 20™
Anniversary of the entry-into-force of the NPT

Canada and international safeguards: verifying
nuclear non-proliferation

USSR - Text of the agreement between the USSR
and the USA
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22 June 1989

19 July 1989

4 August 1989

14 February 1990

23 February 1990

23 February 1990

15 March 1990

26 April 1990

12 June 1990
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CD/1001

CD/1002

CD/1004

CD/1005

CD/1006

CD/1013

CD/1047

CD/1079

CD/1096

USA - Agreement between the USA and the USSR
on destruction and non-production of chemical
weapons and on measures to facilitate the
multilateral convention on banning chemical
weapons and agreed statement in connection with
the agreement

USSR - Press release and Declaration on the

outcome of the meeting of the Political Consultative

Committee of the States Parties to the Warsaw Pact
Treaty

USA - Joint statements on the Treaty on Strategic
Offensive Arms and future negotiations on nuclear
and space arms and further enhancing strategic
stability

USSR - Joint statements on the Treaty on Strategic
Offensive Arms and future negotiations on nuclear
and space arms and further enhancing strategic
stability

UK - Document adopted at the Ministerial Meeting
of the North Atlantic Council of 7-8 June 1990

UK - Document ‘Declaration on a transformed
North Atlantic Alliance issued by the Heads of
State and Government participating in the meeting
of the North Atlantic Council of 5-6 July 1990

Argentina and Brazil - Joint statement on common
nuclear policy

France - Arms control and disarmament plan

DPRK - Proposal on nuclear-free zone on the
Korean peninsula

12 June 1990

14 June 1990

20 June 1990

20 June 1990

20 June 1990

13 July 1990

24 January 1990

3 June 1991

9 August 1991



CD/1103

CD/1134

CD/1156

CD/1173

CD/1181

CD/1182

CD/1193

CD/119%4

CD/1195

CD/1196

CD/1197

France - Communiqué following the meeting of the
five on arms transfers and non-proliferation

Chile - Statement concerning international
disarmament

UK - Letter to the Secretary-General of the CD

Report of the Conference on Disarmament: pages
11-20

Ukraine —Statement: How to prevent the
proliferation of nuclear weapons

Belarus — Letter to the Secretary-General of the CD

Protocol signed by Belarus, Kazakhstan, Russian
Federation, Ukraine and USA to the Treaty between
USA and USSR on Reduction and Limitation of
Strategic Offensive Arms

Treaty between the USA and the Russian
Federation on Further Reduction and Limitation of
Strategic Offensive Arms

Letter by the Depositary Governments of the NPT

Mexico - Text of Resolution 290 (VII)

Turkey - Declaration of the association with the
Joint Statement of the Depositaries of the NPT of
1968 concerning withdrawal of the DPRK from the
Treaty
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19 August 1991

24 February 1992

23 June 1992

3 September 1992

5 February 1993

12 February 1993

5 April 1993

5 April 1993

2 April 1993

8 April 1993

27 April 1993
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CD/1198

CD/1213

CD/1221

CD/1225

CD/1226

CD/1228*

CD/1229

CD/1230

CD/1237

CD/1243

DPRK - Statement of the Spokesman of the Foreign
Ministry

Russia - Statement relating to Ukraine’s policy
concerning nuclear weapons on its territory

Ukraine - Statement of the Press Secretary
concerning nuclear disarmament of Ukraine

Russia - Agreement between Russia and Ukraine on
recycling of nuclear warheads and basic principles
governing recycling of nuclear warheads from
strategic nuclear forces deployed in Ukraine

Russia - Press Release and Statement related to the
elimination of nuclear weapons deployed in
Ukraine

Ukraine - Press Release of the Press Centre

Ukraine - Resolution of the Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine on the ratification of the Treaty between
USSR and USA on the Reduction and Limitation of
Strategic Offensive Arms, and the Protocol to it

Russia - Statement regarding a decision adopted by
the Supreme Soviet of Ukraine

Indonesia - Statement by the Chairman of the Non-
Aligned Movement on the nuclear issue on the
Korean peninsula

Russia, USA and Ukraine - Trilateral Statement

14 May 1993

12 August 1993

27 August 1993

5 October 1993

21 October 1993

28 October 1993

30 November 1993

30 November 1993

21 January 1994

4 February 1994



CD/1244

CD/1248

CD/1258

CD/1278

CD/1279

CD/1280

CD/1388

CD/1419

Ukraine - Resolution of the Verkhovna Rada on the
implementation of recommendations contained in
Para. 11 of the resolution on Ratification of the
Treaty between the USSR, the USA on the
Reduction and Elimination of Strategic Offensive
Arms

UK and Russia - Joint Declaration on De-targeting
of Nuclear Missiles

USA and Ukraine - Joint Statement on security and
defence matters and US/Ukraine Missile Report
Control Agreement

Western group statement on the Prohibition of
Production of Fissile Material for nuclear weapons
and other nuclear explosive devices

Eastern European Group statement on the
Prohibition of Production of Fissile Material for
nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive
devices

Pakistan — Statement on Paragraph 29 of the Report
of the CD on the issue of fissile material

G21 - Proposal for the establishment of an Ad Hoc
Committee on Nuclear Disarmament

Algeria, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cameroon, Colombia,
Cuba, DPRK, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,
Iraq, Iran, Kenya, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Myanmar, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Senegal, Sri
Lanka, Syria, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire and
Zimbabwe — Proposal for programme of action for
elimination of nuclear weapons
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8 February 1994

3 March 1994

19 May 1994

7 September 1994

7 September 1994

12 September 1994

14 March 1996

7 August 1996



CD/INF.53
Page 10

CD/1445

CD/1450

CD/1453

CD/1456

CD/1457
and Corr.1

CD/1460

CD/1462

CD/1463

CD/1483

CD/1486

CD/1496

Japan - Proposal to appoint a Special Coordinator
on Nuclear Disarmament

Iran - Proposal on the Programme of Work

Egypt - Working Paper for a possible mandate of an
Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear Disarmament

Canada - Views on the CD’s Agenda and the
Programme of Work

India - Section on Disarmament and International
Security of the Final Document adopted at XII
Ministerial Conference if Non-Aligned Movement
Countries 7-8 April 1997

USA and Russia - Documents signed at the Joint
US/Russia Summit

G21 - Proposal on Programme of Work

Algeria, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cameroon, Colombia,
Cuba, DPRK, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,
Iraq, Iran, Kenya, Mexico, Mongolia, Myanmar,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Senegal, Sri Lanka, Syria,
Venezuela, Viet Nam and Zimbabwe — Proposed
Mandate of an Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear
Disarmament

South Africa - Draft Decision and Mandate of an
Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear Disarmament

Canada - Working Paper concerning CD Action on
Nuclear Disarmament

Belgium - Proposal on Nuclear Issues

13 February 1997

20 March 1997

1 April 1997

15 May 1997

15 May 1997

26 May 1997

5 June 1997

12 June 1997

20 January 1998

21 January 1998

12 February 1998



CD/1542

CD/1545

CD/1549

CD/1563

CD/1565

CD/1568

CD/1571

CD/1574

CD/1609

CD/1614

CD/1644

Sweden - Joint Declaration relating to Nuclear
Disarmament by Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico,
New Zealand, Slovenia, South Africa and Sweden

Algeria - Proposal under Item 1 of the Agenda of
the CD

G21 - Statement

Egypt - Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee
on Nuclear Disarmament

Belgium, Germany, Italy, Netherlands, Norway -
Proposal on Nuclear Disarmament

Canada - Proposal concerning CD Action on
Nuclear Disarmament

G21 - Draft Decision and Mandate of an Ad Hoc
Committee on Nuclear Disarmament

Canada - Working Paper: Nuclear Disarmament:
Substantive Discussion in the CD

New Zealand - Resolution on Nuclear Disarmament

Mexico - Letter on behalf of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland,

Mexico, New Zealand, South Africa and Sweden,
regarding practical steps for the systematic and
progressive efforts to implement Article VI of the
NPT

Russia - Proposals concerning the Programme of
Work of the CD
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11 June 1998

31 July 1998

12 August 1998

26 January 1999

2 February 1999

4 February 1999

18 February 1999

9 March 1999

24 March 2000

25 May 2000

30 May 2001
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CD/1683*

CD/1707

CD/1709

CD/1715

CD/1716*

A paper on behalf of the New Agenda Countries to
the First Session of the Preparatory Committee for
the 2005 Review Conference of the parties to the
NPT

New Zealand - A paper on behalf of the New
Agenda Countries to the Second Session of the
Preparatory Committee for the 2005 Review
Conference of the parties to the NPT

UK - A paper on behalf of the New Agenda
Countries to the Second Session of the Preparatory
Committee for the 2005 Review Conference of the
parties to the NPT

Cuba — Information Note on holding of the 18™
Regular Session of the General Conference of the
Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America and the Caribbean (OPANAL) 5-6
November 2003

Peru — Communiqué adopted by Rio Group
supporting multilateral talks on situation in the
Korean peninsula.

3 September 2002

26 May 2003

17 June 2003

2 September 2003

29 September 2003
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CERMAN DEMC  CRATTE REPUBLIC, HUNGARY ,
SOCTALIST FCPUBLICS ‘

BULGARTA, CZBCHOSLOVAITA,
MORGOLTA, "DO_JAUD U‘LTIr i OP SOVIET ¢
Wepotiztions on ending the Dv"oductlon cf all T 25
of nuclear weapons and gﬂaaual*" ""thullt’l_t‘ Lne:u: ’

stockpiles until they have

It is generzlly recognized that the nuclear—arms race poses an
be halted and reversed to avert the risk of

danger 7cr maniting, and that it must
\*’=-l“ 11“'07 ving lﬂuclemr Weapons. Thaa is why the task of starting negeiiations on
the _QA.Dd.'LLCulDF‘ of w.clca:r ‘weapons and destroying them is =t present coming
guch negotiations hes found ite
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reflection in.the recommendations ' cof the special session n_L
General Assemb 1;3r c‘icvoted to disarmzment and of the Asgembls Vg Thi ruy-rh;:cr? rogv'ur

sess51ion.,
fgreement on this important problem can be reached only provided there is -
ETrict observance of the princrpl* of the inviolability-of the security of Statss

The elaboration and

and the inteérests of peace uJ__coughou‘t the werld.
"in the field ef nuclear

trengthening »f political and internationzl legal

implementation of mezsuTes disarmament should be
buttressed by the paﬁr:allel
States.

guerantees of the.security of
should be conducted with the participation of

Approprizte negetiations all
muclear—weapon States as well as of a certain number of non—rmiglezr—wezpon State

The Comi"c‘tee on Disa.rmamnnt in which both nue le
ICD’Fesan’bec_, ‘could be a suitable forum for preparing negotiations .on ending ©

and nen-muclezar States a.:r_e

he

production of miclsar weapons- and destroying them,
Subject of negotistions

o

the production of a2ll

The subject of negotiztions should be the ending of
Types. ot nucl.e.ar,.weapons .and the gradusl reéuction of their stockpiles until hey
have been completely destroyed. _ﬂfa different stages of the ﬁegotiaticﬁs |
considera"cion could be given, for 5::@7 e, to cessetion of the gualitative
T the production of fissionable

ducticn of the accumulated stockpiles
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] 1sc De reached on the neceszsary
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Stages of negotiations
The cessation of the production, the reduction and the destruction of

nuclear weapouns should be cé.rried out by sté,ges on;é'mutually acceptable and
The content of ‘measures at each'stage .may be decided by agreement

agreed basis.
The degree of partlclpatlon of

among the participants in the nngotlatlons.
individual nuclear States in measures at each stage should be determined taking

:Lnto accoun’c the guantitative and qualitative importance of the exlstlng arsenals

of the nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned.  The nmstlng balance

in the fleld of nuclear streng“h should remain undisturbed at all stages with the

'levpls of nuclear streng*h ‘being coustantly reduced,

Preparations for the negotiations:
consultatlons should be held

.. For the purpose of preparing the negotiations,
in the framework of the Committee on Dioarmamnnt The set of qunstlons 'to be _

considered should be determined in the course of these preparatory consul‘taulons,

during which matters connec‘ted with “the organizational SlCL:?; of the conduct Qf the

negotiations should also .be se t*ul d.

Although ‘the Gomml’ctpe on D:Lsa,rmament is the most
alternative methods may be considered. -

suitable forum fér the

preparation and conduct of the, negotlatlong,
The preparatory cc;nélllta.tions should be started in the course of the current
session of the Committee on Disarmement with a view to beginni'ng the negotj.ations
on the substance of the problem in 1979. o
. ' Other negotiations

The preiaara’cion and conduct of thé negotiations on‘ending the production of
nuclear weapous and destroying them should. nOu be to the detriment oi‘ the current

bilateral and multilateral n@go‘bla‘blons on various aspects of the limitation of

uolear.amament.a, including strategic armamenbs. Nor should they impede the

achievement of bllateral or multllateral agreements on the 1:Lmlta.t¢on or

destructn.on of any nuclear armaments on a mutually agreed basis.
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GROUP OF 21

Working Paper on Cessation of Nuclear
Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

In view of the highest priority expressly attributed by the General Assembly
to the cessétion of the nuclear arms race and nucleor disarmament and bearing in
mind thevprominent place that this question has in the agenda of the Committee on
Disarmament, the Group of 21 deems it its duty to put on record how it considers
that the matter should be approached in order to get the Committee engaged in
actual negotiation.

The Group of 21 has in this context noted with satisfaction the initiative
of the seven socialist states in CD/4 entitled "Negotiations on ending the
production of all types of nuclear weapons and graduelly reducing their stockpiles
until they have been completely destroyed". While maintaining their full adherence
to the programme of action outlined in paragraph 50 of the Final Document, the
Group believes that such initiative may become a stimulus to begin exploratory
consultations which could lead to effective negotiations on nuclear dissrmement.

The Group of .21 is of the view that the Committee on Disarmament is the
most suitable forum for the preparation and conduct of such negotiations.

The question of the scope of the negotiations in this Committee has to be
solved in preliminary negotiations concerning organizational matters.

Although other negotiations could and should go in parallel with multilateral
negotiations within the CD, thereby complementing each other to the benefit of both,
the Group of 21 believes that negotiations conducted outside the CD should not

in any way hinder negotiations agzreed upon to be conducted within the Committee.

GE.79-62485



cD/36/Rev.1L
page 2

The need for undiminished security of Stetes in mezningful disarmament
negotiations has been recognized by all States., Agrcements and measures
included in paragraph 50 as par®t of the process of nuclear disarmament are
closely linked., This relationship together with the inherent complexity of all
relevant provisions will undoubtedly make their feithful implementation
particularly'difficult. Peragraph 50 is, however, one of the key paragraphs of
the Programme of Acticu” ﬁnp roved By &onsensus av Fhe 11 st special session of
the General Assembly'devofed to diééfmﬂmenu and coula not be ignored as unfortunately
was the case with 211 measures of nuecl-ar disermament in the prbCeedings'of the CCD.
The Group of 21 therefore proposes that the Committec on Disarmement, as a
first step to be taken at its present session, sndeavour, in informal mectings
and consultations, to identify the préerequisites and elements for multilatersl’
negotiations on nucléar disarmament end fo delineate the course of zction for the
achievement of the objcctive pursued. On the bagsis of the progress which may thus
be achisved in the Committee, the establishment of a woru1n~ group for negotiation

of agreements and concrete measures in the field of miclear disarmament may then

be envisaged.
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GROUP OF 21

Working Paper on the Cessation of the Tuclear
Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

At the present stage in the, deliberations of the Committee on Disarmament,

the Group of 21 finds it necessary to once again underline the urgent need

for concrete measures to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race and to

promote nuclear disarmament.

2. As stated in the Final Document of the first special session cf the
UN General Assembly devoted to disarmament, among all disarmament measures,
effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war,

have the highest priority. The Committee on Disarmament should be enabled
to fully discharge its responsibilities in the field of nuclear disarmament
and to continue its efforts ﬁb undertake negotiations of the cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament in order to achieve the objec-
tives speéif;ed in péragraph 50 and other relevant paragraphs of the Final

Document of the special session.

5. The Group of 21 has e;pressed its view, in a working paper submitted on
12 July, 1979 (CD 36/Rev,1) "that the Committee on Disarmament is the most

suitable forum for the preparation and conduct of such negotiations".
Furthermore, the Group of 21, in its statement contained in document CD 64
submittéd on 27 February 1980 expressed the view that "working groups are
the best available machinery for conduct of concrete negotiations within
the Committee on Disarmament. Therefore the Group of 21 in principle

supports the establishment of Working Groups on the items on its annual

agenda'.

(B, B80~63597
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4. The working paper of the Group of 21, document CD/36/Rev.l, moreover,
had suggested that informal meetings and consultations should be held
"to identify the prerequisites and elements for multilateral negotiations

on nuclear disarmament and to delineate the course of action for the

achievement of the 6bjeéfive pufsued.ﬁ

5.>On the basis of the exchange of views held on this subject during the

1979 and 1980 sessions of the Committee, the Group of 21 believes that the
following are:some.dfbthe substantive issues which need to be addressed iﬁ
negotiations on the itém entitled "cessation of the nuclear arms face and

nuclear disarmament" within the Committee on Disarmament:

(i) . the elaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear
disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the’Einal Decument

including identification of the responsikilities of the nuclear

weapon states and the role of the non-nuclear weapon states in

the process of achieving nuclear disarmament;

'(ii) clarification of the issues involved in prohibiting the use cor
threat of use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear disarmament

and in the prevention cf nuclear waxr;

(iii) clarification of the issues involved in eliminating reliance on

doctrines of nuclear deterrence;

(iv) measures to ensure an effective discharge by the CD of its role
as the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of dis-
armament and in this context its relationship with negotiations

relating to nuclear disarmament conducted in bilateral, regional

and other restricted fora.

6. The Group of 21, therefore, propeses that the Committee cn Disarmament

should set up an ad-hoc Working Group to begin negotiations during the
current 1980 session of the Committee, with a view to reaching agreement

gga

on the above mentioned concrete issues which would contribute to progress

towards achievement of the nuclear disarmement measures envisaged in the

Final Document of the special session.
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STATEMENT BY THE GROUP OF 21 OW ITEM 2 OF THE AGENDA
OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMERNT ENTITLED:

"CESSATION OF THE NUCIEAR ARME RACE AND NUCLZAR DISARMAMERT"

21, the Committee on Disarmament zngaged;: at
the latter part of its 1981 Spring seszion, in a substantive examinztion of concrete’
issues reletine to item 2 of ite agenda (cessation of the nuclear arms race and

nuclear disarmament). In the course of this proress, the Committee concentrated,
the "pre-conditicns for nsgotiations on nuclear disarmament as WPll as on dﬁctrlnes

of deterrence and other theories concerning nuclear weapons'.

On the initiative of the Group of

~

on

: Inlasséssing‘uhe discussions thet took place undsr that framework, the
Group of 21 is convinced that the need for urgent multilateral action on the cessation
of the nuclear arms racde and nuclear disdrmament, through the adoption of concrete
measures, has been once again amply demonstrated. In the opinion of the Group of 21,
multilateral negotiations ‘on nuclear disarmement have been long overdue and the
fundamental prerequisite for their success is the political will of States
particularly the nuclear weapon Dtate to engage in such negotiations.

The discussions, for which Chapters V, VI and the Conclusions of the
Secretary~Gensral's "Comprehensive Study on F clesr Weapons" (é/),“) provided useful
background material, have confirmed the conviction of the Group of 21 that the nuclear
armg race runs coupter tc efforts to achieve further relaxation of internstional -
that progress in the field of nuclesar disarmament would be beneficial +o

ionzl peace and security and to the improvement of* the
ss; and that all

tensions;

the strengtheninzg of internat

international climate, which in turn would facilitate further progre

nations, nuclear and non-nuclear alike, have a vital interest in measures of nuclear
- handful

because the exigtence of nuclear wcdponu in the arsenals of a
the security of the whole world.

SB35

disarmament,
cf Powers dlrmctly and fundamentally Jjeopardizes
The promotion of nuclear disarmement would be Fﬁ0¢l¢tgt0c Ty the strict adherence by

all States to the principles of the United Nations Charter, and in particular by
measures that would bring about the relaxation of internatiocnal tensions and the

peaceful settlement of disputes among States.

The Group of 21 is further convinced, as a result of the discussions, that
doctrines of mnuclear deterrence, far from being responsible for the maintenance of
international peace and security, lie at the root of the continuing escalation of
the quantitative and gualitative development of nuclear armaments and lead to gTQaLeﬂ
insecurity and instability in international relations. Moreover, such doctrinss,
which in the ultimate analysis are predicated upon the willingmess to use nuclear
weapons, cannct be the basis for preventing the outbreak of a nuclear war, a war which
would affect belligerents and non—belllgpr~hts alike. The competitive accumulation
of nuclgar arms by the nuclesar weapons States cannot be condoned on grounds that it
is indispensable to their security. <Such an argument is patently fzlse censidering
that the increase in nuclear arsenels, far from contributing to the strengthening of
States, on the contrary, weakens it, and increases the danger of
the Group of 21 rejects as politically and
zshould be made to depend

the security of all
the cutbrealk of a nuclear war. Moreover,
morally unjustifiable that the security of the whole world
on the state of relations existing among nuclear—weapon States.

GE.81-61540



In the taslt of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament; all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those amorng them which possess the most important
nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility. That responsibility entails the
fulfilment of commitments entered into in international instruments in the field of
disarmament, the respect for the security concerns of the non-nuclear nations, the
refraining from any action conducive to *the intensificatior of the nuclear arms race
of international tensions, and above 21l the duty to take positive

and to the increase
towards the adoption and implementation of concrete measures of

and practical steps
nuclear disarmament.

In the light of this assessment, the Group of 21 firmly believes that the
Committee on Disarmament, in which all nuclear weapon States as well as non-nuclear
weapon States participate, must continue and intensify thes search for a commeon
approach that will enable it to discharge the mandate entrusted to it by the
General Assembly of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. In particular,
the Group of 21 expects that a growing awarensss of the urgency of progress toward
nuclear disarmament will facilitate the task of the Committee. Bilateral and .
regional negotiations, especially with regard to specific areas where the concentration
of nuclear armaments increases th: danger of confrontation, are useful and should be
intensified, but multilateral negotiations on questions of vital interest to nuclear
and non-nuclear weapon States alike should be initiated without delay in the '
Committee on Disarmament, the only multilateral negotiating body in the field of

disarmament.

- The Group of 21 believes, in accordance with its considered visw already =
expressed in document CD/64, of 1980 that the immediate objective of the considerations

of item 2 by the Committee, at the start of the second part of its 1981 session,

should be the establishment of an ad hoc working group with the mandate to elaborate

on paragraph 52 of the Final Document and to identify substantive issues for

multilateral negotiations, as suggested in document CD/llG, as follows:

(1) the elaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document including identification
~of the responsibilities of the nuclear weapon States and the role of. the
non-nuclear weapon States in the process of achieving nuclear disarmament;

(ii) clarification of the issues imvolved in prohibiting the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear disarmament, and in the prevention

of nuclear war;

clarification of the issues imwolved in eliminating rsliance on doctrines
of nuclear deterrence;

(iv) measures to ensure an effective discharge by the CD of its role as the
single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament and in
this context its relationship with negotiations relating to nuclear
disarmement conducted in bilateral, regional and other restricted fora.
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IETTER DATED % FEBRUARY 1982 ADDEESSED TC THE CHATRMAN OF
TIE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF
VENEZUBLA, TRAWSMITTING THE RESULT COF THE STUDY CARRIED
OUT IN OCTOBER 1981 EY THE PONTIFICAT ACADERY COF SCIENCES,
AT THE REQUEST OF HIS HOLINBSS JOHN PAUL II, ENTITLED
USTATEMENT ON THE CONSEQUENCES OF THE USE OF NUCLEAR

’ - WEAPONSY

. I have the honour to reguest you kindly to arrange for the circulation of the
enclosed. text, entitled "Statement on the consequences of the use of nucleer '
weapons®, which is the result of the study carried out in October 1981 by the
Pontifical Academy of Sciences at the request of Iis Holiness John Paul II, as an
official document of the Committee on Disarmament under the item, "Cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear diszrmament’.

{8igned) Reinaldo Rf)driguez Kavarro
Ambassador
. Permanent Representative

GE,82-60199
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| STATEMCNT CN THD CONSEQULNCES OF THE USE
OF NUCLEAR WTCAPONS

. ..On 7-8 October 1961, under the Chairmanchip of Professor Carlos. Chagas,
President of the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, at the headquarters of the Academy
(Casina Pius IV, Vatican City), a group of fourteen specialized scienticts jj from
various parts of the world assembled to examine the problem of the coneequences of
the use of nuclear weapons on the survival and health of humanity.

Although most of these conseauences would appear obvious, it seems that they
are not adequately appreciated. The conditionz of life following a nuclear attack
would be so severe that the only hope for humanity is prevention.of any form of
nuclear war. Universal dissemination and acceptance of this knowlcrdge would male
it apparent that nuclear weapons must not be used at all in warfare and that their
number should be progressively reduced in a balanced way.

The above—mentioned'group discusced and unanimously approved a number of
fundamental points, which have been further developed in the following statement.

Recent talk about winning or even surviving a nuclear war must reflect a failure
to appreciate a medical reality: any nuclear wvar would inevitably cause death,
disease and suffering of pandemic proportions and without the possibility of effective
medical intervention. That reality leads to the same conclusion physicians have
reached for life-threatening epidemics throughout history: prevention is essential
for control. '

In contrast to widespread belief, much is known about the catastrophe that
would follow the use of nuclear weapons, Much is knowm too about the limitations
of medical assistance. If this knowledge is presented to people and their leaders
everyvhere, it might help interrupt the nuclear arms race. This in turn would help
prevent what could be the last epidemic ovr civiligation will know.

The devastation wrought by an atomic weapon on Hiroshima and Nagasaki provides
direct evidence of the consequences of nuclear warfare, but there are many
theoretical appraisals on which we may colso draw. Two years ago, an ascegsment
undertaken by a responsible official agency described the effect of nuclear attacks
on cities of about 2 million inhabitants. If a one-million-ton nuclear weapon (the
Hiroshims. bomb approximated 15,000 tons of explosive power) exploded in the central
area of such cities, it would result, as calculated, in 180 km< of property
destruction, 250,000 fatalities and 500,000 severely injured. These would include
blast injuries, such as fractures and severe lacerations of soft tissues, thermal
injuries such as surface burns, retinal burns and recpiratory tract damage and
radiation injuries, both acute radiation syndrome and delcyed effects.

f/ Carlos Chagas, Rio de Janeiro; I. Amaldi, Rome; N. Bochkov, loscow;
L. Caldas, Rio de Janeiro; M. Hiatt, Boston; R. Latarjet, Paric; A, Leaf, Boston;
J. Lejeune, Paris; L. Leprince-linguet, Paris; G.B. larini-Bettolo, Rome; C. Pavan,
Sao Paulo; A, Rich, Cambridge Mass.; A, Serra, Rome; V. Weisskopf, Cambridge Maos.



bven under optimal conditiong, carc of such casuvaltics would present o medical
taslk of unimaginable magnitude. Th@ Lbuﬁv prciected that if 18,000 hespital beds

vere available in nnd around onc of ¢ citles, ne more than ;,qu srould remain
relatively undama~ed, Thoso v only 1 per crat of the human beings
1n3ure%, but it must be atrecsed t in »ny case no one czould deliver the medical

service recuired by even - ourned, the crushed and the radiated

victims.

The hopelesuncse
required for the oa
history, that cf a

21y apparent if wve coneider what is

T the sovers 01" injured patients. Ve shall cite one case
07" burned fventy-year-old man iho wvas taken to the burn unit
of a Boston hosn*taw or an autornoiile accident in vhich the gasolinc tank had
exploded, DurWEg hiz hospitalizetion ho received 140 litres of fresh-frozen plasme,
147 litrec of frech-frozen red wlcod cells, 100 millilitres of platelets and

180 millilitres of albumin., iHe under t six cperative procedures during vhich
wounds involving 35 per cent of his be surface verc closed with various types of
grafts, including artificial clin. Throughout his hospitalization, he reguired
mechanical ventilation., Deapite these and many other he““lc measures, which stretched
the resources of one of the rorld's meot comprchencive institutions, he died on his
thirty-third hospital day. e injurics vere likened by the doctor who supervised
his care to these described for many cf the victims of Hiroshima. Had tuenty score

of such patiente been precented at the came time to 2ll of Boston's hospitals the
medical capabilitics of the city would have been overvhelmed, Iow, consider the
situvation if, along with the injuries {o meny thousands of people, most of the medical
emergency facilities had beer. dectroye

i

4 Japanese physician, Profcesgor li. Ichimaru, publiched an eyewitness account of
the effects of the Ea*asoL bomb, o reported:; "I trizd to go tc my medical school
in Urekemi vhich was 500 metrec from the hypocentre. I met many people coming baclk
from Urakami. Their clothes vere in rags and shreds of skin hung from their bodies.
They looked likc ghosts with vacant starez. The ncxt day I was able to enter Urakami
on foot and all that I knev had disappeared. Only the concrete and iron skeletons of
the buildings remained. There were dead bodies everyvhere. On each street corner,
ve had tuhs of wvater used for putting out .ires after air raids. In one of these
small tubs, scarcely large encugh for one person, was the body of a desperate man who
sought cool water., There waz foan coming from his mouth, but he was not alive. I
cannot get rid of the sounds of the cyying vomen in the destroyed fields. As. I got
nearer to the school there verc blaclk, charred bodies with the vhite edges of bones
ghoving in the arms and legs. then I arrived some were still alive. They were unable
to move their bodies. The strongest rere so weel: that they werc slumped over on the
ground., I talked with them and they thought that they would be O0,K. but all of th'm
would eventuslly die within tuo wvecls., I cannot forget the vay their eyes looked at
me and their voices gpcke te me forever ...'.

(51

It should be noted that the bomb dropped on Nagasaki had a power of about
20,000 tens of THT, not much larger than the so-called "tactical bombs'' designed

for battlefield ucc,

But even these grim picturcs are inadecuate to describe the human disaster that
wrould result from an attack on a country by today's stockpiles of nuclear weapons,
vhich contain thousands cf bombs with the force of one-million tons of TNT or greater.



v

The suffering of *the surviving populeticn would be vithout parallel. ih?r.
vould be complete interruption of communications, of focd supplies and of water.
Help would be given only at the rislk of mortal dange“ from radiatlcn 1or tn c
venturing outsids of buildings in the first days

sucli an attack would be wnimaginable

e

The cxposure to large doses of radiation would losrer immunity
viruses and could, thercfore, open the voy for videspread 1ﬂfrc+1cn. Radiatlion
would cause ir "ﬂvcr”ible Lrein denage end mental deficiency in mony of the exposed
in wtero. It would greatly increase the incidence of many orms of cancer in
curvivors., Genetic damage would be passed on to future generations, chould there
be any.

In addition, large arecs of scil and forests as well as livestock would be
contaminated, reducing food rescurces. Iany other harmful siological and cven
geopihysical effects would he 117:73, tut we do not have enough knowledge to predict
with confidence what they would 1

Lven a nuclear attack directed only at military facilities would b devastating
te the country as a vhole., This is because military facilities are widespread rather
than concentrated aﬁ orly a few poin Thus, meny nuclear weapons weuld be exploded,

Furthermore, the spread of radiation the natural winds and atmospheric nixing
vould kill vast numbers of people an The medical facilitics
of any nation would be inadequate to care for e “u“vivore. &n objective

examination of the medical situetion thet would follovw e nuclear irar leads to but one
conclusiocn: prevention is our enly recow

Al

The -consequences of nuclesr var arc ncet, of course, lv medical in nature,
But those that are cormel uz to nay hecd to the *nc::apabla lesson of contemporary
medicine: where treatment of & given disease is ineffective or where costs are
insupportable, attention muct be turned tc prevention. Both conditions apply tc the
effects of nuslear war., Treatment would be virtuall Ly lmpOSolblv and the costs vould
be staggering. Can any strongsr argument be marshelled for a preventive otrategy?

Prevention of any disease requires an effective prescription, We recognicze
that such a prescription must both prevent nuclear war and eafcguard security. Our
Imowledge and credentiels as ccisntiste and physiciens do not, of course, permii us
to discuss security issues with expertise. However, if “Ollu“C 11 and miltitary
leaders have hased their stretegic nlanning on mistaken assumptions concerning the
medical aspects of a nuclear war, ve feel that we dc have & wezponsibility. We must
inform them and people everyvhero of the fu71~blown clinical picture that would follow
a nuclear attack and of the impotence of the r €'Cﬂ1 ﬁommun‘ty to offer a meaningful
resgponse. If we remain silent, we risic betra;

ourselves and ocuxr civilization.

:3

£ ~
\olgped) Carlos Chagas
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Ge rman D“ﬂOCP“th ucoubllb 1nd Hungarian Pcopla‘’s Republic

Yorkin'; Pancr

HOW-STATIOHING OF ‘HUCLEAR WEAPOIS OW THE TERRITORIES OF
STATES WHER!M THERE AR NO SUCH YEAPOMS AT PRESENT . GeE
1. The Gevrman Democratic Ropublic énd the Hunsarian People's Republic, like‘hahy
otner States, givu high priority to the cessation of the nuclear arams race and
nuclear disarmamnent. Both countries recard the non-stationing of nuclear weaponsb
on the territories of States whare there are no such weapons at present as a
special element of the procesq ofvcurblnﬂ tiie nuclear arms race, rcdu01n~ and
eventually completely dﬁstroylnu the nuclear=ueapon stockpiles. A
This is a timely and urgent task. Already now many States have clearlj
expressed their intention not to allow the deployment of nuclear wéapons on theié
territories. At the same time thera are Dlang to build up nuclear ‘weapon arsenals
on the territories of other States. The ‘implementation of such plans would not
only escalatm the nuclear arms race, but also increase the dan@er ‘of the outbruak
of a nunlpar war being ‘launched from the'terrltory of countrles where' nuclear S
weapons aﬁe'deployéd. In zeneral, the statlonln of nuclear wéapons'dn additioﬁél
torritories would have a negative impact ‘on ‘the international ultuatlon and’ further
compliCdte disarmament nesotiations. The d anﬁerous 1n011catlons provokod by such
Dloymnnt plann arz more and more recoonlzpd by the nooples of many non-nuclear
veapon States demandlnﬂ to canccl such nlans. o
It is'thelcohsideréd opinibn of the Gefman'Democratic Rapublic and Hungafy
that the prevention of the further deployment of nuclear weapons would constitute
a step to the iafééfzdﬁi°étiVs'of the subsequént complete withdrawal of nucl ar
veapons from the terrltorlas ‘of other cduntfiﬁ It would contribute to stoppln
the spread of nuclcnr woapons thus strenﬁthenlna the nonunrollf“ratlon replme, to
the crzation of nuclyarawbaponuffee zones and to an’ agr; ment of effectlve
international assurances for non--nuclear wcapon States. It could contribute to

the prevention of the destabilization of the existing approximate strategic
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balance of power in the nuclear field. International efforts to stop and reverse
the deployment of nuclear weapons on the territories of non=nuclear weaporn States
would reduce the threat of the outbreak of a2 nuclear war. Thus, a corresponding
agreement would not only increase confidence among States but also serve the main
goal of the United Nations Charter'ea the strengtheniné of"international peace and
security.

2. Guided by these considerations the German Democratic Republic and the
Hungarian Peoplefs Republic were amons the co-sponsors of corresponding

United Nations General Assembly rcsolutlons ,

Resolutlon 33/91 F appealed to all nuclear—weapon States to refrain from _
stationing nuclear weapons.on the territories of States whcrc there are no such
weapons at present, and all nonsnuclear weapon States which.dovnot have.such
weapons on their territories to refrain from any steps which would directly.or:“
indirectly result in the stationing of such weapons on their territories.
Resolution 34/87 C called. .upon all States to examine the possibilities of |
concludine an internatlonal anreement on this question and requested the
United ‘Nations SecretaryaGeneral to ascertain the views and proposals of States
and to transmlt them to the General Assembly The opinions and sugﬂestions of a
51gh1ficant number of States on the subject in the relevant report of the ‘ b:
Secretarv-General (A/35/45) cl arly demonstrated the neces51ty and possibility of
such an aereement ‘and the wish to take practical steps to prevent the further
stationlng of nuclear weapons. In resolutions 35/96 C and 35/97 E the
United Nations General Assembly requested the Committee on Disarmament to proceed
w1thout delay to talks with a View to elaboratine an internatlonal agreement on
the non-stationing of nuclear weapons. Furthermore resolutlon 36/97 E called
upon all nuclear-weapon States to refrain from further action involv1np the |
stationinn of nuclear weapons on the territorles of other States.b_

Despite of the consecutive resolutlons of the General Assembly and despite B
of the efforts made by several delenations the Committee on D1sarmament has been
preyented so far from dealing with the question of non-stationing in an appropriate

manner, not to mention the elaboration of a corrcspondlnn 1nternat10nal agreement
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3. Under the present circumstances the delegations of thz German Democratic
Republic and Hungary consider it even more urgent and important than before that
the Committee on Disarmament take appropriate action. The aim should be an
international agreement that would place obligations, on the one hand, on nuclear-
weapon States not to station nuclear weapons on territories of countries where
there are currently no such wsapons and, on the other hand, on non-=nuclear weapon
States to refrain from measures which might result in the stationing of such: R
weapons on their territoriecs.,

Herehy the German Democratic Republic and Hunsary delesgations proceed from
the fact that it is up to the national authorities of non-nuclear weapon States to
take a sovereinsn decision on whether to accept nuclear weapons on their
territories or not. Concrete procedures for verification of compliance with a
corresponding non=stationing agreement should be elaborated in the context of the
negotiations on such an agreement. There is no Jjustification for the argument
that a non-stationing asgreement could not be verified. Such an approach would put
into doubt all efforts to create nuclear-weapon-free zones since a basic element
of such zones is the obligation not to allow the stationing of nuclear weapons
on the territories of thce States concerned.

Concerning the elaboration of an appropriate draft agreement on non-stationing
the delegations of the German Democratic Republic and Hungzary consider thap,the
establishment of an ad hoc working group or any other subsidiary body in the '
framework of the Committee on Disarmament could serve the best this goal. At the same
time both delegations are ready to take into consideration any proposal which may
be submitted by other delesations in this regard.

The delegations of the German Democratic Republic and Hunmary consider that
such an action of the CD would be a valuable contribution to the implemenctation of
the relevant resolution of the thirty=-sixth session of the United Nations
General Assembly bearins in mind that the thirty-seventh session of the
United Mations General Assembly will put on its agenda the items entitled:
"Hon-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are

no such weapons at present: report of the Committee on Disarmament."
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GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC
Working Paper

Draft mandates for ad hoc working groups on a nuclear test ban,
and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

The delegation of the German Dehocratic Republic supports the establishment

~of ad hoc working groups on items 1 and 2 of the agenda of the Committee on
Disarmament. To promote an early establishment of those ad hoc working groups
the delegation proposes the following draft mandates:

1. "The Committec on Disarmament decides to &sstablish, for the duration of its
1982 session, an ad hoc Working Group of the Committee to negotiate on a Treaty
prohibiting all nuclear weapon tests, taking into account all existing proposals
and future initiatives. The ad hoc Working Group will report to the Committee on
Disarmament on the progress of its work before the end of its first as well as
second parts of its 1982 session". ‘

2. "The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish, for the duration of its
1982 session an ad hoc Working Group to elaborate on the basis of paragraphxgﬁibﬁ
the Final Document of the First SSOD on the stages of nuclear disarmament with the
aim of preparing appropriate multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The ad hoc Working Group will report
to the Committee on Disarmament on the progress of its work before the end of its

first as well as second parts of its 1982 session'.

GE.B82-61211






COMIITTEE ON DISARMAMERNT .
€D, 309
11 Avgust 1962

Original: ENGLISH

IDIA

DRAFT IMANDATE FOR AD~HOC VORKING GROUP (7 PREVENTION
OF NUCIEAR WAR, UNDER ITEM 2 OF THE AGENDA OF THE
COMMITTEL ON DISARMAMENT

Under item 2 of its Agenda, the Committee on Disarmement decides to set up
an Ad~Hoc Working Group to undertake negotiations on appropriate and practical
measures for the Prevention of Nuclear War. The Ad-Hoc Working Group will take
into account all existing proposals and future initiatives and report on the
progress of its work to the Committee on Disarmament before the end of its

1982 session.

GE.82-65654
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LETTER DATED 8 SEPTEMBER 1¢82 IRUM THE PERIANENT REPRESENTATIVE

OF THE PCLISH PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC ADDRESSED TC THE CHAIRMAN OF THE

COMMITTEE ON DISARIAMENT TRANSMITTING TIE TEXT ENTITLED "THE DANGZRS

CF NUCLEAR WAR" ISSUED AT THE 32ND PUCYASE CUITFERENCE HELD IN
WARSAY, PULAND, FROM 25 TC 31 AUGUST 1¢9g2

I permit myself to enclose herewith the text of the Declaration of the
PUGWASH Movement and S7 Nobel Laurcates on "The Dangers of Nuclear VWar" issued at
the 32nd PUGWASH Conference held in VWarsaw, Poland, on 26-31 August; 1982, on the
occasion of ths XAVth Jvmivarsary of PUTWASH Movemant.

May I ask you that this Declaration be circulated as an official document of
the Committee on Disarmsment. :

(Signed) Dr. Bogumil Sujka
T Ambassador
Permanent Representative

GE.02-66475
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T IUCLEAR WaR: DECLARATION CF THE PUGWASH MUVEMENT—/
AND 97 NOBEL LAURZATES

O

THE DANGERS

Ber*rand Rusgell znd Albert Einstein, together with nine other eminent
soientists, issued in July 1955 a clarion call to the world scientific community.

The davastatvfm power of the hydrogen bomb and its evident ability to destroy
civilization in the event of a nuclear war was the driving force behind their
Manifesto which bhegan: "In the tragic situation which confronts humanity, we feel
that scientiste should assemble in conference to appraise the perils that have arisen
as a result of the development cf weapons of mass destruction'; and it continued: "We
are speaking on this o:casion, not ag members of this cr that nation, continent, or
creed, but as human beings, membsrs of the species lMan, vhose continued existence .is
in doubt ...

In response to this appeal, the first Pugwash Conference on Science and World
Affairs was held two years later in July 1957, in the Canadian village of Pugwash,
Nova Scotla,  It heralded the start of a series of meetings of scientists, from all
parts of the globe, that is now reaching its XXVth Anniversary.

In the years follewing the Manlfeoto, the "cold war" abated and an important
start was made in the process of détente. Thus, the achievement of the Partial
Test-Ban Treaty of 1963, the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of 197C, the Biological
Weapons Ban of 1972, the first Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT I), including the
ban on enti-ballistic missiles (ABM), also in 1972, and its recently negotiated
successor (SALT II) of 1978, all stand as milestones to past progress. In these
achievenents, Pugwash and other scientists played a significant role.

But these steps represent only a small beginning towerds the vital goal of
comprehensive nuclear disarmament under effective internationel control.

In addition to this modest progress in the realm of nuclear arms contrcl, some

useful actions were underteken by the relatively affluent nationg towards narrowing
th% tragic and unacceptable economic gap between themselves and the less-develcped
ations, another major cause of the tensions and conflicts that could lead to the
world holocaust we are so desperately trying to avart.

In spite of these advances, the dangers to human survival posed by the increased
arms race and by the dangerous confrontation between the major antagonists have in
recent years grown more ominous. Picarmement seems further awvay than ever. Indeed,
weapons of mass destruction proliferate, and some nationsl leaders seem to accept such
dangerous and delusory conzepts as "limited" or even “winnable! nuclear wars. The
spill-over of the strategic confroutation between the major powers into the
Third ¥World, and the endless chain of wars that have taken place smong small nations

since Yorld War IT, zdd to these dangers. The world continucg to head at an
ever~accelerating pace towards the ultimate crieis from which there is no return.

X/ On the oncasion of the XNVth Tugwash anniverssry Conference in Warsauw,
86-31 August 1992
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As long as nuclear weapons remain in the arsenals, wvith the number of nations
possessing them threatening to increase greatly in the absence of a more effective
world-wide non-proliferation arrangement, we shall continue to live on the brink of
global disaster. Puguvash has studied these problems for many years, and we remain
convinced that disarmament is technically possible; all that is lacking is political

will, Comprehensive nuclear disarmament —-— and, eventually, disarmament of chemical,
"conventional”, and other weapons as well —- must remain our major goal. In the

meantime, however, pending the achievement of this aim we must strive to build an
effective barrier, universally accopted and adhered to, against any actual use of
nuclear weapons. As our medical colleagues emphasize, casualties resulting from only
one large nuclear bomb on one major city could nct be effectively dealt with by the
medical resources of an entire country. The nations of the world, and especially the
so-called nuclear powers, must recognize and accept the fact that nuclear weapons
simply cannot be used to resolve any possible issue between them, and that the use of
a nuclear weapon in a conflict is suicidal folly that may well spell the extermination
of the antagonists, as well as a large portion of the rest of the world.

The current monstrously high levels of deployed nuclear arms must be reduced as
soon as possible. To reverse the present arms race we must first stop racing. This
calls for a "stand-still freeze'" on current nuclear arsenals as an effective way of .
initiating the essential process of nuclear disarmament. Such a freeze should also
include the development of new weapon technologies, a major factor in fueling the
runaway competition in modern weapons and systems of mass destruction.

In the circumstances in which mankind now finds itself, the warning spundéd 80
eloquently 27 years ago in the Russell-Einstein Manifesto takes on a new urgency:
"Phere lies before us, if we choose, continual progress in happiness, knowledge, and
wisdom. Shall we, instead choose death, because we cannot forget our quarrels? '
We appeal, as human beings to human beings; Remember your humanity and forget the
rest." -

There is still time tc choose, but this time is fast running out.

WE NOW APPEAL:

TO OUR COLLEAGUES OF THE WORID'S SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY: ACCEPT RESPONSIBILITY AND
BECOME DIRECTLY INVOLVED IN ACTIONS TO AVERT NUCLEAR WAR.

TO THE GOVERNMENTS OF THE WORLD: SEEK A COMPREHENSIVE INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT
AIMED AT ELIMINATING THE RISK OF NUCLEAR WAR, AND THE DANGER TO CIVILIZATION INVOLVED
IN ANY USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS.

TO ALL PEOPLES: SUPPORT MEASURES TO REMOVE THE NUCLEAR MENACE/THAT'THREATENS

THE SURVIVAL OF MANKIND.
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LIST OF MNCBEL LAUREATES WHO SIGNED THE PUGWASH DECLARATION
O ITS 25th ANNIVERSARY
Australiz -

Frank MacFarlane Burnet (Physiclogy or Medicine)

Canada

Gerhard Herzberg (Chemistry)

France

Jean Dausset (Physiology or Medicine)
Francois Jacob (Phyéiology or Medicine)
Alfred Kastler (Physics)

André Lwoff (Physiology or Medicine)

Germaﬁy
Adolf Butenandt (Chemistry)

Manfred Eigen (Chemistry)
Ernest 0. Fischer (Chemistry)
Karl von Frisch (Physiology or Medicine)

Rudolf L. Mossbauer (Physics)

Ireland

, - / .
Ernest T.S. Walton (Physics)

Netherlands

Wikolaas Tinbergen (Physiology or Medicine)

Pakistan

Abdus Salam (Physics)

Soviet Union

Hikolai Basov (Physics)

Pavel Cherenkov (Physics)

Ilya Frank (Physics)

Peter Kapitza (Physics)
Aleksander Prokhorov (Physics)

Nikolai Semenov (Chemistry)



Sweden

Ulf S. von Euler (Physiology or Medicine)
Ragnar Granit (Physiclogy or Medicine)
Kai Siegbahn (Physics)

Hugo Theorell (Physiology or Medicine)

Switzerland
Werner Arber (Physiology or Medicine)

Vladimir Prelog (Chemistry)

United Kingdom

Derek Barton (Chemistry)

John Cornforth (Chemistry)

Antony Hewish (Physics)

Alan Hodgkin (Physiology or Medicine)
Dorothy Hodgkin (Chemistry)

Godfrey Hounsfield (Physiology or Medicine)

Brian D. Josephson (Physics)

John Kendrew (Chemistry)

Archer J.P. Martin (Chemistry)

Peter Medawar (Physiology or Medicine)
Peter Mitchell (Chemistry)

Nevill Mott (Physics)

Max Perutz (Chemistry)

George Porter (Chemistry)

Rodney R. Porter (Physiology or Medicine)
Martin Ryle (Physics)

Frederick Sanger (Chemistry)

Richard L.M. Synge (Chemistry)
Alexander Todd (Chemistry)

Maurice Wilkins (Physiology or Medicine)

United States

Philip Anderson (Physics)

Christian B. Anfinson (Chemistry)
Julius Axelrod (Physiology or Medicine)

David Baltimore (Physiology or Medicine)
Baruj Benacerraf (Physiology or Medicine)
Paul Berg (Chemistry)
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Hans A. Bethe (Physizs)

Konrad Bloch (Physiology or Medicine)
Nicolaas Bloembergen (Physics)

Baruch Blumberg (Physiology or Medicine)
Harold C. Brown (Chemistry)

Carl F. Cori (Physiology or Medicine)
Allan M. Cormack (Physiclogy or Medicine)
Andre Courand (Physiology or Medicine)
James W. Cronin (Physics)

Renato Dulbecco (Physiology or Medicine)
John F. Enders (Physiology or Medicine)
Richard P. Feynmann (Physics)

Val L. Fitch (Physics)

Paul J. Flory (Chemistry)

Ivar Giaever (Physics)

Donald A. Glaser (Physics)

Sheldon L. Glashow (Physics)

Roger Guillemin (Physiology or Medicine)
Haldan K. Hartline (Physiology or Medicine)
Alfred D. Hershey (Physiology or Medicine)
Roald Hoffmann (Chemistry)

Robert Hofstadter (Physics)

Robert W. Holley (Physiology or Medicine)
David H. Hubel (Physiology or Medicine)
Har G. Khorana (Physiology or Medicine)
Arthur Kornberg (Physiology or Medicine)
Polykarp Kusch (Physics)

Fritz Lipmann (Physioclogy or Medicine)
William M. Lipscomb (Chemistry)

Salvador E. Iuria (Physiology or Medicine)
Edwin M. McMillan (Chemistry)

Robert S. Mulliken (Chemistry)

Daniel Wathans (Physiology or Medicine)
Severo Ochoa (Physiclogy or Medicine)

Linus Pauling (Chemistry)



Edward M. Purcell (Physics)

James Rainwater (Physics)

Burton Richter (Physics)

Emilio Segre (Physics)

George D. Snell (Physiology or Medicine)
Roger W. Sperry (Physiology or Medicine)
George Wald (Physiology or Medicine)
Steven Weinberg (Physics)

Thomas H. Weller (Physiology or Medicine)
Torsten N. Wiesel (Physiology or Medicine)
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CORMMITTEE OR DISARMAMENT CD/341

4 February 1983
~ Criginal: ENGLISH

WCRKING PLPER oF THE GRCUP OF 21
CN PREVENTION OF NUCILE:R VLR

1. The greatest peril facing the world today is the threat of destruction from
a nuclear war, a war which would have devasting results on belligerents and
non-belligerents alike. The actions of .the nuclear weapon States which are engaged
in a new and frenzied round of nuclear arms race and attempts by some nuclear
weapon States to promote the highly dangerous concept of a limited nuclear war
and to minimize the distinction between nuclear and conventional weapons, have
greatly increased the risk of the outbreak of nuclear wer. Doctrines of nuclear
deterrence, far from being the cause of the maintenance of international peace
and security, lie.at the root of the continuing escalation in the quantitative’
and qualitative development of nuclear weapons and lead to greater insecurity and
instability in international relations. Moreover, such doctrines which are
predicated upon the willingness.to use nuclear weapons, cannot be the basis for
preventing the outbreak of nuiclear war. Concern for common security and global
survival should be the basis of international peace rather than the concept of
deterrence. International peace must be based on a commitment by all States to
joint survivel rather .than a tnreat of mutusl annlhilgtlon.

2. The Group of 21 belleves thct 1nternatlona1 relations must be based cn strict
adherence to and respect for the principles of the United Netions Charter, specially
respect for sovereignty, refraining from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State, the peaceful
settlement of disputes and non-intervention and non-interference in the internal
affairs of States and on peaceful coexistence and trust between all States.

- The Group asserts that it is the shared responsibility of all States to save
succeeding generations from the scourge of another world war —— a nuclear war.

The Group of 21 cannot, therefore, accept that the security of their countries
and the survivael of mankind should be in continusl and increasing Jjeopardy as a
result of the actions of a handful of nuclear weapon States. Since a nuclear war
would have devastating consequences for the whole of mankind, all nations have a
vital interest in the urgent negotiations of appropriate and practical measures
for the prevention of nuclear war. It is for this reason that the Group of 21
cdlls for multilateral negotiations in the Committee on Disermement on this
subject just as it continues to emphasize the need for multilateral negotiations
on item 2 of the Committee's agenda, entitled the "Cessation of the Nuclear lLrms
Race and Nuclear Disarmament'.

3. During the Second Special Session of the Genersl issembly devoted to Disarmament
which was held in June-July 1982, not a single concrete measure for the prevention
of nuclear war was adopted despite the growing popular expression of profound
disquiet and anxiety all over the world concerning the dangers of nuclear war.

This was mainly due to the attitudes of nuclear weapon States which failed to
acknowledge that the question of the nrevention of nuclear war was not a matter

only of their own security concerns but of the survival of mankind as a whole.

¥lhile the Group of 21 welcomes the adoption of any measures for the reduction of

the risks of nuclear war which may be agreed upon by the nuclear weapon States
themselves, it asserts that all nations have both the right as well as the obligation
to work collectively to dispel the danger of a nuclesr holocaust.
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4, The Committee on Disarmament, as the scle multilateral negotiating forum in
the field of disarmament, has and should play its indispensable and unambiguous
role in this regard.

5 In draft resclution )7/70—1 entitled the "Prevention of Nuclear War', adopted
at the recently concluded thirty-seventh session of the United Nations

General Assembly, the Committee on Disarmement has been requested "to undertake,

as a matter of the highest priority, negotiations with a view to achieving agreement
on appropriate and practicsl measures for the prevention of a nuclear war".

In undertaking such negotiations the Committee on Disarmament is requested to

take into account the views, proposals and practical suggestions for ensuring
the prevention of. nuclear war which were submitted to the Second Special Session
of the United Nations General Agsemtly devoted to Disarmament both by nuclear

weapon States as well as other States, in response to resolution 36/81B of

19 December 1981, including deliberations on this item during the Second Spe01al Sés51m1
devoted to Disarmament as well as proposals put forward during the A . _

thirty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly. The Committee

would also take into account other existing proposals and future initiatives..

»

6. The‘Grdup,of 21 ig of the view that the best means by which the Committee on
Disarmament can fulfil its mandate with respect to this acute.and urgent task
facing mankind today, would be to introduce a new item on its agenda for

the 1983 session entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War'". In order to undertake
negotiations on appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear
war, the Group would recommend the setting up of an Ad hoc Werking Group on this
item at the very beginning of *he 1983 session. The draft mandate for the

proposed Group as recommended in CD/509 of 11 August 1982, could be the basis

for further consultationg in this regard.



GONMMITTEL O DISARMARERT CD/380
25 April 1983
ENGLISH

" Original: FRENCH

| BELGIOM

THE PREVENTION OF NUCLZAR WAR

Confidence—building,measures

Many practical measures are concolvablew1th1n theframework:of the preventlon of
nuclear war, with a view to increasing confidence between the States participating in
them, improving the climate of their relations and thereby reducing the risks of the
use of nuclear weapons. Such measures can therefore play a not inconsiderable part
in the reduction of international tensions. :

, Thej would be based on re01pr001ty and would in no way affect the securlty of the
States concerned. They thus have the merit of. being easily negotiable.

A1l nuclear—weapon States should take part in the talks leading- to such measures,
regardless of the views of each on the process of nuclear disarmament.

The measures contemplated also offer great flex1b111ty in the matter of.
negotiation since they can form the subject of either bilateral or multllateral
agreements or of a regional approach, They can also be env1saged both for peaceful
situations and for periods of tension or crisis.

The elaboration of such measures should, furthermore, facilitate the process of
the negotiation of nuclear arms limitation and disarmament. It would, in fact,
provide the possibility of contacts during the negotiations and would permit the
maintenance of those contacts during the implementation of .the measures agreed on.

"Lastly, such measures, w1thodt taking the place of verification measures, could
help to facilitate the supervision of the appllcatlon of subsequent nuclear
disarmament agreements.

A clearer perception of the nuclear atsenals, possibilities and practices of
other States could, through eliminating factors of fear and mistrust, help to ensure
greater 1nternatlonal stability and perhaps thereby put a brake on the nuclear arms
race, pending the achievement of genuine nuclear disarmament. ~

 The following is a list — pufely illustrative, and not exhaustive — of measures
which‘could form the subject of negotiations in this connection.

1. Méasures concerning information on nuclear matters

(a) Exchanges of specific information could be presorlbed as an accompaniment
to disarmament agreements

The follow1ng may serve as examples:
The protocols to the Soviet-American Treaty of 1974 on the limitation of
underground nuclear weapon tests and the Soviet—American Treaty of 1976 on underground

nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes;

GE .83-60978
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N leew1se the "memorandum of understanding" attached to the SALT II Treaty
5"con'lcalm.ng Dartlculars ccncernlng strategic offen51ve arms.

The purpose of these exchanges is thus to make it easier for the parties to an
agreement to verify compliance with its prohibitions.

(b) However, exchanges of information could be agreed on, quickly, witiicut
reference tc any nuclear dlsarmament aoreement

._.-.'_'... e PRI

Such erc anges cf 1nformatlon between nuclear«weapon states could deaa w1th
involving nmclear weapons; - ‘measures’ for verlfylng the securlty of nuclear millfary
\ﬁSltes and data relatlng to nuclear forces.<” : -

e

A constant cxchanve of cf;wceal lnformatlon would WHdo0btedly help give’ w0,
better idea of the defence effort being made by each of the nuclearnweapon States
sui ln nuelear-matters:. ©- Such ‘an exchangecould help to moderate the nuclear arms race,
again pending’ ‘real measures:of disarmaménti’ ’ :

(T2 Notification measures’ ' R R R A
Certain act1v1t1es could form the subJect of sp cific_nctificat;ccs.onephe part
of the nuclear-weapon powers-_ : IR R e e DaTo o

""a’ 7. '.; KA

: Tests of 1nuerccnt¢nenta; MlSSlleS.“';

PRI
R
e

. The agreement concluded between the ‘United’ otatcs ‘and the USSR on
50 September 1971 in fact provides, in its article 4, for such notification in the

.jevent of missile launches extending beyocd the nat1onal terrltcry of one party 1n
the direction of the other -party. - ’ - "

T

(SRR

3. Measures to Drevent a nuclear accident

2 -vA‘series3of precautlonarv maasures “and notlflcatlons ‘on’ thc part of" “he nuclear-
:weapon. Stafes could be devised so as to avoid risks of acc1dent 1ncidents or U
misunderstandings. The 1971 ‘Agreement betwsen the United’ States and the USSR"

already refer"ed to constltuted a flrst a*tempt et 1oglslatlon 1n th*s matter.

Another agreement ‘was concluded between ‘the sane two States on’ 25 May 1972 on
the prevention of 1nc1dento on the h1gh seas.

In addition, France and the USSR (16 July 1976) and the Unlted <1ngdom and
the USSR (10 Octcber 1976) concluded "hudlear accident ag reements" ‘"__' o -

Notification procedures could also be provided for in the event of a nuclear
incident or accident or the detection of an unidentified’ obgect

_ Undertaklngs could also be ccntemplated ccncernlng natlonal measures to
prevent the accidental or’ unauthorized use of nuclear weapons..
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Measures relating to actions by nuclear-weapon States

Aware cf the terrible consegusnces of the
nuclear-weapon States could undertake to avoid
a nuclear conflict. They could also undertaks
war a basic objective of their policies.

a actions
t to make
in fact
and the

That was
United States
22 Juna 1973.
Measures

5.

providing for consultations in the event

use of nuclear weapons, the

that might risk unleashing
the prevention of nuclear

the purpcse of the bilateral agreement between the
USSR cn the prevention of nuclear war, concluded on

of a crisis

Undertakings to consult have already been assumed
United States and the USS

(=)

This is in particular the spirit of the agreement
reduce the risk of the outbreak of nuclear war. It is
article IV of the United Statesz-USSR Agrzement of 1573

on a bilateral basis by the

of 1971 on measures to

also the precise purpose of
on the prevention of

for certain international

nuclear war. Article V of the sams: Agreement provides
autherities to be informed of the outcome of the consultations conducted.

A multilateralization of these consultation procedures could be arranged among
all the nuclear-weapon powers (with a system for the information of others of the
results of such consultations). '

6.

Measures ra2lating to ccmmunications

In order to make these consultations possible in an atmosphere of nuclear
risk, exceptional means for rapid communication are essential.

That was, in fact, the purpose of the United States-USSR '"hot-line" agreements
of 1963, 1971 and 1975. Special agreements also exist between France and the USSR
(9 Hovember 1366) and between the United Kingdom and the USSR (27 October 1967).

Here again,; a brcadening of the system to include all the nuclear-weapon
powers would be a step forward in the effort to prevent nuclear war.

GONCLUSIORS

While it is true that a number of bilateral agreements aiready exist with
respect to these various matters, it would seem tous essential that all the nuclear-
weapon States should take part in the elaboration of broader, more precise and
more detailed agreements of a multilateral character.

The participation of all %the nuclear-weapon States in the elaboration of such
agreements -~ without prejudice to the positions of each on nuclear disarmament or
the cessation of nuclear-weapon tests =- would constitute an important contribution
to the prevention of nuclzar war and, bevond that, to the effort to halt the ‘
nuclear arms race.

The Committee on Disarmament should be made responsible for carrying out,
within a frameworlt to be detcrmined by it, the necessary work leading to the
elaboration of an international agreement or several international agreements on
these matters.






N mER AT 212 o7 o
O DISAKMAMIYY CD/358
30 August 1983

é’:}

Original: ENGLISH

‘::,;,P’?EVENTIO\J oF. NUCLEAR WAR, I’NCLUD"IN’G ALL -REVLATEDWMATTER“S". T

.(COﬂpllatlon of exlst‘ng agreements, “esolutlonc of thn., S N

. .General -Assembly :transmitted to the Commlttee on . C O R
. +Disarmament anc-proposals submitted to the. second spec;al e e

- ...session of. the. (General Assembly devoted. to. dlSarmament and. . oo

to the: Commlttee on Disarmament, prepared: by the. Secretarlat) 4§QVAQ

*#%/ Reissued for technical reasons.
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Introduction

1. At its 226th plenary meeting on 19 July 1983, the Committee on Disarmament
requested the Secretariat to prepare a compilation listing agreements, resolutions
of the General Assembly and other documents relevant to the second part of item 2,
entitled "Prevention of nuclear war. including all related matters™.

2. In accordance with that request, the Secretariat has prepared the present
compilation. It includes & list of existing agreements, resolutions of the
General Assembly transmitted to the Committee on Disarmament and probosals
submitted to the second special sessicn of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and to the Committee on Disarmament. It may be noted that other
documentation relevant to the question of the prevention of nuclear war, including
all related matters, may alsoc be found in the tabulations of proposals on nuclear
disarmament prepared by the Sécretariat in 1981 and 1982 (CD/171 and CD/293%,
respectively). In addltlon, it may be noted that pursuant to resolution 33/91D
of 16 December 1978, the’ Secretaryanneral ‘submitted to the General: Assembly a
report entitled "Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons® (A/35/390).°
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nderztanding Betwean the United States of America znd the
Uhl:ﬂ ri S“ ¢t Socialisd Republias Regarding the Establishment of a
Dirsct F*Vvanjcuu*unﬂ Link and Ann"y 1/

2. Franco-Sovist Communigué Regarding the Dstcblishuient of a
Communication Link 2/

3. Agreement Between the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Concerning the Establishment of a Direct Comrmmnication Link Between
the Residence of the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom in London
and the Kremlin 3/

a4, Agreement Between the United Statezs of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics on Measures to Tmprove the US-Soviet
Direct Commumications Link and Annex 4/ : S

5. Agreement on Measures to Reduce the Risk of Outbreak of Nuclear War
Between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republiecs 5_/ . N el . . e Sl :

6. Agreement Between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics on the Prevention of Nuclear War 6/ ~

7. Agreement Between the United States of America and the Union of Seviet
Socialist Republics Amendlng the 1971 Agreement on Measures to Improve
US-Soviet Direct Communlcatlons Link

8. ' Letters Exchanged on 16 July 1976 by Mr. Jean Sauvagnargues, Minister
for Foreign Affairs cf France, and Mr. Andrei Gromyko, Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the USSR, Constituting an Agreement Between France
and the Soviet Union on the Prevention of the Acc:Lden"'a1 or
Uhauthorlged Use of Nucledr Neapons 8/

9. Agreement Between the Government uf the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and: the Govermment of +the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on the Prevention of Accidental Muclear War 9/

Signed at Geneva on 20 June 1963. Entered into force on 20 June 1963.
Signed at Paris on 9 November 1966.
Signed at Londcn on 45 “uguSu 1967. Entered into force on 25 August 1967.

gw.'at

ulgned at Washﬁngtop un 30 September 1971, Entered inte fcree on
20 Scntember 1971. :

j/g‘olgned at Jashlnv+onxon 30 September 1971. Entered into force on
30 September: 1971. .

_/ Signed at Washington on 22 June 1973. Entered into force on 22 June 1973.

7/ Effected by exchange of notes dated at Moscow on 20 March and
29 April 1975.
8/ Entered into force on 16 July 1976.

9/ Signed at Moscow on 10 Octcber 1977. Batersd intc force on 10 October 1977
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IT.

IIT.

Ceneral Assembly resolutions ftransmitted tc the Committee on Disarmament:

1.

N

‘Resolution 33/71B, adopted on 14 December 1978

Resolution 34/83G, adopted on 11 December 1979

Resoiﬁtion 35/152D, a&dpted on 12 December 1980

. Resolution 36/81B, adopted on 9 December_l981

Resolution 36/92I, adopted oﬁ.9 December 1981 ...

Resolution 36/100, adopted on 9 December 1981
Resolution 37/78I, adepted on 9 December_l982

Resolution 37/78J, adopted on 9 December 1982

" Resclution 37/1000, adopted. on 13 December 1982

Proposais submitted to the second special session of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmaments:

1.

Viéws, proposéls and practical suggestions fof_ensuring the préventidn

- of nuclear war, submitted by the following Member States pursuant to

General.Agsembly resolution 36/81B: Argentina, Belgium, China, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Finland, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, India, Japan, Liberia, Mexico; Senegal,

" Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Xingdom of

Great Britain and Worthern Ireland and the United States of America.

(4/8-12/11, £dd.1 and Corr.l and Add.2-5)

- Letter dated 16 Juﬁé 1982 from the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Secretary-General
transmitting the text of a message from L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary

of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and

President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, to the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted tc disarmament.

(4/s-12/AC.1/10)

Letter dated 16 June 1982 from the Permanent Representative of India

o the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General submitting
“the text of a draft convention on the prohibition of the use of

nuclear weapons.  (A/S-12/4C.1/13)

Proposal entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War', submitted by Bulgaria
to Working Group IIT of the Ad Hoc Committee.  (4/5-12/32, Annex III)

Proposal entitled "Preventiocn of War, in Particular Iuclear War',
submitited by Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the Netherlands
to Working Group III of the Ad Hoc Committee. (A/S—12/32, Anmmex IIIT
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Proposal entitled "Prevention of MNuclear War', subnitted by India to
Working Group ILI of the Ad Hoc Committee. (4/S-12/32, Annex III)

Draft resoluulon entitled "Preveniwon of Nuclear War", uubnltted by
India and Mexico. (A/S—1°/AC l/L ?,

Draf+t resclution enultleu "Convention on the Prchibition of the Use

of Nuclear Weapons", submitted by India.  (A/S-12/AC.1/L.4) */

Draft resolution entitled "Urgent Measures for the Prevenfion of
Nuclear War and for Nuclear Disarmament", submitted by India.

(4/8-12/4C.1/L.6)

IV, Proposals submitted to the Committee on Disarmament

1.

2.

Letter dated 3 February 1982 addressed to the Chairman of the Committee
on Disarmament by the Representative of Venezuela, fransmitting the
result of the study carried ocut in October 1981 by the Pontifical
Academy of Sciences, at the request of His Holiness John Paul II,
entitled "Statement on the consequences of the use of nuclear weapons".

(cp/238)

Working Paper containing the text of the opinion of the Government of
Mexico on the prevention of nuclear war, transmitted to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations in accordance with the
invitation extended by the General Assembly in its resolution %6/81B
of 9 December 1981. (CD/282)

Letter dated 22 July 1982 addressed to the Chairman of the Committee
on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva, transmitting the draft of a
convention submitted by India at the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. (CD/295)

Draft mandate for an Ad Hoc Working Group on the Prevention of Nuclear
War, under item 2 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament,
submitted by India.  (CD/309) ‘

Letter dated 8 September 1982 from the Permenent Representative of the
Polish People's Republic addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament, transmitting the text entitled "The Dangers of Nuclear
War" issued at the 32nd Pugwash Conference held in Warsaw, Poland, from
26-31 August 1982.  (CD/%27)

Working Paper of the Group of 21 on "Prevention of Huclear War".

(cp/341)

_/ Adopted at the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly as
resolution 37/100C
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Proposal entitled "Ensuring the safe development of nuclear energy",
submitted by the group of socialist countries.  (CD/345)

Working Paper entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War', submitted by a
group of socialist states. (cD/355)

Working Paper entitled "Prevention of nuclear war, including all
related matters", submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany.

(cp/357)

VWorking Paper entitled "Prevention of nuclear war: confidence

building measures", submitted by Belgium. (CD/380)
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\MEHT CD/394
18 July 1983

ENGLISH
Original: FRENCH

COMMITTEE O

FRANCE

T

Freeze on nuclear weapons

Comment publisied by ﬁﬁé Mfgistry of: Foreign Affairs following the proposal
made by the USSR on 21 June ‘for a "freeze" on nuclear weapons.

In response to the proposal for a freeze on nuclear weapons made by the USSR
on 21 Juna, France reminded Moscow that it had already reacted negatively to a
similar proposal discussed at tne last. session of thn Unltad Natlonb '
General Aosembly. : : ‘ e e

Thﬁ note transmitted to the Soviet authorities in particular stressed the
reasons why such a freeze would not constitute an effectlve contr;butlon to the
effort..to secure a- ‘réduction 1n nuclear arsenals, oewlnnlnb w1th those of tny USSR
and. the United . Stateg.l" _ " Lo o ame

;f(\'-:-‘:»"‘x: et

) F1 st sucn a- freaze would have the bffpct of maintaining, for a period not
nebessarlly determined in advance, the present imbalances.

This would mean conferring upon any State which had carried out a large-scale
arms build-up a lasting advantage at the expense of States which had shown moderati

The States whose security was thereby affected would find themselves prevented
from proceeding to the necessary restoration of a balance.

The resulting situation could hardly be considzred an encouragement to
negotiations towards verifiable and substantial arms reductions between the two
most heavily armed nuclear-weapon powers.

Secondly, an undifferentiated and global freeze, as proposed in the
above-mentioned memorandum, would be largely unverifiable.

In the view of France, many aspects of such a freeze would not be susceptible
of verification by national technical means alone, while others would require very
complicated and therefore necessarily lengthy preliminary negotiations with a view
‘€o determining what methods, including on-site inspection and international
observation, would be the most appropriate. One important aspect of the problem
would be that of equality of access to the means of verification.

These necessary discussions on verification would be no less lengthy and
complicated than the negotiations concerning the same aspect within the framework
of efforts to secure an arms reduction.

Thirdly, in making the participation of the other nuclear-weapon powers the
condition for the observance by itself of the freeze it proposes, the USSR appears
to be trying to exonerate itself from the special responsibilities which, for it as
for the United States, arise from the fact of the present level of its nuclear
weapons.

GE.83=-62746
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France, which hopes that the negotiations now under way will reach a
successful conclusion, does not see how the freeze proposed to the other nuclear-
weapon powers, the size of whose forces bears no relation to the size of the
forces of the two powers at present engaged in the START negotiations, could
contribute to the progress of those negotiations.

Furthermore, the various moratoriz which have been proposed in tne past have
never resulted in:significant and verifiable arms reductions (in one specific
case, it was the USSR itself which took the initiative of ending the moratorium
in question).

France is sincerely anxious for dialogue and peace.

It believes that the latter, as history has'aﬁpiy demonstrated, necessitates:
a balance of forces in Europe as in the rest of the world, and that that balance
should be ensured at the lowest possible level.

It is for this reason that the French Government supports the efforts
undertaken, beginning with those of the two most heavily armed States, towards
the attainment, through negotiations, of such a balance both in conventional
weapons and in nuclear weapons. It earnestly hopes that they will succeed.



COMMITTEE O DISORMAMMERY CD/41)
11 August 13943

Original: ENGLISK

AUSTRALTA, BELGIUM, FEDERAL REPUSLIC OF GERMANT,
ITALY, JAPAN, NETHERLANDS

-~

Przventicn of Nuclear War, Including All Relateq Matiers

This paper inbtenas to outline a possibls structure for a comprehensive
analytical sxploration ¢f the subject "Prevention of Nuclear War, Including All
Relateu Matters™ in the course of a clustered series of informal plenary meetings.

In order to identify possible practical and appropriate, negotiable measures
for the pra=venticn of nuclzar war and armed conflict in general, the Committee
should, in tue first instance, develcp a view of the full scope of the subject
matier Dy considering the following indicative 1ist of subitems:

I Assessment of the risk of an outbreak of armed conflict in general and
Nuclear War in particular.

1T The United Nations Charter and its prohibition of the threat or use of
force, nuclear or other; commitments by States to renounce the use or
threat of force.

IIiT Obligation for all States to maintain a policy of restraint.
Iv Military doctrines.

v Demestic measures of a legal and political naturs susceptible of
contripuiiag to thz preservation of peace and the aveidance of nuclear
war.

VI Security sguarantees.
VIT Regional s=curity arrangements.
VIIX Effectiveness of existing commitments to renounce the use or first use

of specific types of weapons.

IX Effectiveness of measures to stop the further development, testing, and
deployment of certain weapon catagories.

X Confidence-building measures, in particular those aiming at the 7
pravention of the cutbreak of war, including nuclzar war, by surprise
accident or miscalculation.

I Significance of military balance, stability and undiminished security
of ail States.

{11 Sipgnificance of effectiva, nesgotiated, and verifiable reductions of
2 ’ ) ?
nuclezayr armament.
XIIT Otheyr appropriatz measures.
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. STATEMENT BY THE GROUP OF 21 ON ITEM 2 OF THE AGENDA OF THE
'_CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT ENTITLED “CESSATION OF THE
‘ }NUCLEAR ARMSTRACE AND NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

1. The ,Group of 21 is conv1nced of the paramount need for urgent multilateral
negotlatlonﬁ on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and huclear disarmament
through the adoption of concrete measures. The Group of 21 reiterates the

views contained in documents CD/116 and CD/180 of 9 July 1980 and 6 August 1980
rqugctivcly“ In 1tu.op1nlon multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament
have been long overdue and in any event bilateral nepdtlatlons, because of their
limited scope and the number of parties involved, can never- replace or nullify
the Lnulnwly multllatural search for concrete dlsarmamcnt measures. The
Conference on ‘Disarmament as .the. sole multllatgral negotiating body in the field
of disarmament. .should play its. rolée in rzgard to the urgnnt question of nuclaar

disarmament.

2. The Group of 21 fully shares the view stated in the Final Document of the
SSOD I that the nuclear arms race, far from contributing to the strengthening of-
the sucurlty of all State s, on the contrary weakens it, and increases the danger
of the .outbreak of a nuclear war. In addition, the nuclear arms race. thwarts
efforts towards a greater relaxation of international tensions. On the other hand
progrmss in the sphere of nuclear disarmament would help ensure international
peace and seécurity and improve the inte srnational cllnatc, which would in turn
facilitate Ffurther progress. All nations have a vital interest in negotiations
on nuclear disarmament becauseé the existence of nuclear weapons in the arsenals
of a handful of States and the quantitative and qualitative development of such
weapons directly and fundamentally Jeopardize the vital security interests of |
both nuclear and non-nuclear weapon States alike. :

3. The Group of 21 is further convinced that doctrines of nuclear deterrence,

far from being responsible for the maintenance of international peace and security,
lie at the root of the contwnulng escalation of the quantitative and qualitative
dcv;lopmunt of - nuclear armaments and lead to greater insecurity and instability

in international. relations. Morbovcr, such doctrines,; which in the ultimate
analysis are predicated upon the willingness to use nucleéar weapons, cannot be the .
basis for preventing the outbreak of a nuclear war, a war which would affcct
belligerents and non-belligerents alike. . . The competitive accumulation of nuclear
arms by the nuclear weapon States cannot be condoned on grounds that it is
indispensable to their security. Morcover, the Group of 21 rejects as politically
and morally unjustifiable that the security of the whole world should be made to
depend. on. the state of relations existing among nuclear weapon States.

4. The Group of 21 is firmly convinced that the greatest peril facing the world
today is the threat to the survival of mankind from a nuclear war. It :
reiterates the message issued by the VIIth Conference of Heads of State

Government of Non-aligned countries held -in New Delhi in March 1983 whlch

inter alia, expressed "the rencwed escalation .in the nuclear arms racu, both in

T
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its quant1tat1Vu and qualitative dlmcns10nu, a8 well as reliance on doctrines of
nuclear” deturrunce, has heightened the risk »f the outbreak »f nuclear war and lad
to greater insecurity and instability in international relations. Nuclear weapons
are more than-weapons of war. They are instruments of mass annihilation. The
Heads of State or Governments therefore find it unacceptable that the security of all
States and the very survival of mankind should be held hostage to the security
interests of a handful of nuclear weapon States. ‘Measures for the prevention of
nuclear war and of nuclear disarmament must take into account the oecurlty interests
of nuclear and non-nuclear wedpon States alike and ensuré that-the survival of
mankind is not endangeread. They rejected all thecries and concepts pertaining to
the possession of nuclear weapons and their use under any circumstances.™.

5. The Group of 21 is convinced of the need to take constructive action towards:
halting and reversing ‘the nuclear arms race and in this context it recalls cnce
again’paragraph 50 of the ‘Final Document which sets out the stages of nuclear
disarmament. To this end,:ag’a first step, the Group considers it necessary to
halt all testing, production.and deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery =
systems to be immediafely followed by substantial reductions in nuclear forces:

In this. regard the Group of 21 welcomes the Joint.Declaration issued on :

22 May 1984. by the Heads of States or Governments of Argentina, Greece,: Indle,
Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania as in document CD/502.

6. The -Group of 21 believes, in accordance with its considered view already
expressed in documents CD/64, CD/116 and CD/180, that the immediate objective- of
the consideraticn of item 2 by the Conference, . should be the establishment of an

ad hoc Committee to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document and to identify
substantive issues for multilateral negotlatlons, as oug¢csted in document CD/116

and CD/180.

T. :In the light of this assessment, the Group.of 21 submits the following

mandate: "In the' discharge of its responsibility as the only multilateral -
disarmament negotiating forum, in accordance with paragraph 120 ¢f the Final Document
of 330D I, the Conference on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc Committee..
under agenda item 2. T : it

The Conference requests the ad hoc Committee. to elaborate on paragraph 50 of
the Final Document of SS0D I and to submit recommendations to the Conference as to
how it could best initiate, at the beginning of its 1985 session, multilateral
negotiations of agreements, with adequate measures of verification, in appropriate
stages for: : : : . :

(a) Cessaticn of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear
weapons systems;

- (b)) Cessatlon of the production of all fvpes of nuclear weapons and thelr ,
means. of. dgllvery and the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes;

(¢) Substantial reduction in the existing nuclear weapons with a view to
their ultimate elimination. :

The ad hoc Committee will take into account all existing-pfoposalslahd'future
initiatives and report on its work to the Conference on Disarmament before the end
of its 1984 session." :
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LETTER DATED 14 AUGUST ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON

DISARMAMENT FRCM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF AUSTRALTA AND THE

CHARGE D'AFFATRES, A.T. OF THE PERMANENT MISSICN CF NEW ZEALAND
TRANSMITTING THE SCOUTH PACIFIC NUCLEAR FREE ZONE TREATY

On 7 August the Plenary of the Conference on Disarmament was informed of
the decision taken on 6 August by Heads of Government of the countries of the
South Pacific Forum, at its meeting in Rarotonga in the Cook Islands, to endorse
the draft South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty.

It was indicated at that time that the text would be made available to the
Conference.

We now have the honour, on behalf of the Australian and New Zealand
Governments, to transmit a copy of the Treaty and associated map. We would be
grateful if you would arrange to have these circulated as an official document
of the Conference on Disarmament. ‘

(Signed) (Signed)

Richard Butler B.T. Lineham

Ambassador and Permanent Representative Charge d'affaires, a.i.,

of Australia to the United Nations for Permanent Mission of New Zealand to
Disarmament Matters the Office of the United Nations at
Head of the Australian Delegation to Geneva

the Conference on Disarmament
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SOUTH PACIFIC NUCLEAR FREE ZONE TREATY
PREAMBLE

The Parties to this Treaty,

United in their commitment to a world at peace;

Gravely concerned that the continuing nuclear arms race presents the risk
of nuclear war which would have devastating consequences for all people;

Convinced that all countries have an obligation to make every effort to
achieve the goal of eliminating nuclear weapons, the terror which they hold for
humankind and the threat which they pose to life on earth;

Believing that regional arms control measures can contribute to global
efforts to reverse the nuclear arms race and promote the national security of
each country in the region and the common security of allj

Determined to ensure, so far as lies within their power, that the bounty and
beauty of the land and sea in their region shall remain the heritage of their
peoples and their descendants in perpetuity to be enjoyed by all in peace;

Reaffirming the importance of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons (NPT) in preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and in
contributing to world security;

Noting, in particular, that Article VII of the NPT recognizes the right of
any group of States to conclude regional treaties in order to assure the total
absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories;

Noting that the prohibitions of emplantation and emplacement of nuclear
weapons on the seabed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil thereof contained
in the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other
Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil
Thereof apply in the South Pacific;

Noting also that the prohibition of testing of nuclear weapons in the
atmosphere or under water, including territorial waters or high seas, contained
‘in the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and
Under Water applies in the South Pacific;

Determined to keep the region free of environmental pollution by radiocactive
wastes and other radioactive matter;

Guided by the decision of the Fifteenth South Pacific Forum at Tuvalu that
a nuclear free zone should be established in the region at the earliest possible
opportunity in accordance with the principles set out in the communiqué of that
meeting;

Have agreed as follows:
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ARTICLE 1
USAGE OF TERMS
For the purposes of this Treaty and its Protocols:

(a) "South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone" means the areas described in Annex 1
as illustrated by the map attached to that Annex;

(b) "territory" means internal waters, territorial sea and archipelagic
waters, the seabed and subsocilil beneath, the land territory and the airspace above
them; : :

{c) Tnuclear explosive device" means any nuclear weapon or other explosive 4
device capable of releasing nuclear energy, irrespective of the purpose for which
it could be used. The term includes such a weapon or device in unassembled and
partly assembled forms, but does not include the means of transport or delivery
of such a weapon or device if separable from and not an indivisible part of it;

(d) n"stationing" means emplantation, emplacement, transportatidn on land
or inland waters, stockpiling, storage, installation and deployment.

ARTICLE 2
APPLICATION OF THE TREATY

1. Except where otherwlise specified, this Treaty and its Protocols shall apply
to territory within the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone.

2. Nothing in this Treaty shall prejudice or in any way affect the righﬁs; or the
exercise of the rights, of any State under international law with regard to
freedom of the seas.

ARTICLE 3
RENUNCIATION OF NUCLEAR EXPLOSIVE DEVICES
Each Party undertakes:

(a) not to manufacture or otherwise acquire, possess or have control over

any nuclear explosive device by any means anywhere inside or outside the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone;

(b) not to seek or receive any assistance in the manufacture or acquisition
of any nuclear explosive device;

(¢: not to take any action to assist or encourage the manufacture or
acquisition of any nuclear explosive device by any State.



CD/633%
page 3

ARTICLE 4
PEACEFUL NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES
Each Party undertakes:

(a) not to provide source or special fissionable material, or equipment or
material especially designed or prepared for the processing, use or production of
special fissionable material for peaceful purposes to:

(i) any non-nuclear-weapon State unless subject to the safeguards
required by Article III.1 of the NPT, or

(ii) any nuclear-weapon State unless subject to applicable saféguards
agreements with the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).

Any such provision shall be in accordance with strict non-profileration
measures to provide assurance of exclusively peaceful non-explosive use;

(b) to support the continued effectiveness of the international
non-profileration system based on the NPT and TAEA safeguards system.

ARTICLE 5

PREVENTION OF STATIONING OF NUCLEAR
EXPLOSIVE DEVICES

1. Each Party undertakes to prevent in its territory the stationing of any
nuclear explosive device.

2. Each Party in the exercise of its sovereign rights remains free to decide for
itself whether to allow visits by foreign ships and aircraft to its ports and

airfields, transit of its airspace by foreign aircraft, and navigation by foreign
ships in its territorial sea or archipelagic waters in a manner not covered by the

rights of innocent passage, archipelagic sea lane passage or transit passage of
straits.

ARTICLE 6

PREVENTION OF TESTING OF NUCLEAR
. EXPLOSIVE DEVICES

Each Party undertakes:
(a) to prevent in its territory the testing of any nuclear explosive device;

(b) not to take any action to assist or encourage the testing of any nuclear
explosive device by any State.

ARTICLE 7
PREVENTION OF DUMPING
1. Each Party undertakes:

(a) not to dump radioactive wastes and other radiocactive matter at sea
anywhere within the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone;
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(b) to prevent the dumping of radioactive wastes and other radioactive
matter by anyone in its territorial sea;

(c) not to take any action to assist or encourage the dumping by anyone of
radioactive wastes and other radiocactive matter at sea anywhere within the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone;

(d) to support the conclusion as soon as possible of the proposed Conventic
relating to the protection of the natural resources and environment of the
South Pacific region and its Protocol for the prevention of pollution of the
South Pacific region by dumping, with the aim of precluding dumping at sea of
radioactive wastes and other radioactive matter by anyone anywhere in the
region. ’

2. Paragraphs 1(a) and 1(b) of this Article shall not apply to areas of the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone in respect of which such a Convention and Protocc
have entered into force.
ARTICLE 8
CONTROL SYSTEM

1. The Parties hereby establish a control system for the purpose of verifying
compliance with their obligations under this Treaty.

2. The control system shall comprise:
(a) reports and exchange of information as provided for in Article 9;
(b) consultations as provided for in Article 10 and Annex 4 (1);

(¢) the application to peaceful nuclear activities of safeguards by
the IAEA as provided for in Annex 2;

(d) a complaints procedure as provided for in Annex 4.
ARTICLE 9
REPORTS AND EXCHANGES OF INFORMATION

1. Each Party shall report to the Director of the South Pacific Bureau for
Economic Co-operation (the Director) as soon as possible any significant
event within its Jjurisdiction affecting the implementation of this Treaty.
The Director shall circulate such reports promptly to all Parties.
2. The Parties shall endeavour to keep each other informed on matters

arising under or in relation to this Treaty. They may exchange information
by communicating it to the Director, who shall circulate it to all Parties.
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3. The Director shall report annually to the South Pacific Forum on the status
of this Treaty and matters arising under or in relation to it, incorporating
reports and communications made under paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article and
matters arising under Article 8(2)(d) and 10 and Annex 2(4).

ARTICLE 10
CONSULTATIONS AND REVIEW

Without prejudice to the conduct of consultations among Parties by other
means, the Director, at the request of any Party, shall convene a meeting of
the Consultative Committee established by Annex 3 for consultation and
co-operation on any matter arising in relation to this Treaty or for reviewing
its operation.

ARTICLE 11
AMENDMENT

The Consultative Committee shall consider proposals for amendment of
the provisions of this Treaty proposed by any Party and circulated by the
Director to all Parties not less than three months prior to the convening of
the Consultative Committee for this purpose. Any proposal agreed upon by
consensus by the Consultative Committee shall be communicated to the Director
who shall circulate it for acceptance to all Parties. An amendment shall enter
into force thirty days after receipt by the depositary of acceptance from all
Parties.

ARTICLE 12
SIGNATURE AND RATIFICATION

1. This Treaty shall be open for signature by any Member of the South Pacific
Forum.

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification. Instruments of ratification
shall be deposited with the Director who is hereby designated depositary of
this Treaty and its Protocols.

3. If a Member of the South Pacific Forum whose territory is outside the
“South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone becomes a Party to this Treaty, Annex 1 shall
be deemed to be amended so far as is required to enclose at least the territory
of that Party within the boundaries of the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone.

The delineation of any area added pursuant to this paragraph shall be approved
by the South Pacific Forum.



CD/633
page 6

ARTICLE 13
WITHDRAWAL

1. This Treaty is of a permanent nature and shall remain in force
indefinitely, provided that in the event of a violation by any Party of a
provision of this Treaty essential to the achievement of the objectives of
the Treaty or of the spirit of the Treaty, every other Party shall have the
right to withdraw from the Treaty.

2. Withdrawal shall be effected by giving notice twelve months in advance
to the Director who shall circulate such notice to all other Parties.

ARTICLE 14
RESERVATIONS
This Treaty shall not be subject to reservations.
ARTICLE 15
ENTRY INTO FORCE

1. This Treaty shall enter into force on the date of deposit of the eighth
instrument of ratification.

2. For a signatory which ratifies this Treaty after the date of deposit of
the eighth instrument of ratification, the Treaty shall enter into force on
the date of deposit of its instrument of ratification.

ARTICLE 16
DEPOSITARY FUNCTIONS

The depositary shall register this Treaty and its Protocols pursuant to
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations and shall transmit certified
copies of the Treaty and its Protocols to all Members of the South Pacific
Forum and all States eligible to become Party to the Protocols to the Treaty
and shall notify them of signatures and ratifications of the Treaty and its
Protocols.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized by their
Governments, have signed this Treaty.

DONE at , this
day of , One thousand nine hundred and
eighty five , in a single original in the English language.
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(1)
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(16)

ANNEX 1

SOUTH PACIFIC NUCLEAR FREE ZONE

area bounded by a line:
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commencing at the point of intersection of the Equator by the

maritime boundary between Indonesia and Papua New Guinea;

running thence northerly along that maritime boundary to its

intersection by the outer limit of the exclusive economic zone

of Papua New Guinea;

thence generally north-easterly, easterly and south-easterly.

along that outer 1limit to its intersection by the Equator;

thence east along the Equator to its intersection by the meridian

of Longitude 163 degrees East;

thence north along that meridian to its intersection by the
parallel of Latitude 3 degrees North;

thence east along that parallel to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 171 degrees East;

thence north along that meridian to its intersection by the
parallel of Latitude 4 degrees North;

thence east along that parallel to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 180 degrees East;

thence south along that meridian to its intersection by the
Equator;

thence east along the Equator to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 165 degrees West;

thence north along that meridian to its intersection by the
parallel of Latitude 5 degrees 30 minutes North;

thence east along that parallel to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 154 degrees West;

thence south along that meridian to its intersection by the
Equator;

thence east along the Equator to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 115 degrees West;

thence south along that meridian to its intersection by the
parallel of Latitude 60 degrees South;

thence west along that parallel to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 115 degrees East;
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(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

thence north along that meridian to its southernmost intersection
by the outer limit of the territorial sea of Australia;

thence generally northerly and easterly along the outer limit
of the territorial sea of Australia to its intersection by the
meridian of Longitude 136 degrees 45 minutes East;

thence north-easterly along the geodesic to the point of
Latitude 10 degrees 50 minutes South, Longitude 139 degrees
12 minutes East;

thence north-easterly along the maritime boundary between
Indonesia and Papua New Guinea to where it joins the land border
between those two countries;

thence generally northerly along that land border to where it
joins the maritime boundary between Indonesia and Papua New Guinea,
on the northern coastline of Papua New Guinea; and

thence generally northerly along that boundary to the point of
commencement.

B. The areas within the outer limits of the territorial seas of all Australian
islands lying westward of the area described in paragraph A and north of
Latitude u0 degrees South, provided that any such areas shall cease to be

part of the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone upon receipt by the depositary

of written notice from the Government of Australia stating that the areas

have become subject to another treaty having an object and purpose

substantially the same as that of this Treaty.
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ANNEX 2
IAEA SAFEGUARDS

1. The safeguards referred to in Article 8 shall in respect of each Party be
applied by the IAEA as set forth in an agreement negotiated and concluded with
the IAEA on all source or special fissionable material in all peaceful nuclear
activities within the territory of the Party, under its jurisdiction or carried
out under its control anywhere. -

2. The agreement referred to in paragraph 1 shall be, or shall be equivalent
in its scope and effect to, an agreement required in connection with the NPT
on the basis of the material reproduced in document INFCIRC/153 (Corrected) of
the IAEA. Each Party shall take all appropriate steps to ensure that such an
agreement is in force for it not later than 18 months after the date of entry
into force for that Party of this Treaty.

3. For the purposes of this Treaty, the safeguards referred to in paragraph 1
shall have as their purpose the verification of the non-diversion of nuclear
material from peaceful nuclear activities to nuclear explosive devices.

4. Each Party agrees upon the request of any other Party to transmit to that
Party and to the Director for the information of all Parties a copy of the overall
conclusions of the most recent report by the IAEA on its inspection activities

in the territory of the Party concerned, and to advise the Director promptly of
any subsequent findings of the Board of Governors of the IAEA in relation to

those conclusions for the information of all Parties.
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Annex 3
ANNEX 3
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
1. There is hereby establishéd a Consultative Committee which shall be

convened by the Director from time to time pursuant to Articles 10 and 11 and
Annex 4 (2). The Consultative Committee shall be constituted of representatives
of the Parties, each Party being entitled to appoint one representative who may
be accompanied by advisers. Unless otherwise agreed, the Consultative Committee
shall be chaired at any given meeting by the representative of the Party which
last hosted the meeting of Heads of Government of Members of the South Pacific
Forum. A quorum shall be constituted by representatives of half the Parties,
Subject to the provisions of Article 11, decisions of the Consultative Committee
shall be taken by consensus or, failing consensus, by a two-thirds majority of
those present and voting. The Consultative Committee shall adopt such other
rules of procedure as it sees fit.

2. The costs of the Consultative Committee, including the costs of special
inspections pursuant to Annex 4, shall be borne by the South Pacific Bureau for
Economic Co-operation. It may seek special funding should this be required.
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ANNEX 4

COMPLAINTS PROCEDURE

1. A Party which considers that there are grounds for a complaint that
another Party is in breach of its obligations under this Treaty shall, before
bringing such a complaint to the Director, bring the subject matter of the
complaint to the attention of the Party complained of and shall allow thz
latter reasonable opportunity to provide it with an explanation and to resolve
the matter.

2. If the matter is not so resolved, the complainant Party may bring the
complaint to the Director with a request that the Consultative Committee be
convened to consider it. Complaints shall be supported by an account of
evidence of breach of obligations known to the complainant Party. Upon receipt
of a complaint the Director shall convene the Consultative Committee as

quickly as possible to consider it.

3. The Consultative Committee, taking account of efforts made under paragraph 1,
shall afford the Party complained of a reasonable opportunity to provide it with
an explanation of the matter.

4. If, after considering any explanation given to it by the representatives of
the Party complained of, the Consultative Committee decides that there is
sufficient substance in the complaint to warrant a special inspection in the
territory of that Party or elsewhere, the Consultative Committee shall direct
that such special inspection be made as quickly as possible by a special
inspection team of three sutiably qualified special inspectors appointed oy

the Consultative Committee in consultation with the complained of and complainant
Parties, provided that no national of either Party shall serve on the special
inspection team. If so requested by the Party complained of, the special
inspection team shall be accompanied by representatives of that Party. Neither
the right of consultation on the appointment of special inspectors, nor the
right to accompany special inspectors, shall delay the work of the special
inspection team.

5. In making a specilal inspection, special inspectors shall be subject to the
direction only of the Consultative Committee and shall comply with such
directives concerning tasks, objectives, confidentiality and procedures as may

be decided upon by it. Directives shall take account of the legitimate interests
@f the Party complained of in complying with its other international obligations
and commitments and shall not duplicate safeguards procedures to be undertaken

by the IAEA pursuant to agreements referred to in Annex 2 (1). The special
inspectors shall discharge their duties with due respect for the laws of the
Party complained of.

6. Each Party shall give to special inspectors full and free access to all
information and places within its territory which may be relevant to enable
the special inspectors to implement the directives given to them by the
Consultative Committee. .

T. The Party complained of shall take all appropriate steps to facilitate
the special inspection, and shall grant to special inspectors privileges and
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immunities necessary for the performance of their functions, including
inviolability for all papers and documents and immunity from arrest, detention
and legal process for acts done and words spoken and written, for the purpose
of the special inspection.

8. The special inspectors shall report in writing as quickly as possible to
the Consultative Committee, outlining their activities, setting out relevant
facts and information as ascertained by them, with supporting evidence and
documentation as appropriate, and stating their conclusions.” The Consultative
Committee shall report fully to all Members of the South Pacific Forum, giving
its decision as to whether the Party complained of is in breach of its
obligations under this Treaty.

9. If the Consultative Committee has decided that the Party complained of is

in breach of its obligations under. this Treaty, or that. the above provisions have
not been complied with, or at any time at the request of either the complainant
or complained of Party, the Parties shall meet promptly at a meeting of the
South Pacific Forum.
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PROTOCOL 1
The Parties to this Protocol,
Noting the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (the Treaty)

Have Agreed as follows:

ARTICLE 1

Each Party undertakes to apply, in respect of the territories for which it
is internationally responsible situated within the South Pacific Nuclear Free
Zone, the prohibitions contained in Articles 3, 5 and 6, in so far as they
relate to the manufacture, stationing and testing of any nuclear explosive
device within those territories, and the safeguards specified in Article 8 (2)(c)
and Annex 2 of the Treaty.

ARTICLE 2

Each Party may, by written notification to the depositary, indicate its
acceptance from the date of such notification of any alteration to its
obligations under this Protocol brought about by the entry into force of an
amendment to the Treaty pursuant to Article 11 of the Treaty.

ARTICLE 3

This Protocol shall be open for signature by France, the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America.

ARTICLE 4
This Protocol shall be subject to ratification.
ARTICLE 5
This Protocol shall enter into force for each State on the date of 1its

deposit with the depositary of its instrument of ratification.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized by their
Governments, have signed this Protocol.

DONE at | , this day of ,
One thousand nine hundred and eighty- five , in a single original in the
English language.
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PROTOCOL 2
The Parties to this Protocol
Noting the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zope Treaty (the Treaty)
Have Agreed as follows:

ARTICLE 1

Each Party undertakes not to contribute to any act which constitutes a
violation of the Treaty or its Protocols by Parties to them.

ARTICLE 2

Each Party further undertakes not to use or threaten to use any nuclear
explosive device against:

(a) Parties to the Treaty; or

(b) any territory within the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone for which
a State that has become a Party to Protocol 1 is internationally responsible.

ARTICLE 3

Each Party may, by written notification to the depositary, indicate its
acceptance from the date of such notification of any alteration to its
obligations under this Protocol brought about by the entry into force of an
amendment to the Treaty pursuant to Article 11 of the Treaty or by the extension
of the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone pursuant to Article 12(3) of the Treaty.

ARTICLE 4
This Protocol shall be open for signature by France, the People's Republic
of China, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America.
ARTICLE 5
This Protocol shall be subject to ratification.
ARTICLE 6
This Prbtocol shall enter into force for each State on the date of its

deposit with the depositary of its instrument of ratification.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized by their
Governments, have signed this Protocol.

DONE at , this day of
One thousand nine hundred and eighty- five , in a single original in the
English language.
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The Parties to this Protocol
Noting the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (the Treaty)
Have Agreed as follows:

ARTICLE 1

Each Party undertakes not to test any nuclear explosive device anywhere
within the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone.

ARTICLE 2
Each Party may, by written notification to the depositary, indicate its
acceptance from the date of such notification of any alteration to its
obligation under this Protoecol brought about by the entry into force of an
amendment to the Treaty pursuant to Article. 11l of the Treaty or by the extension
of the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone pursuant to Article 12(3) of the Treaty.
ARTICLE 3
This Protocol shall be open for signature by France, the People's Republic
of China, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America.
ARTICLE 4
This Protocol shall be subject to ratification.

ARTICLE 5

This Protocol shall enter into force for each State on the date of its
deposit with the depositary of its instrument of ratification.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized by their
Governments, have signed this Protocol.

DONE at , this day of ’
One thousand nine hundred and eighty- five , in a single original in the
English language. :
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AN

STATEMENT BY THE GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE
CPSU CENTRAL COMMITTEE, MIKHAIL GORBACHEV

The new year 1986 has started: It will be an important year, one may say
a turning point, in the history of the Soviet State, the year of the
27th Congress of the CPSU. The Congress will chart the guidelines for the
poclitical, social, economic and spiritual development of Soviet society in the
period up to the next millennium. It will adopt a programme for accelerating
our peaceful construction.

£11 efforts of the CPSU are directed towards ensuring a further improvement
in the life of the Soviet people.

A turn for the better is also needed in the international arena. This is
what the peoples of the Soviet Union, and of the peoples throughout the world,
expect and demand.

Being aware of this, at the start of the new year the Politburo of the
CPSU Central Committee and the Soviet Government have decided on a number of
major foreign policy initiatives of a fundamental nature. They are designed to
promote an improvement in the international situation to the greatest possible
extent. They are prompted by the need to overcome the negative, confrontationist
trends that have been growing in recent years and to clear the way for curbing
the nuclear arms race on Earth and preventing it in outer space, generally
reducing the risk of war, and building confidence as an integral part of
relations among States.

I.

The most important of these initiatives is a concrete programme aimed at
the complete elimination of nuclear weapons throughout the world within a
precisely defined period of time.

The Soviet Union is proposing a step-by-step, coherent process for ridding
the Earth of nuclear weapons, to be implemented and completed within the next
15 years, by the end of this century.

The twentieth century brought mankind the gift of atomic energy. However,
this great achievement of human intelligence may turn into an instrument of
man's self-annihilation.

Is it possible to resolve this contradiction? We are convinced that it is.
Finding effective ways of eliminating nuclear weapons is a feasible task,
provided it is tackled without delay.

The Soviet Union proposes that a programme for ridding mankind of the fear
fa nuclear catastrophe should be launched in 1986. The fact that this vear has
een proclaimed the International Year of Peace by the United Nations provides

4 political and moral incentive for doing so. To this end it is
rise above national selfishness, tactical calculztions, differences
who

Jhose signrificance 1s nothing compared to the preservation of what
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is most valuable -- peace and a safe future. The energy of the atom should be
placed exclusively at the service of peace, a goal that our socialist State
has invariably advocated and continues to pursue.

It was our country that as early as 1946 was the first to raise the question
of prohibiting the production and use of atomic weapons and devoting atomic
energy to peaceful purposes for the benefit of mankind.

How does the Soviet Union envisage today, in practical terms, the process
of making reductions in nuclear weapons, both delivery vehicles and warheads,
leading ultimately to their complete elimination? Our proposals can be
summarized as follows.

Stage one: within the next 5-8 years the USSR and the United States will
each reduce by one half the nuclear arms that can reach the other's territory.
For the remaining delivery vehicles of this kind each side will retain no more
than 6,000 warheads.

It stands to reason that such a reduction is possible only if the USSR
and the United States mutually renounce the development, testing and deployment
of space strike weapons. As the Soviet Union has repeatedly warned, the
development of space strike weapons will dash the hopes for a reduction of
nuclear weapons on Earth.

This first stage will include the adoption and implementation of the
decision for the complete elimination of the intermediate-range missiles, both
ballistic and cruise missiles, of the USSR and the United States in the
European zone, as a first step towards ridding the European continent of
nuclear weapons.

At the same time the United States should undertake not to transfer its
strategic and medium-range missiles to other countries, while Britain and France
should pledge not to build up their respective nuclear armaments.

The USSR and the United States should agree from the outset to halt all
nuclear explosions and call upon other States to join in such a moratorium as
soon as possible.

We propose that the first stage of nuclear disarmament should concern the
Soviet Union and the United States because it is up to them to set an example
for the other nuclear-weapon Powers to follow. We said this very frankly to
President Reagan of the United States during our meeting in Geneva. '

Stage two: -during this stage, which should start no later than 1990 and
last for 5-7 years, the other nuclear-weapon Powers will begin to engage in
Nuclear disarmament. To begin with, they would pledge to freeze all their
Nuclear arms and not to station them in the territories of other countries.

During this period the USSR and the United States will go on with the
Peductions agreed upon during the first stage and also carry out further
Weasures designed to eliminate their medium-range nuclear weapons and freeze
their tactical nuclear systems.
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Following the completion by the USSR and the United States of America of the
50 per cent reduction in the arms concerned in the second stage, another
radicel step will then be taken: all nuclear-weapon Powers will eliminate
their tactical nuclear arms, i.e. weapons having a range (or radius of action)
of up to 1,000 km.

During this stage the Soviet-American accord on the prohibition of space
strike weapons would have to become multilateral, with the mandatory
participation of major industrial Powers.

A1l nuclear-weapon Powers would cease nuclear-weapon tests.

There would be a ban on the development of non-nuclear weapons based on
new physical principles, whose destructive capacity is close to that of nuclear
arms or other weapons of mass destruction.

Stage three will begin no later than 1995. During this stage the
elimination of all remaining nuclear weapons will be completed. By the end
of 1999 there will be no more nuclear weapons on Earth. E universal accord
will be drawn up to ensure that such weapons will never again come into being.

We have in mind that special procedures will be worked out for the
destruction of nuclear weapons as well as the dismantling, re-equipment or
destruction of delivery vehicles. In this connection, agreement will be
reached on the numbers of weapons to be destroyed at each stage, destruction
sites and so on.

Verification of the destruction or limitation of arms wculd be carried
out both by national technical means and through on-site inspections. The
USSR is ready to reach agreement on any other additional verification
measures.

The adoption of the nuclear disarmament programme that we propose would
undoubtedly have a favourable impact on the negotiations conducted in bilateral
and multilateral forums. The programme would establish clear schedules and
reference points, with a specific time-frame for achieving agreements and
implementing them, and would make the negotiations purposeful and goal-oriented.
This would break the dangerous trend whereby the momentum of the arms race is
greater than the outcome of negotiations.

In short, we propose that we should enter the third millennium without
nuclear weapons, on the basis of mutually acceptable and strictly verifiable
agreements. If the United States Administration is indeed committed to the
goal of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons everywhere, as it has
repeatedly stated, it is being offered a practical opportunity to set about
achieving it. Instead of wasting the next 10-15 years by developing new,
extremely dangerous weapons in space, allegedly designed to meke nuclear
arms useless, would it not be more sensible to start eliminating those arms
and finally bring them down to zero point? The Soviet Union, I repeat,
proposes precisely that.
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The Soviet Union calls upon all peoples and States and, naturally, above all
nuclear-weapon States, to support the programme of eliminating nuclear weapons by
the year 2000. It is absolutely clear to any unbiased person that if such a
programme is implemented, nobody would lose and everybody stands to gain. This
is a problem common to all mankind and it can and must be solved only through
common efforts. The sooner this programme is translated into practical deeds,
the safer life on our planet will be.

II.

Guided by the same approach, and by the desire to make another practical
step within the context of the programme of nuclear disarmament, the Soviet Union
has taken an important decision.

We are extending by three months our unilateral moratorium on all nuclear
explosions, which expired on 31 December 1985. Such a moratorium will remain in
effect even beyond that date if the United States for its part also stops nuclear
tests. We propose once again to the United States to join in this initiative
whose significance is evident to practically everyone in the world.

Obviously, it was by no means simple for us to adopt such a decision. The
Soviet Union cannot indefinitely display unilateral restraint in nuclear testing.
But the stakes are too high and the responsibility too great for us not to try
every possibility of influencing the position of others through the force of
example.

All experts, scientists, politicians and military men agree that the
cessation of tests would effectively block off the channels for upgrading
nuclear weapons. And this is a matter of the utmost priority. A reduction in
nuclear arsenals alone, without a prohibition on nuclear-weapons tests, does not
offer a way out of the dilemma of the nuclear threat, since the remaining
weapons would be modernized and there would still remain the possibility of
developing increasingly sophisticated and lethal nuclear weapons and evaluating
such new types of weapons at test sites.

The cessation of tests is therefore a practical step towards eliminating
nuclear weapons.
! I wish at once to say the following. Any reference to verification as an
obstacle to the establishment of a moratorium on nuclear explosions is totally
groundless. We declare unequivocally that verification is no problem so far as
we are concerned. Should the United States agree to stop all nuclear explosions
on a reciprocal basis, appropriate verification of compliance with the
moratorium would be fully ensured by national technical means as well as through
international procedures - including on-site inspections whenever necessary.
We invite the United States to reach agreement to this effect.

The USSR is firmly in favour of the moratorium being first a bilateral and
later a multilateral action. We are also in favour of resuming the trilateral
negotiations involving the USSR, the United States and Great Britain on the
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complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests. This could be done
immediately, even this month. We are also prepared to begin without delay
multilateral test-ban negotiations within the framework of the Geneva Conference
on Disarmament, with all nuclear-weapon Fowers taking part. The non-aligned
countries are proposing consultations with a view to making the 1963 Moscow
Treaty banning nuclear-weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under
water apply also to underground tests, which, are not covered by the Treaty.

The Soviet Union is agreeable to this measure too.

Since last summer we have been calling upon the United States to follow our
example and stop nuclear explosions. Washington has as yet not done so, despite
the protests and demands of public opinion, and contrary to the will of most
States in, the world. By continuing to set off nuclear explosions the ,
United States side continues to pursue its elusive dream of military superiority.’
This policy is futile and dangerous, and unworthy of the level of civilization
that modern society has reached.

In the absence of a positive response from the United States, the Soviet
side had every right to resume nuclear tests already on 1 January 1986. If one
were to follow the usual "logic" of the arms race, that, presumably, would have
been the thing to do. ‘

But the whole point is that it is precisely that logic, if one may call it
that, which has to be resolutely repudiated. We are making yet another attempt
in this direction. Otherwise the process of military rivalry will become an
avalanche and any control over the course of events will be impossible. To
submit to the force of the nuclear-arms race is inadmissible. It would mean
acting against the voice of reason and the human instinct for self-preservation.
What is required are new and bold approaches, new political thinking and a
heightened sense of responsibility for the destinies of the people.

The United States Administration once again has more time to weigh our
proposals on stopping nuclear explosions and to give a positive answer to
them. For that is the response people everywhere in the world will expect from
Washington.

The Soviet Union is addressing an appeal to the United States President
and Congress, to the American people. There is an opportunity of halting the
process of upgrading nuclear arms and developing new nuclear weapons. It must
not be missed. The Soviet proposals place the USSR and the United States in
an equal position. These proposals do not attempt to outwit or outsmart the
other side. We are proposing to follow the road of sensible and responsible
decisions.

ITI.
In order to implement the programme for reducing and eliminating nuclear
arsenals, the entire existing system of negotiations has to be set in motion
and the highest possible efficiency of disarmament machinery ensured.
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In a few days the Soviet-American talks on nuclear and space arms will
resume in Geneva. When we met with President Reagan last November in Geneva,
we had a frank discussion on the whole range of problems that constitute the
subject of those negotiations, namely on space, strategic offensive and
intermediate-range nuclear systems. It was agreed that the negotiations
should be accelerated: that agreement must not remain a mere declaration.

The Soviet delegation in Geneva will be instructed to act in strict
compliance with that agreement. We expect the same constructive approach from
the United States side, above all on the question of space. Space must remain
peaceful, strike weapons should not be deployed there. Neither should they be
developed. And there should also be the most rigorous control, including
opening up the relevant laboratories for inspection.

Mankind is at a crucial stage of the new space age. And it is time to
abandon the thinking of the stone age, when the chief concern was to have a
bigger stick or a heavier stone. We are against weapons in space. Our material
and intellectual capabilities make it possible for the Soviet Union to develop
any weapon if we are compelled to do so. But we are fully aware of our
responsibility to the present and future generations. It is our profound
conviction that we should enter the third millennium not with the '"star wars"
programme but with large-scale projects for the peaceful exploration of space
by all mankind. We propose starting practical work on such projects and their
implementation. This is one of the major ways of ensuring progress throughout
our planet and establishing a reliable system of security for all.

To prevent the arms race from extending into space is to remove the
obstacle to deep cuts in nuclear weapons. There is on the negotiating table in
Geneva a Soviet proposal for halving the relevant nuclear arms of the
Soviet Union and the United States, which would be an important step towards
the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. To reject the possibility of
resolving the problem of space means that one does not wish to stop the arms
race on Earth. This should be stated in clear and straightforward terms. It is
not by chance that the proponents of the nuclear-arms race are also ardent
supporters of the "star wars" programme. These are two sides of the same
policy, which is hostile to the interests of people.

Let me turn to the European aspect of the nuclear problem. It is a
matter of extreme concern that in defiance of reason and contrary to the national
‘interests of the European peoples, United States first-strike missiles continue
to be deployed in certain West European countries. This problem has been under
discussion for many years now. Meanwhile the security situation in Europe
continues steadily to deteriorate.

It is time to put an end to this course of events and cut this gordian
knot. The Soviet Union has long been proposing to rid Europe of both
intermediate-range and tactical nuclear weapons. This proposal remains valid.
As a first radical step in this direction we are now proposing, as I have said,
that even at the first stage of our programme all intermediate-range ballistic
and cruise milliles of the USSR and the United States in the European area
should be eliminated. The achievement of tangible results in the Geneva
negotiations would mean giving significant content to the programme we have
advanced for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons by the year 20CO.
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Iv.

The Soviet Union considers the complete elimination even in this century of
such barbaric weapons of mass destruction as chemical weapons to be an entirely
feasible task.

At the talks on chemical weapons within the framework of the Geneva
Conference on Disarmament signs of progress have recently appeared. However,
these talks have been unreasonably protracted. We are in favour of intensifying
the negotiations in order to conclude an effective and verifiable international
convention for the prohibition of chemical weapons and the destruction of the
existing stockpiles of those weapons, as agreed with President Reagan at Geneva.

With regard to the prohibition of chemical weapons, as in other
disarmament matters, all participants in the talks should take a fresh look at
things. I would like to make it perfectly clear that the Soviet Union is in
favour of the early and complete elimination of those weapons and of the
industrial base for their production. We are prepared for a timely declaration
of the location of enterprises producing chemical weapons and for the cessation
of their production and ready to start developing procedures for destroying
the relevant industrial base and to proceed, soon after the convention enters
into force, to the elimination of the stockpiles of chemical weapons. All these
measures would be carried out under strict control including international
on-site inspections.

A radical solution to this problem would also be facilitated by certain
interim steps. For example, agreement could be achieved on a multilateral basis
not to transfer chemical weapons to anyone and not to deploy them in the
territories of other States. As for the Soviet Union it has always strictly
abided by those principles in its practical policies. We call upon other States
to follow that example and show equal restraint.

V.

Together with the elimination of weapons of mass destruction from the
arsenals of States, the Soviet Union proposes that conventional weapons and armed
forces be the object of agreed reductions.

Reaching agreement at the Vienna negotiations could signal the beginning
of progress in this direction. Today it would seem that a framework is emerging
for a possible decision to reduce Soviet and United States troops and
subsequently freeze the level of armed forces of the opposing sides in
Central Europe. The Soviet Union and cur Warsaw Treaty allies are determined to
achieve success at the Vienna talks. If the other side also wants this, 1986
could become a landmark for the Vienna talks toc. We proceed from the
understanding that a possible agreement on troops reductions would naturally
require reasonable verification. We are also prepared for that. As for
compliance with the commitment to freeze the number of troops, in addi
naticnal technical means permanent verification posts could be establ
monitor any military contingents antering the reduction zone

e .

I should now like tc mention that highly important forum, the Stockholm
Conference on Confidence- and Security-Ruilding Measures ard Disarmament in
Eurcpe. Its task is tc erect = st the use of force or covert
preparations for war, whether on land, at zea or in tne air. The pecasibilities
have now become evident .
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In our view, especially in the current situation, it is essential to reduce
b h ~ )
the numbers of troops participating in major wilitary manoeuvres notifiable
under the Helsinki Final Act.

Tt

It is time to begin dealing effectively with the problems still ocutstanding
at the Conference. It is well known that the stumbling block there is the issue
of notifications regarding major ground force, naval and air force exercises. Of
course, those are serious problems and they must be addressed in a serious manner
in the interests of building confidence in Europe. However, if their
comprehensive sclubtion cannot be achieved at this time, why not explore ways of
finding partial solutions, for instance by reaching agreement now on
notifications of major ground force and air force exercises, while postponing the
question of naval activities until the next stage of the Conference.

It is not an accident that a considerable part of the new Soviet initiatives
is directly addressed to Europe. By achieving a radical shift towards the policy
of peace, Eurcpe could have a special role to play: that of rebulilding detente.

For this Europe has the necessary histeorical experience, which is often
unique. Suffice it to recall that the Jjoint efforts of the Europeans, the
United States and Canada produced the Helsinki Final Act. If there is a need for
a specific and vivid example of new thinking and pélitical psychology in
approaching the problems of peace, co-operation and international trust, that
historic document could in many ways serve as such an example.

VI.

Ensuring security in Asia 1s of vital importance to the Soviet Union, as one
of the major Asian Powers. The Soviet programme for eliminating nuclear and
chemical weapons by the end of the current century is in harmony with the sentimen
of the peoples of the Asian continent, for whom the problems of peace and securit
are no less urgent than for the peoples of Europe. In this context one cannot
fail to recall that Japan and its cities Hiroshima and Nagasaki were the victims
of nuclear bombing and Vietnam was the object of the use of chemical weapons.

We highly appreciate the constructive initiatives put forward by the sociali
countries of Asia and by India and other members of the non-aligned movement. We
consider it highly important that the two Asian nuclear-weapon Powers, the USSR
and the People's Republic of China, have both undertaken not to be the first to
use nuclear weapons.

The implementation of our programme would fundamentally change the situation
in Asia, rid the nations in that part of the globe too of the fear of nuclear anc
chemical warfare, and bring security in that region to a qualitatively new level

We regard our programme as a conbtribution to the search, together with all
Asian countries, for an overall comprehensive approach to establishing a system
of secure and durable peace in the continent.

VII.

Our new proposals are addressed to the whole world. Initiating active step
to halt the arms race and reduce arms levels is a necessary prerequisite for
tackling the increasingly acute global problems: the deteriorating human
environment and the need to find new energy sources and combat economic
backwardness, hunger and disease. The pattern imposed by militarism -- arms
instead of development -- must be replaced by the reverse -- disarmament for
development. The noose of the trillion-dollar foreign debt now strangling score
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of countries and entire continents is a direct consequence of the arms race.
Over two hundred and fifty billion dollars are annually siphoned out of the
developing countries, an amount practically equal to the size of the mammoth
United States military budget. Indeed, this coincidence is far from accidental.

The Soviet Union wants each measure limiting and reducing arms and each
step towards the elimination of nuclear weapons not only to bring nations greater
security but also to make it possible to allocate more funds for improving
people's lives. It is natural that the peoples seeking to put an end to
backwardness and attain the level of the industrially developed countries
associate the prospects of freeing themselves from their foreign-debt dependence
on imperialism, which is draining their economies, with the limitation and
elimination of weapons, the reduction of military expenditures and the switching !
of resources to the goals of social and economic development. This theme will ’
undoubtedl'y figure most prominently at the International Conference on
Disarmametfit and Development to be held next summer in Paris.

The Soviet Union is opposed to making the implementation of disarmament
measures dependent on the so-called regional conflicts. Behind this lies both
an unwillingness to follow the path of disarmament and a desire to impose upon
sovereign nations something that is alien to them and which would make it
possible to maintain profoundly unfair conditions whereby some countries live at
the expense of others, exploiting their natural, human and spiritual resources
for the selfish imperial purposes of certain States or aggressive alliances. The
Soviet Union, as before, will continue to oppose this. It will continue
consistently to advocate freedom for peoples, peace, security, and a stronger
international legal order. The Soviet Union's goal is not to whip up regional

sonflicts but to eliminate them through collective efforts on a just basis, and
the sooner the better.

Today, there is no shortage of statements professing a commitment to peace.
vhat is really in short supply is concrete action to strengthen its foundations.
111 too often peaceful words conceal war preparations and power politics.
Joreover, some statements made from high rostrums are in fact intended to
:liminate any trace of that new "spirit of Geneva" which is having a salutary
:ffect on international relations today. Indeed, it is not merely a question of
statements: there are also actions clearly designed to incite animosity and
1istrust and to revive confrontation, which is the antithesis of detente.

We reject this form of acting and thinking. We want 1986 to be not just a
eaceful year but one that would enable us to reach the end of the twentieth century
nder the sign of peace and nuclear disarmament. The set of new foreign policy
nitiatives that we are proposing is intended to make is possible for mankind to
pproach the year 2000 under peaceful skies and peaceful space, without fear of
uclear, chemical or any other threat of annihilation and fully confident of its
wn survival and of the continuation of the human race.

The new resolute measures now taken by the Soviet Union for the sake of
eace and of improving the overall international situation are the expression
f the substance and the spirit of our domestic and foreign policies and their
rganic unity. They reflect the fundamental law of history which was emphasized by
ladimir Ilyich Lenin. The whole world sees that our country is holding high the

anner of peaca, fresdom and humanism raised over our planet by the Great October
2volution.
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4 On the issues of preserving peace and preserving mankind from the threat of
nuclear war, no one should remain indifferent or stand aloof. This concerns
each and everyone. Each State, large or small, socialist or capitalist, has an
important contribution to make. Every responsible political party, every social
organization and every person can also make an important contribution.

No task is more urgent, more noble and humane, than uniting all efforts to
achieve this lofty goal. This task must be accomplished by our generation -~- we
cannot shift it onto the shoulders of those who will succeed us. This is the
imperative of our time. This, I would say, is the burden of our historic
responsibility for our decisions and actions in the time remaining until the
beginning of the third millennium.

The course of peace and disarmament will continue to be pivotal to.the
foreign policy of the CPSU and the Soviet State. In actively pursuing this cours
the Soviet Union is prepared to engage in wide-ranging co-operation with all thos
who adopt a stance of reason, goodwill and awareness of responsibility for
assuring mankind a future without wars or weapons.
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CHINA

Working paper on cessation of the nuclear arms
race and realization of nuclear disarmament

The cessation of the nuclear arms race and the realization of nuclear
disarmament are common desires of the people of the world. The
first special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to
disarmament pointed out explicitly in its Final Document that "effective
measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war have the
highest priority". It expresses the strong demand of the people for early
nuclear disarmament. Resolution 41/59 F adopted attthe forty~-first session of
the United Nations General Assembly once again urged the United States and the
Soviet Union to discharge their special responsibility for nuclear disarmament
and to take the lead in this regard. This resolution, enjoying support from
,all the United Nations Member States, including the Soviet Union and the
United States, pointed out the correct and effective way to the realization of
nuclear disarmament.

Héving declared that "a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be
fought", the United States and the Soviet Union have each made proposals foi a
drastic reduction of nuclear weapons and conducted many rounds of bilateral
negotiations on nuclear disarmament, but so far progress has been slow except
on individual issues. The United States and the Soviet Union should, in the
light of the desire of the people of the world for peace and disarmament,
negotiate in earnest with a view to reaching agreement on nuclear disarmament
Jthat is truly conducive to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the
relaxation of international tehsion,'and without detriment to the interests of
other countries,.and should implement the agreement as soon as poésibie.

Despite the fact that nuclear disarmament has always been placed on its
agenda as an important priority item, the Conference on Disarmament has yet to
play its due role in the field of nuclear disarmament, as it has been unable

to establish an ad hoc committee on this item.

GE. 87-62491/9283E
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China has all along been opposed to the nuclear arms race, and has
advocated the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear
weapons. In order to promote early achievement of this goal, the Chinese
delegation submits its propositions as follows:

1. The nuclear arms race poses a grave threat to world peace and
security. Halting the nuclear arms race and achieving nuclear disarmament
constitute an important task before the people of the world. The ultimate
goal of nuclear disarmament is the complete prohibition and thorough
destruction of nuclear weapons, and all nuclear disarmament measures must
serve this goal. A

2. The United States and the Soviet Union possess the largest and most
advanced nuclear arsenals in the world, and are still continuing to improve
and upgrade the performance of their nuclear weapons. This has resulted in a
steady escalation of the nuclear arms race. In view of such a situation, the
effective way to the realization of nuclear disarmament is as follows: the
United States and the Soviet Union should take the lead in halting the
testing, production and deployment of all types of nuclear weapons and
drastically reducing and destroying on the spot all types of nuclear weapons
deployed by them at any localities both inside and outside their territories.
Following that, a broadly representative international conference on nuclear
disarmament with the participation of all nuclear States may be convened to
discuss steps and measures for further nuclear disarmament by the
United States and the Soviet Union and for participation by other nuclear
States in the process of nuclear disarmament, with a view to ultimately
eliminating all nuclear weapons.

3. The United States and the Soviet Union, in discharging in real
earnest their special responsibility for nuclear disarmament, should speed up
the peace of their bilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament so as to
reach as soon as possible agreements truly conducive to the relaxation of
international tension, without detriment to the interests of other countries.
In their negotiations on medium-range nuclear missiles, the United States and
the Soviet Union should respect and accept the legitimate proposals and
demands of the countries in the regions concerned. The countries and people
in Asia, like those in any other region, are concerned about their own
security and peace. The security of Europe is important, and the security of

Asia is equally important. The medium-range nuclear missiles deployed by the
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United States and the Soviet Union in Europe and Asia should be reduced and
completely destroyed according to the same principle and in a synchronized and
balanced manner.

4. In the issue of disarmament, the security interests of all countries
in the world are at stake. Therefore, it must not be monopolized by a féw
major Powers. All countries have the right to participate, on an equal
footing, in the discussion and settlement of the issue of disarmament.
Bilateral and multilateral negotiations should complement and promote each
other. The role of the Geneva Conference on Disarmament as the single
authoritative multilateral negotiating forum should be fully displayed and
constantly strengthened instead of being restricted or weakened.
Consequently, it is both necessary and useful that States participating in
bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations should keep the Conference on
Disarmament informed about the progress of their negotiations.

5. Pending the realization of nuclear disarmament, all nuclear States
should undertake not to be the first to use nuclear weapons at any time and
under any circumstances, and not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear states or nuclear-free zones. On this basis, an
international convention with the participation of all nuclear States should
be concluded to guarantee the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons.

6. To ensure the smooth realization of nuclear disarmament, any
agreement on nuclear disarmament should provide for necessary and effective
verification measures including both national and international technical
means of verification, and should guarantee equal participation by all the
States concerned in international verification.

7. To promote nuclear disarmament, great importance should also be
accorded to the following two issues:

(a) Conventional disarmament is closely related to nuclear disarmament,
and along with nuclear disarmament it is necessary to pursue conventional
disarmament. The two super-Powers, which possess the largest and the most
sophisticated conventional arsenals, have also to take the lead in drastically
reducing them, and should withdraw all their armed forces and military bases
from abroad. Conventional disarmament should result in reducing the
conventional armaments of all countries to the lowest level. The military
forces of all countries should be used exclusively for the purpose of

self-defence;
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(b) The development of space weapons has resulted in a qualitative
escalation of the arms race, and made the issue of nuclear disarmament even
more complicated and difficult. Therefore, the immediate curbing of the arms
race in outer space is of great significance. Both the United States and the
Soviet Union already possess and are vigorously developing space weapons.
They should immediately take action in real earnest to stop all forms of an
arms race in outer space. On this basis, negotiations should be held to
conclude an international agreement on the complete prohibition of space
weapons.

8. The Conference on Disarmament should establish as soon as possible
an ad hoc committee on the item "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament" so as to play its due role in promoting the process of

nuclear disarmament.
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LETTER DATED 1 FEBRUARY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT, TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A DOCUMENT
ENTITLED "JOINT U.S.-SOVIET SUMMIT STATEMENT" ISSUED BY THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS ON 10 DECEMBER 1987 AT THE CONCLUSION OF THE MEETING
BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, RONALD REAGAN, AND
THE GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST
PARTY OF THE SOVIET UNION, MIKHAIL GORBACHEV, IN WASHINGTON,
7-10 DECEMBER 1987

I have the honour to transmit herewith the text of a document entitled
"Joint U.S.-Soviet Summit Statement" issued by the United States of America
and the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics on 10 December 1987 at the
conclusion of the meeting between the President of the United States,
Ronald Reagan and the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, in Washington,

7-10 December 1987.

I would request that you make arrangements for the Statement to be issued
as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Max L. Friedersdorf
' United States Representative
to the Conference on Disarmament
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10 December 1987
JOINT U.S5.-SOVIET SUMMIT STATEMENT

Ronald W. Reagan, President of the United States of America, and
Mikhail S. Gorbachev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Partv of the Soviet Union, met in Washington on 7-10 December 1987.

Attending the meeting on the United States side were Vice President
George RBush; Secretary of State George P. Shultz; Secretary of Defense
Frank C. Carlucci; Chief of Staff Howard H. Baker, Jr; Acting Assistant
to the President Lieutenant General Colin L. Powell; Counselor of the
Department of State Ambassador Max M. Kampelman; Ambassador-at-Large
and Special Advisor to the President and Secretary of State on Arms
Control Matters Paul H., Nitze; Special Advisor to the President and
Secretary of State on Arms Control Matters Ambassador Edward L. Rowny;
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral william J. Crowe, Jr.;
Ambassador of the United States to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Jack P. Matlock; and Assistant Secretary of State for European and Canadian
Affairs Rozanne L. Ridgway.

Attending on the Soviet side were Member of the Pclitburo of the
CPSU Central Committee, Minister of PForeign Affairs of the USSR
Eduard A. Shevardnadze; Member of the Politburo of the CPSU Central
Committee, Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Alexander N. Yakovlev;
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Anatoly F. Dobrynin; Deputy Chairman
of the USSR Council of Ministers Vladimir M. Kamentsev; Chief of the
General Staff of the USSR Armed Forces and First Deputy Minister of Defence of
the USSR, Marshal of the Soviet Union Sergei F. Akhromeev; Assistant to the
General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Anatoly S. Chernyaev; Head of
the General Department of the CPSU Central Committee Valeriy I. Boldinj;
Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR Aleksandr A. Bessmertnykh;
Ambassador of the USSR to the United States of America Yuri V. Dubinin; Member
of the Collegium of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs Victor P. Karpov;
and Ambassador-at-Large Aleksey A. Obukhowv.

During the course of the official visit, which had been agreed during the
two leaders' November 1985 meeting in Geneva, the President and the
General Secretary held comprehensive and detailed discussions on the full
range of issues between the two countries, including arms reductions, human
rights and humanitarian issues, settlement of regional conflicts, and |
bilateral relations. The talks were candid and constructive, reflecting both
the continuing differences beween the two sides, and their understand@ng that
these differences are not insurmountable obstacles to progress -in areas of
mutual interest.

They reaffirmed their strong commitment to a vigorous dialogue
encompassing the whole of the relationship.

The leaders reviewed progress to date in fulfilling the broad agenda they
agreed at Geneva and advanced at Reykjavik. They took particular satisfaction
in the conclusion over the last two years of important agreements in some
areas of this agenda.



The President and the Genaral Secretary affirmed the fundamental
importance of their meetings in Geneva and Reykjavik, which laid the basis for
concrete steps in a process intended to improve strategic stabhility and reduce
the risk of conflict. They will continue to be guided by their solemn
conviction that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought. They
are determined to prevent any war between the United States and the
Soviet Union, whether nuclear or conventional. They will not seek to achieve
military superiority.

The two leaders recognized the special responsibility of the
United States and the Soviet Union to search for realistic ways to prevent
confrontation and to promote a more sustainable and stable relationship
between .their countries. To this end, they agreed to intensify dialogue and
to encourage emerging trends toward constructive co-operation in all areas of
their relations. They are convinced that in so doing they will also
contribute, with other nations, to the building of a safer world as humanity
enters the third millennium.

I. ARMS CONTROL

The INF Treaty

The two leaders signed the Treaty between the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles. This Treaty is historic both
for its objective - the complete elimination of an entire class of
United States and Soviet nuclear arms - and for the innovative character and
scope of its verification provisions. This mutual accomplishment makes a
vital contribution to greater stability. '

Nuclear and space talks

The President and the General Secretary discussed the negotiations on
reductions in strategic offensive arms. They noted the considerable progress
which has been made toward conclusion of a treaty implementing the principle
of 50 per cent reductions. They agreed to instruct their negotiators in
Geneva to work toward the completion of the Treaty on the Reduction and
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms and all integral documents at the
earliest possible date, preferably in time for signature of the treaty during
the next meeting of leaders of State in the first half of 1988. Recognizing
that areas of agreement and disagreement are recorded in detail in the Joint
Draft Treaty Text, they agreed to instruct their negotiators to accelerate
resolution of issues within the Joint Draft Treaty Text including early
agreement on provisions for effective verification.

In so doing, the negotiators should build upon the agreements on
50 per cent reductions achieved at Reykjavik as subsequently developed and
now reflected in the agreed portions of the Joint Draft START Treaty Text
being developed in Geneva, including agreement on ceilings of no more than
1,600 strategic offensive delivery systems, 6,000 warheads, 1,540 warheads on
154 heavy missiles; the agreed rule of account for heavy bombers and their
nuclear armament; and an agreement that as a result of the reductions the
aggregate throw-weight of the Soviet Union's ICBMs and SLBMs will be reduced
to a level approximately 50 per cent below the existing level, and this level
will not be exceeded by either side. Such an agreement will be recorded in a
mutually satisfactory manner.



As priority tasks, they should focus on the following issues:

(a) The additional steps necessary to ensure that the reductions enhance
strategic stability. This will include a ceiling of 4,900 on the aggregate
number of ICBM plus SLBM warheads within the 6,000 total;

(b) The counting rules governing the number of long-range, nuclear-armed
air-launched cruise missiles (ACIMs) to be attributed to each type of heavy
bomber. The delegations shall define concrete rules in this area;

(c) The counting rules with respect to existing ballistic missiles.
The sides proceed from the assumption that existing types of ballistic
missiles are deployed with the following number of warheads. In the
United States: PEACEKEEPER (MX) :10, MINUTEMAN ITI:3, MINUTEMAN II:1,
TRIDENT I:8, TRIDENT II:8, POSEIDON:10. 1In the Soviet Union: SS-17:4,
ss~-19:6, SSs-18:10, SS-24:10, SS-25:1, SS-11:1, SS-13:1, SS-N-6:1, SS-N-8:1,
SS~-N-17:1, SS-N-18:7, SS-N-20:10 and SS-N-23:4. Procedures will be developed
that enable verification of the number of warheads on deployed ballistic
missiles of each specific type. 1In the event either side changes the number
of warheads declared for a type of deployed ballistic missile, the sides shall
notify each other in advance. There shall also be agreement on how to account
for warheads on future types of ballistic missiles covered by the Treaty on
the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms;

(d) The sides shall find a mutually acceptable solution to the gquestion
of limiting the deployment of long-range, nuclear-armed SLCMs. Such
limitations will not involve counting long-range, nuclear-armed SLCMs within
the 6,000 warhead and 1,600 strategic offensive delivery systems limits. The
sides committed themselves to establish ceilings on such missiles, and to seek
mutually acceptable and effective methods of verification of such limitations,
which could include the employment of National Technical Means, co-operative
measures and on-site inspection;

(e) Building upon the provisions of the Treaty on the Elimination of
Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, the measures by which the
provisions of the Treaty on the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Arms can be verified will, at a minimum, include:

1. Data exchanges, to include declarations by each side of the number
and location of weapon systems limited by the Treaty and of
facilities at which such systems are located and appropriate
notifications. These facilities will include locations and
facilities for production and final assembly, storage, testing, and
deployment of systems covered by this Treaty. Such declarations
will be exchanged between the sides before the Treaty is signed and
updated periodically after entry into force;

2. Baseline inspection to verify the accuracy of these declarations
promptly after entry into force of the Treaty;

3. On-site observation of the elimination of strategic systems
necessary to achieve the agreed limits;



4. Continuous on-site monitoring of the perimeter and portals of
critical production and support facilities to confirm the output of
these facilities;

5. Short-notice on-site inspection of:
(i) declared locations during the process of reducing to agreed
limits;

(ii) locations where systems covered by this Treaty remain after
achieving the agreed limits; and

(1ii) 1locations where such systems have been located :(formerly
i declared facilities);

6. The right to implement, in accordance with agreed-upon procedures,
short-notice inspections at locations where either side considers
covert deployment, production, storage or repair of strateqgic
offensive arms could be occurring;

7. Provisions prohibiting the use of concealment or other activities
which impede verification by National Technical Means. Such
provisions would include a ban on telemetry encryption and would
allow for full access to all telemetric information broadcast during
missile flight;

8. Measures designed to enhance observation of activities related to
reduction and limitation of strategic offensive arms by National
Technical Means. These would include open displays of
treaty-limited items at missile bases, bomber bases, and submarine
ports at locations and times chosen by the inspecting party.

Taking into account the preparation of the Treaty on Strategic Offensive
Arms, the leaders of the two countries also instructed their delegations in
Geneva to work out an agreement that would commit the sides to observe the
ABM Treaty, as signed in 1972, while conducting their research, development,
and testing as required, which are permitted by the ABM Treaty, and not to
withdraw from the ABM Treaty, for a specified period of time. Intensive
discussions of strategic stability shall begin not later than three years
before the end of the specified period, after which, in the event the sides
have not agreed otherwise, each side will be free to decide its course of
action. Such an agreement must have the same legal status as the Treaty on
Strategic Offensive Arms, the ABM Treaty, and other similar legally binding
agreements. This agreement will be recorded in a mutually satisfactory
manner. Therefore, they direct their delegations to address these issues on a
priority basis.

The sides shall discuss ways to ensure predictability in the development
of the United States—-Soviet strategic relationship under conditions of
strategic stability, to reduce the risk of nuclear war.



Other arms control issues

The President and the General Secretary reviewed a broad range of other
issues concerning arms limitation and reduction. The sides emphasized the
importance of productive negotiations on security matters and advancing in the
main areas of arms limitation and reduction through equitable, verifiable
agreements that enhance security and stability.

Nuclear testing

The two leaders welcomed the opening on 9 November 1987, of full-scale,
step-by-step negotations, in accordance with the joint statement adopted in
Washington on 17 September 1987, by the Secretary of State of the

United States and the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet
Sccialist Republics:

The United States and Soviet sides have agreed to begin before

1 December 1987, full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations which will be
conducted in a single forum. In these negotiations the sides as the
first step will agree upon effective verification measures which will
make it possible to ratify the United States-USSR Threshold Test Ban
Treaty of 1974 and Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty of 1976, and
proceed to negotiating further intermediate limitations on nuclear
testing leading to the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of
nuclear testing as part of an effective disarmament process. This
process, among other things, would pursue, as the first priority, the
goal of the reduction of nuclear weapons and, ultimately, their
elimination. For the purpose of the elaboration of improved verification
measures for the United States-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Treaties of 1974 and 1976 the sides intend to design and conduct joint
verification experiments at each other's test sites. These verification
measures will, to the extent appropriate, be used in further nuclear test
limitation agreements which may subsequently be reached.

The leaders also welcomed the prompt agreement by the sides to exchange
experts' visits to each other's nuclear testing sites in January 1988 and to
design and subsequently to conduct a Joint Verification Experiment at each
other's test site. The terms of reference for the Experiment are set forth in
the statement issued on 9 December 1987, by the Foreign Ministers of the
United States and the Soviet Union. The leaders noted the value of thése
agreements for developing more effective measures to verify compliance with
the provisions of the 1974 Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the 1976 Peaceful
Nuclear Explosions Treaty. :

Nuclear non-proliferation

The President and the General Secretary reaffirmed the continued
commitment of the United States and the Soviet Union to the non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons, and in particular to strengthening the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The two leaders expressed satisfaction
at the adherence since their last meeting of additional parties to the Treaty,
and confirmed their intent to make, together with other States, additiocnal
efforts to achieve universal adherence to the Treaty.



The President and the General Secretary expressed support for
international co-operation in nuclear safety and for efforts to promote the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, under further strengthened IAEA safequards
and appropriate export controls for nuclear materials, equipment and
technology. The leaders agreed that bilateral consultations on
non-proliferation were constructive and useful, and should continue.

Nuclear risk reduction centres

The leaders welcomed the signing on 15 September 1987, in Washington, of
the agreement to establish Nuclear Risk Reduction Centres in their capitals.
The agreement will be implemented promptly.

Chemical weapons

The leaders expressed their commitment to negotiation of a verifiable,
comprehensive and effective international convention on the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons. They welcomed progress to date and
reaffirmed the need for intensified negotiations toward conclusion of a truly
global and verifiable convention encompassing all chemical weapons-capable
States. The United States and Soviet Union are in favour of greater openness
and intensified confidence-building with respect to chemical weapons both on a
bilateral and a multilteral basis. They agreed to continue periodic
discussions by experts on the growing problem of chemical weapons
proliferation and use.

Conventional forces

The President and the General Secretary discussed the importance of the
task of reducing the level of military confrontation in Europe in the area of
armed forces and conventional armaments. The two leaders spoke in favour of
early completion of the work in Vienna on the mandate for negotiations on this
issue, so that substantive negotiations may be started at the earliest time
with a view to elaborating concrete measures. They also noted that the
implementation of the provisions of the Stockholm Conference on Confidence-
and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe is an important
factor in strengthening mutual understanding and enhancing stability, and
spoke in favour of continuing and consolidating this process. The President
and the General Secretary agreed to instruct their appropriate representatives
to intensify efforts to achieve solutions to outstanding issues.

They also discussed the Vienna (Mutual and Balanced Force Reduction)
negotiations.

Follow-up Meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe

They expressed their determination, together with the other 33
participants in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, to
bring the Vienna CSCE Follow-Up Conference to a successful conclusion, based
on balanced progress in all principal areas of the Helsinki Final Act and
Madrid Concluding Document.



IT. HUMAN RIGHTS AND HUMANITARIAN CONCERNS

The leaders held a thorouagh and candid discussion of human rights and
humanitarian questions and their place in the United States-Soviet dialogue.

ITT. REGIONAL ISSUES

The President and the General Secretary engaged in a wide-ranging, frank
and businesslike discussion of regional questions, including Afghanistan, the
ITran—-Irag War, the Middle East, Cambodia, southern Africa, Central America anc
other issues. They acknowledged serious differences but agreed on the
importance of their reqular exchange of views. The two leaders noted the
increasing importance of settling regional conflicts to reduce international
tensions and to improve East-West relations. They agreed that the goal of the
dialogue between the United States and the Soviet Union on these issues should
be to help the parties to regional conflicts find peaceful solutions that
advance their independence, freedom and security. Both leaders emphasized the
importance of enhancing the capacity of the United WNations and other
international institutions to contribute to the resolution of regional
conflicts.

IV. BILATERAL AFFAIRS
The President and the General Secretary reviewed in detail the state of
United States-Soviet bilateral relations. Thev recognized the utility of
further expanding and strengthening bilateral contacts, exchanges and

co-operation.

Bilateral negotiations

Having reviewed the state of ongoing United States-Soviet negotiations on
a number of specific bilateral issues, the two leaders called for intensified
efforts by their representatives, aimed at reaching mutuallv advantageous
agreements on: commercial maritime issues; fishing; marine search and
rescue; radio navigational systems; the United States-USSR maritime
boundary; and co-operation in the field of transportation and other areas.

They noted with satisfaction agreement on the expansion, within the
framework of the United States-Soviet Air Transport Aqreement, of direct
air passenger service, including joint operation of the New York-Moscow
route by Pan American Airways and Aeroflot, and on the renewal of the
Inited States-Soviet World Ocean Adreement.

People-to-people contacts and exchanges

The two leaders took note of progress in implementing the
United States-Soviet General Exchanges Aqreement in the areas of education,
science, culture and sports, signed at their November 1985 Geneva meeting, and
agreed to continue efforts to eliminate obstacles to further progress in these
areas. Thev expressed satisfaction with plans to celebrate jointly the
thirtieth anniversary of the first FExchanges Agreement in Januaryv 1988.



The two leaders reaffirmed the importance of contacts and exchanges in
broadening understanding between their peoples. Thev noted with particular
satisfaction the progress made in the development of people-to-people contacts
under the initiative thev launched at their 1985 meeting in Geneva - a process
which has involved tens of thousands of Tnited States and Soviet citizens over
the past two years. The leaders reaffirmed their strong commitment further to
expand such contacts, including among the vounag. =

Global climate and environmental change initiative

With reference to their November 1985 agreement in Geneva to co-operate
in the preservation of the environment, the two leaders approved a bilateral
initiative to pursue joint studies in global climate and environmental chanage
through go-operation in areas of mutual concern, such as protection and
conservation of stratospheric ozone, and through increased data exchanges
pursuant to the United States-Soviet Environmental Protection Aqreement and
the Agreement Between the Tinited States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics Concerning Co-operation in the Exploration and Use of
Outer Space for Peaceful Purposes. 1In this context, there will be a detailed
study on the climate of the future. The two sides will continue to promote
broad international and bilateral co-operation in the increasingly important
area of qlobal\climate and environmental change.

Co-operative activities

The President and the General Secretary supported further co-operation
among scientists of the United States, the Soviet Union and other countries in
utilizing controlled thermonuclear fusion for peaceful purposes. They
affirmed the intention of the United States and the USSR to co-operate with
the European Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) and Japan, under the auspices
of the International Atomic Energy Agency, in the gquadripartite conceptual
design of a fusion test reactor.

The two leaders noted with satisfaction progress under the bilateral
Agreement on Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy towards establishing a permanent
working group in the field of nuclear reactor safety, and expressed their
readiness to develop further co-operation in this area.

The President and the General Secretary agreed to develop bilateral
co-operation in combating international narcotics trafficking. Thevy agreed
that appropriate initial consultations would be held for these purposes in
early 1988.

They also agreed to build on recent contacts to develop more effective
co-operation in ensuring the security of air and maritime transportation.

The two leaders exchanged views on means of encouraging expanded contacts
and co-operation on issues relating to the Arctic. They expressed support for
the development of bilateral and regional co-operation among the Arctic
countries on these matters, including co-ordination of scientific research and
protection of the region's environment.



The two leaders welcomed the conclusion of negotiations to
institutionalize the COSPAS/SARSAT space-based global search and rescue
system, operated jointly by the United States, the Soviet Union, France and
Canada.

Trade

The two sides stated their strong support for the expansion of mutually
beneficial trade and economic relations. They instructed their trade
ministers to convene the United States-USSR Joint Commercial Commission in
order to develop concrete proposals to achieve that objective, including
within the framework of the Long-Term Agreement between the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to Facilitate Economic,
Industrial, and Technical Co-operation. They agreed that commercially viable
joint ventures complying with the laws and regulations of both countries could
play a role in the further development of commercial relations.

Diplomatic missions

Both sides agreed on the importance of adequate, secure facilities for
their respective diplomatic and consular establishments, and emphasized the
need to approach problems relating to the functioning of embassies and
consulates general constructively and on the basis of reciprocity.

V. FURTHER MEETINGS

The President and the General Secretary agreed that official
contacts at all levels should be further expanded and intensified, with
the goal of achieving practical and concrete results in all areas of the
United States-Soviet relationship.

General Secretary Gorbachev renewed the invitation he extended during the
Geneva summit for President Reagan to visit the Soviet Union. The President
accepted with pleasure. The visit will take place in the first half of 1988.
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LETTER DATED 1 FEBRUARY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS, ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT
OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT, TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A
DOCUMENT ENTITLED "JOINT SOVIET-U.S. SUMMIT STATEMENT" ISSUED

ON 10 DECEMBER 1987 AT THE CONCLUSION OF THE MEETING BETWEEN THE
GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
OF THE SOVIET UNION, M.S. GORBACHEV, AND THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES, R. REAGAN, IN WASHINGTON, 7-10 DECEMBER 1987 */

I have the honour to transmit the document entitled "Joint Soviet-U.S.
Summit Statement", dated 10 December 1987, which was published at the
conclusion of the meeting between the General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, M.S. Gorbachev, and the
President of the United States of America, R. Reagan, held in Washington, from
7 to 10 December 1987.

I should be grateful if you would arrange for this Statement to be

circulated as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Y. NAZARKIN
Representative of the USSR
to the Conference on Disarmament

*x/ The English text of the "Joint Soviet-U.S. Summit Statement” is to
be found in CD/797. -
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Group of 21

Draft mandate for an Ad hoc Committee on item 2 of the agenda
of the Conference on Disarmament - Cessation of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament

1. In the discharge of its responsibility as the single multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum, in accordance with paragraph 120 of the

Final Document of SSOD-I, the Conference on Disarmament decides to establish
an Ad hoc Committee under item 2 entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmament”.

2. The Conference requests the Ad hoc Committee, as a first step, to
elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document and to identify substantive
issues for multilateral negotiations as follows:

(i) the elaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear
disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document
including identification of the responsibilities of the nuclear
weapon States and the role of the non-nuclear weapon States in the
process of achieving nuclear disarmament;

(ii) clarification of the issues involved in prohibiting the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear disarmament, and
in the prevention of nuclear war;

(iii) clarification of the issues involved in eliminating reliance on
‘doctrines of nuclear deterrence;

(iv) measures to ensure an effective discharge by the CD of its role as
the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament
and in this context its relationship with negotiations relating to
nuclear disarmament conducted in bilateral, regional and other
restricted fora.

< 3. The Ad hoc Cdmmittee will take into account all existing proposalé and

future initiatives and report on its work to the Conference on Disarmament
before the end of its 1988 session.
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B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

57. Since the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, the Conference has continued the consideration of
item 2 of its annual agenda in plenary and informal meetings. Documents
pertaining to this item have also been submitted by delegations. 2/

1/ According to the qQriginal plan for the technical test submitted to
the Conference on Disarmament on 13 August 1984 (CD/534), 27 countries had
agreed to take part. These were: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria,
Canada, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Islamic Republic of
Iran, Italy, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Romania, Sweden,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Ringdom of Great Britain and’
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zambia. Following the appeal for
wider participation in the test, contained in the Group's progress report on
its eighteenth session (CD/535), 10 additional countries indicated their
interest in participating: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, France,
Ireland, Kenya, Pakistan, Thailand, Zimbabwe. In addition, a total of
75 seismograph stations in 37 countries contributed lLevel I data during the
technical test. -

2/  The list of documents on the item can be found in the 1982-1987
annual reports of the Committee on Disarmament and the Conference on
Disarmament to the United Nations General Assembly (CD/335, CD/421, CD/540,
Cb/642, CD/732 and CD/787).
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58. During the period, the Conference considered & number of proposals
submitted by various delegations and groups of delegations for a decision by
the Conference with a view to setting up a subsidiary body on the issue,
including those by the Group of 21 (CD/180) and the German Democratic Republic
(CD/259) in 1982 and 1983, and by a group of socialist States (CD/523) and the
Group of 21 (CD/526) in 1984 and 1985. 1In addition, in the course of its
1982-1983 sessions, the Conference considered, in the context of its agenda
item 2, proposals concerning the establishment of a subsidiary body on the
prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon (CD/219 and CD/344).$ No consensus,
however, could be reached on any of the above-mentioned proposals. The
detailed account of their consideration by the Conference can be found in
paragraphs 47 and 48 of its report on the 1982 session, paragraphs 36 and 37
of its report on the 1983 session, paragraph 57 of its report on the

1984 session and paragraph 57 of its report on the 1985 session.

59, During its 1986 session, the Conference decided to hold informal meetings
on the substance of the agenda item. Some delegations stated that their
agreement with that decision should not be construed as representing a change
in their position of principle, namely, that an ad hoc committee should be
established for the consideration of the item.

60. During its 1987 session, the Conference again decided to hold informal
meetings on the substance of the agenda item. It also decided that
discussions at those informal meetings be duly reflected in the annual report
of the Conference to the General Assembly. To facilitate a structured
discussion, the President took the initiative of preparing a list of topics as
follows:

- "Tnterrelation between bilateral and multilateral consideration of
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament;
participation in negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament; role of the Conference on Disarmament;

- Security concepts relating to nuclear weapons;
- Implementation of paragraph 50 of the Final Document;

- Interrelation between measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and disarmament measures in other areas;

- Verification in relation to the purposes, scope and nature of
agreements;

- Existing proposals.”

In that connection, a delegation made a statement on behalf of the group of
Western countries noting that the members of the group were ready to play a
full part in the informal meetings and noted that, as pointed out by the
President, the list of topics as submitted was binding upon no delegation. It
also pointed out that this group of delegations did not see, in the
presidential statement, any precedent whatsoever for decisions relating to the
activities of the Conference. During 1986 and 1987, a total of 15 informal
meetings was held. The following States not members of the Conference
participated in those meetings at their request: Finland, New Zealand and
Norway.
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61. At the 45lst plenary meeting, on 24 March 1988, after receiving a request
from the Group of 21, the President put before the Conference for decision a
proposal of that group, contained in document CD/819, on a draft mandate for
an ad hoc committee on item 2 of the agenda. 1In accordance with that
proposal, the Conference would establish an ad hcc committee under item 2 of
its agenda and would request it, as a first step, to elaborate cn paragraph 50
of the Final Document of SSOD I and tc identify substantive issues for
multilateral negotiations. On behalf of the Group of Western countries, it
was stated that although Western delegations were prepared to participate in
informal plenary meetings on the subject matter of item 2, they had not been
convinced that creation of a subsidiary body would contribute to the cause of
nuclear disarmament and, therefore, were not in a position to join in a
consensus with regard to the proposed mandate. The President of the
Conference noted that there was no consensus at that time on the draft mandate
contained in document CD/819. The delegation of the nuclear-weapon State not
pelonging to any group stated that it could go along, in principle, with the
draft mandate submitted by the Group of 21. At the same time, it expressed
its willingness to consider other ways and means to enable the Conference to
play its role on item 2 and hoped that consultations to that effect would
continue. Speaking on behalf of the Group of Socialist States, a delegation
expressed the support of that group for the draft mandate proposed by the
Group of 21. While further expressing its regret that a consensus had not
been reached, it advocated, in view of the forthcoming SSOD III, the
continuation of consultations in order to find an organizational framework
acceptable to all which would allow a substantive discussion on item 2 of the
Conference's agenda. The Group of 21 expressed regret that despite the
preliminary work carried out on the subject during 1986 and 1987, it had still
not been possible to set up a subsidiary body on item 2. It was further
stated that the Group of 21 remained firmly committed to the implementation of
paragraph 50 of the Final Document of SSOD I and that the establishment by the
Conference of a subsidiary body on item 2 of its agenda provided the best
means to achieve that objective.

62. During the first part of the 1988 session, the documents relating to the
Treaty on the elimination of their intermediate-range and shorter-range
missiles were submitted to the Conference by the two major nuclear-weapon
States (CD/797, CD/798, CD/799 and CD/800). They were generally welcomed by
the members of the Conference. The hope was further expressed for an early
conclusion by those States of a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in their

strategic offensive arms within the framework of the Geneva Nuclear and Space
Talks. '

63. In addition to the documents mentioned above, other documents submitted
to the Conference during the first part of its 1988 session in connection with
the agenda item include the following:

(a) Document CD/806, dated 16 February 1988, submitted by the
delegations of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "Joint
Méssage addressed on 6 December 1987 to President Reagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev by the six leaders authors of the Initiative
for peace and disarmament.®

(b) Document CD/807, dated 19 February 1988, submitted by the

delegations of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "The Stockholm
Declaration".
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(c) Document CD/81(, dated 3 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Message from A. A. Gromyko,
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union to the
heads of the States Membhers of the South Pacific Forum in connection with the
ratification by the Soviet Union of Protocols 2 and 3 to the South Pacific
Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (The Treaty of Rarotonga)".

(d) CD/824, dated 6 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of Bulgaria,
entitled "Text of the Communiqué on the session of the Committee of Ministers
for Foreign Affairs of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty Member States
held in Sofia on 29 and 30 March 1988, and of the Appeal to NATO Member
States, and to all States participating in the CSCE, issued at that session".

64. Thé substantive positions held by various delegations oﬁ the item since
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament are
summarized as follows. 1/ K

65. The Group of 21 has consistently reaffirmed its conviction of the
paramount need for urgent multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament through adoption of concrete
measures leading to complete elimination of nuclear weapons. In the opinion
of the Group of 21, multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament have been
long overdue. While welcoming the developments of the bilateral negotiations,
the group reiterated that because of their limited scope and the number of
parties involved, these could never replace the genuinely multilateral search
for nuclear disarmament measures. The Group of 21 fully shared the view
stated in the Final Document of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament that the nuclear arms race, far from
contributing to the strengthening of security of all States, on the contrary,
weakened it, and increased the danger of the outbreak of nuclear war. The
Group of 21 reaffirmed its position that all nations had a vital interest" in
negotiations on nuclear disarmament, because the existence of nuclear weapons
in the arsenals of a handful of States and their quantitative and qualitative
development directly jeopardized the security of both nuclear and
non-nuclear-weapon States. Further, effective cessation of the nuclear arms
race requires participation of all nuclear-weapon States in multilateral
negotiations. The disparity that may exist between the nuclear arsenals of
the two major nuclear-weapon States, on the one hand, and the nuclear arsenals
of the other nuclear-weapon States, on the other hand, is a matter that should
be dealt with in the process of multilateral negotiations and should not
constitute an obstacle to the initiation of a process for the elimination of a
fundamental disparity existing between nuclear-weapon States and
non-nuclear-weapon States. Consequently, the Group of 21 has repeatedly
stressed its belief that the Conference on Disarmament, whose members include
all the nuclear-weapon States as well as non-nuclear-weapon States, should be
allowed to fulfil its designated task in the sphere of nuclear disarmament,
which has been entrusted to it by the United Nations General Assembly, in
particular, by the Final Document of the first special session devoted to
disarmament. The Group of 21 considered that the doctrines of nuclear
deterrence which in the ultimate analysis were predicated upon the willingness

1/ Full account of the delegations' positions can be found in the
official records of the Conference on Disarmament.

»
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to use nuclear weapons, far from being responsible for the maintenance of
international peace and security, lay at the root of the continuing escalation
of the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear armaments and led
to greater insecurity and instability in international relations. Military
doctrines based on the possession of nuclear weapons, and thus explicitly or
implicitly admitting the possibility of the use of nuclear weapons, were
indefensible for it was unacceptable that the prospects of annihilatiocn of
human civilization be used by some States to promote their security. The
future of mankind could not be made hostage to the perceived security
requirements of a few nuclear-weapon States. The group reiterated that
Articl~ 51 of the United Nations Charter could not be invoked to justify the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right of
self-defence in the case of conventional armed attack. For the above reasons,
the Group of 21 has, throughout the period, reiterated its proposal regarding
the setting up by the Conference of a subsidiary body entrusted to elaborate
on paragraph 50 of that document and to identify substantive issues for
multilateral negotiation of agreements, with adequate measures of verification
and in appropriate stages, for the cessation of the qualitative improvement
and development of nuclear weapons systems; cessation of the production of
all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and the production of
fissionable material for weapons purposes; and the substantial reduction in
existing nuclear weapons with a view to their ultimate elimination. They have
maintained in this regard that in the nuclear age, the only valid doctrine is
the achievement of collective security through nuclear disarmament. Both
individually and collectively they have submitted a number of proposals
dealing with the substance of the agenda item. The Group of 21 recalled the
declaration of the 8th Conference of Heads of State or Government of
Non-Aligned Countries at Harare, in particular stressing that bilateral and
multilateral negotiations on disarmament should mutually facilitate and
complement and not hinder or preclude, each other. The Conference on
Disarmament should therefore be kept informed of all steps in bilateral
negotiations and it should be enabled to fulfil its mandate as the sole
multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament and to adopt
concrete measures of disarmament, in particular, measures for nuclear
disarmament. Many members of the group supported the successive
pronouncements of the Six Nations' Initiative in Delhi, Mexico and Stockholm,
which contain concrete proposals for dealing with the substance of this agenda
item. Some members of the group supported the views expressed by the Heads of
State or Government of the South Asian Association for Regional Co-operation
at Dhaka, Bangalore and Kathmandu on the subject of nuclear disarmament.

66. Members of the Group of Socialist States have consistently reiterated the
primary importance they attach to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament. While stressing the crucial importance of the bilateral
efforts to this end, members of the group have at the same time repeatedly
pointed out that the total elimination of nuclear weapons they have been
seeking can only be achieved through multilateral negotiations with the
participation of all nuclear-weapon States and that the Conference on
Disarmament, owing to its composition, is particularly well suited for this
purpose. Consequently, they have themselves proposed and supported proposals
by the Group of 21 to establish a subsidiary body of the Conference,

inter alia, to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of SSOD I. In
connection with the participation of the five nuclear-weapon States in the
process of nuclear disarmament, they suggested the setting up of a
sub-committee composed of these five States, having a negotiating mandate,
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with a view to contributing to a multilateral consideration of item 2 by the
Conference on Disarmament itself. They have also called for an elaboration of
a multilateral convention on the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon.
Members of the Socialist Group supported the stage-by-stage programme for the
achievement of nuclear disarmament by the year 2000 put forward in 1986 by the
nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group. They further stressed a
discrepancy between substantial progress, achieved recently in the
Soviet-American bilateral negotiations, embodied by the INF Treaty and lack of
progress in the field of nuclear disarmament on the multilateral level.
Members of the group deem it necessary for all countries to concentrate their
efforts on the following priorities: to ensure the entry into force and the
implementation of the Treaty between the USSR and the United States on the
Elimination of Their Intermediate-range and Shorter-range Missiles; the
conclusion of a treaty in the first half of 1988 between the USSR and the
United States on a 50 per cent reduction in strategic offensiée arms, and an
agreement on strict compliance with the ABM Treaty, as signed in 1972, and on
non-withdrawal from that Treaty for an agreed period. 1In the framework of the
CSCE process, they proposed to commence separate negotiations on reductions of
tactical nuclear weapons in Europe, including the nuclear components of dual
purpose systems, and the ensuing elimination of such weapons. The weapons
eliminated in the process of disarmament and arms reductions should not be
replaced by others. They have consistently criticized the doctrine of nuclear
deterrence and advocated the establishment of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security. Throughout the period, members of the group
have submitted a number of proposals on various substantive aspects of the
item, inter alia, on the creation of zones free of nuclear weapons in the
Balkans, central Europe and in northern Europe, the reduction of armaments and
the enhancement of confidence in central Europe, the establishment of a
nuclear-free corridor and of a zone of confidence and a reduced level of
armaments along the line of contact between the Warsaw Treaty and NATO, the
commencement of the process of restricting military activities and lowering
the level of military confrontation in Europe, both north and south, and the
turning of the Mediterranean into a zone of peace and co-operation.

67. The nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group of Socialist States drew
attention to the programme for the progressive elimination of nuclear weapons
throughout the world by the year 2000, contained in the statement of

15 January 1986 of the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, M. S. Gorbachev, (CD/649). The
delegation of this State pointed out that after the signing of the Treaty on
the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter~Range Missiles a prospect
had opened up for reaching agreement on a more difficult question: 50 per cent
reductions in strategic offensive arms in conditions of compliance with the
ABM Treaty, as signed in 1972, and non-withdrawal from it for a specified
period of time. The same delegation also stressed that bilateral efforts,
undertaken through bilateral negotiations, should be complemented by efforts
on a multilateral level. Combined efforts should lead to a world free of
nuclear weapons. While it realized the need for prior reduction of the
arsenals of the two leading nuclear-weapon States, it was still necessary to
know when and under what conditions the other nuclear-weapon States would join
the process of nuclear disarmament. In the view of the delegation of this
State, the real prospect of reducing by half strategic offensive arms of the
Soviet Union and the United States opened up the possibility to start already
now the discussion at the Conference on Disarmament of concrete directions for
multilateral efforts in the domain of nuclear disarmament. For that reason,
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it suggested starting to identify in practice the substance of possible
multilateral measures in this field. The delegation concerned also proposed a
series of points for the activities of the Conference: establishment of a
comprehensive, phased programme with an agreed timetable for the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons; preparation of principles to serve as a basis
for implementing nuclear disarmament; examination of the relationship between
nuclear disarmament measures and measures for reducing conventional weapons,
of the order in which nuclear arms would be eliminated, of control and
verification as well as the cessation of the production of fissionable
materials for weapons purposes by proposing to this end to create in the
framework of the Conference a group of experts or any other mechanism to study
this problem with the participation of all nuclear powers at the stage of
complete elimination of their nuclear weapons. On the question of security
concepts relating to nuclear arms, the same delegation compared the criterion
of a "reasonably sufficient level" with the concept of deterrence based on the
threat of use of nuclear weapons, a concept which, in its view, aimed at
military superiority, constituted the basis for continuation of the arms race
and was dangerous also because it doomed all States to live in constant fear,
making them nuclear hostages. It advocated the establishment of a
comprehensive system of international peace and security to replace the
deterrent role played by nuclear weapons.

68. Members of the Group of Western countries have repeatedly stressed the
importance they attach to the subject matter addressed under this agenda item
and the importance they attach in particular to substantial and verifiable
reductions of nuclear weapons. In this context, they welcomed the bilateral
negotiations in progress between the two major nuclear-weapon States and
stated that those negotiations played a vital role in any process for the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. They welcomed the
successful outcome of the negotiations by the two main Powers for the
elimination of their intermediate-range nuclear forces. They also hoped that
an agreement could be concluded in the near future for the 50 per cent
reduction of the same two States' strategic arsenals and welcomed their
commitment to the ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons. Delegations of the
group considered that the establishment of a subsidiary organ was
inappropriate at the present stage and that, under current circumstances,
informal and plenary meetings constituted the most suitable framework for the
continuation of work on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament. Members of the group also emphasized that nuclear arms
reductions could not be divorced from other disarmament measures and should be
pursued so as to enhance international stability and security. 1In this
regard, it was noted that deterrence could not be assigned a purely nuclear
status and that there were instances of competition in arms at regional rather
than global level, typically in conventional arms, which often were the
product of mutual suspicion and military and foreign policies. Furthermore,
the continuing importance of nuclear deterrence for security was underscored.
A delegation noted that nuclear disarmament, through the negotiation of
balanced and verifiable agreements, would reduce and should ultimately remove
the necessity for countries to rely on nuclear deterrents.

69. One nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group observed that it
did not believe that an arms race could be successfully addressed without
taking into account the tensions between States or groups of States that
generated an arms race. It stressed that States acquired nuclear weapons for
the same reason that they acquired conventional ones, to enhance their
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security, and that the destructive power of such weapons, however regrettable,
formed an integral part of the military forces of some States, a situation
that would continue for the forseeable future. Nuclear weapons, it
reiterated, were an essential component of the strategy of deterrence, which,
in its opinion, contributed to preserving peace between the super-Powers and
their allies. It stressed that security is paramount, and that preoccupation
with the complete elimination of nuclear weapons should not divert attention
from the critical steps that must precede this ultimate goal - effective,
verifiable arms control agreements that resulted in broad, deep, and equitable
reductions in offensive nuclear arms of the super-Powers and correction of
imbalances in conventional armaments, especially in Europe. It drew attention
to positive trends in the bilateral negotiations between the super-Powers that
might result in deep reductions in the number of their nuclear weapons, but
noted the slow pace of negotiations on reductions in conventional forces. R
This State considered that for obvious reasons deriving from the large size of
the nuclear arsenals of the two major Powers, the responsibility to hold as a
matter of priority negotiations on the limitation or reduction of their
nuclear weapons rested with them. It drew attention, furthermore, to the
achievements and potential achievements of these bilateral negotiations: the
elimination of an entire class of nuclear weapons by means of the Treaty on
Intermediate Nuclear Forces; the agreement establishing Nuclear Risk
Reduction Centres, which had a role in reducing conflict of any kind;
full-scale, stage-by-stage negotiations on nuclear testing; and intensive
negotiations to conclude a treaty that would reduce the strategic arms of both
sides by 50 per cent. It also noted its participation in other multilateral
forums in Europe regarding reductions of forces and armaments, conventional
stability, and confidence building measures. This State concluded that the
establishment of an ad hoc committee on agenda item 2 would not contribute to
the process of disarmament.

70. Another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group stressed that
in view of the scale of the threat facing it, its security would depend for
the foreseeable future on nuclear deterrence. Meanwhile, its aim was to
maintain continuing security and peace at lower levels of nuclear forces.
Efforts in this direction should be combined with complete elimination of
chemical weapons and progress towards conventional stability at lower levels
of forces taking into account current imbalances. In view of the overwhelming
preponderance (95 per cent) of nuclear weapons held by the two major military
Powers, the most realistic way to make progress was through bilateral
negotiations between these two countries. It believed that this should be
achieved step-by-step through mutual, balanced and effectively verifiable
agreements. It welcomed progress in this direction, particularly the complete
elimination of INF and the prospect of a 50 per cent cut in strategic arms.
Given the minimum nature of its deterrent (less than 3 per cent of the nuclear
forces available to the two major nuclear-weapon States), it did not see any
scope for making a contribution to any reductions in present circumstances,
and would maintain the credibility of its deterrent. It welcomed recognition
by both sides that this is legitimate. It pointed out, however, that if there
were very substantial reductions in the strategic arsenals of the two major
nuclear-weapon States and there were no significant changes in defensive
capabilities, it would be ready to review its position and consider how best
to contribute to arms control in the light of the reduced threat.
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71. Another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group observed that
nuclear deterrence was a reality and not an ideology or a theory and that it
could not be replaced by declarations of intent or political initiatives. It
referred in that connection to its experience over the past century: the
attempts to institute a new security system had failed to prevent a
devastating conflict, and it could not be denied that since then nuclear
deterrence had played a decisive role in international security arrangements.
Nuclear deterrence should, however, go hand in hand with steadily greater arms
control. From that point of view, it could nct but condemn the absurd logic
of the redundancy of the two main Powers' systems, whereby the number of
weapons far exceeded the number of potential targets; that was a serious
factor of imbalance and tension and it was up to the two participants in the
incessant race to remedy the situation. While recognizing the importance of
the Treaty of Washington on the elimination of American and Soviet
jintermediate-range missiles, it stressed that nothing should divert now from
the priority objective of a 50 per cent reduction of offensive strategic
weapons of the two main nuclear-weapon States. It stressed that the

INF Treaty stood alone and should not be expected to lead to the
denuclearization of Eurcpe, and that the priority in this region was the
establishment of conventional stability. While it saw things as they were,
that State did not intend to stand alocf from nuclear disarmament; it had
already said that it would be willing to take part in the process as soon as
three conditions, which were closely linked to the present or future
negotiations, were met: a very substantial reduction in the disparity between
the two main Powers' and its own nuclear arsenals, the non-deployment of
defensive systems, and a return to a balance of conventiocnal forces together
with the elimination of chemical weapons.

72. One nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, has repeatedly
stated that it opposes and will never take part in an arms race. It has
consistently called for the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of
nuclear weapons. It has reiterated that its limited nuclear force solely
serves defence purposes. It has undertaken, since the first day of its
possession of nuclear weapons, not to be the first to use nuclear weapons
under any circumstances and. unconditionally pledged not to use or threaten to
use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free
zones. It has signed Protocols to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapcns in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and to the South Pacific
Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga). This State has held that the
two States possessing the largest and most advanced nuclear arsenals in the
world have a special responsibility for curbing the nuclear arms race and
carrying out nuclear disarmament. It is of the view that the INF Treaty
signed by them, a first positive step towards nuclear disarmament, should be
followed, inter alia, by an agreement on the 50 per cent reduction of their
sStrategic nuclear weapons. It has maintained that to promcte nuclear
disarmament, great importance should be accorded to the issues of conventional
disarmament and curbing the arms race in outer space. The same State has
reiterated that the two major nuclear States should take the lead in halting
the testing, production and deployment of all types of nuclear weapons and
drastically reduce them, so as to create favourable conditions for the
convocation of a broadly representative international conference with the
Participation of all the nuclear-weapon States to discuss measures for further
Nuclear disarmament and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. It is of the
View that the nuclear arms race should stop, both quantitatively and
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qualitatively. It has also agreed that bilateral and multilateral
negotiations should complement each other and consistently reiterated its
support for the establishment by the Conference on Disarmament of a subsidiary
body under item 2 of i1ts agenda.

73: Some delegations noted that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America (The Treaty of Tlatelolco) which entered into force
in 1967 and its two Protocols constituted an important disarmament measure
designed to contribute to the objective of achieving a world entirely free of
nuclear weapons.

74. Some delegations stated that the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty,
(The Treaty of Rarctonga, contained in CD/633) which entered into force on
11 December 1986 constitutes an important contribution to the maintenance of
peace and security in the region it covers and that it is a significant
nuclear .arms limitation and arms control agreement. They also noted that
there were three Protocols attached to the treaty which were opened for
signature on 1 December 1986 (annexed to CD/633) and expressed the hope that
zll nuclear-weapon States and States which had territories in the region
covered by that zone would adhere to those Protocols without reservation.

75. The delegation of the Union of Soviet Socia;ist—Republics drew attention
to the fact that the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet has ratified
Protocols 2 and 3 to the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (The Treaty of
Rarotonga), thereby declaring the intention of the USSR to discharge fully its
obligations under those Prctocols.

76. Several members of the Group of 21 recalled paragraphs 33 and 60 of the
Final Document of the first special session of the General 2Assembly devoted to
disarmament stating that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the
basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned constitutes an important disarmament measure and drew attention to
the proposals for the establishment cf such zones in the Middle East and

South Asia and for the denuclearization of Africa.
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LETTER DATED 5 JULY 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF SWEDEN ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON
DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF THE JOINT STATEMENT BY
THE NORDIC FOREIGN MINISTERS ON THE TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS,

1 JULY 1988

On the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the Treaty on the
Non-Profiferation of Nuclear Weapons, 1 July 1988, the Foreign Ministers of
the five Nordic States, Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden, made a
joint statement, the text of which is annexed to this letter in English. On
behalf of the Nordic delegations in Geneva I request that this text be
reproduced and distributed as a document of the Conference.

(Signed): Rolf Ekéus
Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Sweden
to the Conference on Disarmament

GE.88-62632/0143p
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Joint statement by the Nordic Foreign Ministers on the
twentieth anniversary of the Non-Proliferation Treaty
1 July 1988

The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons was opened for
signature 20 years ago today. The five Nordic countries, Denmark, Finland,
Iceland, Norway and Sweden were among the first to sign and to ratify the
Treaty.

The Nordic Governments consider the Non-Proliferation Treaty a vital
instrument to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons and to ensure that
nuclear enerqy is only developed for peaceful purposes. In our view, the
Treaty remains the most important arms control agreement reached
multilaterally so far. The Treaty has made a significant contribution to
international stability and security.

The strong commitment of the five Nordic countries to further
strengthening the non-proliferation régime is reflected in joint Nordic
initiatives and working documents submitted to the United Nations and to the
NPT Review Conferences. Universal adherence to the NPT and full compliance
with the letter and spirit of its obligations are the best approach to
achieving the primary goals of the Treaty: to avert the spread of nuclear
weapons, to promote international co-operation in the field of peaceful uses
of nuclear energy and to limit and reduce nuclear weapons.

The vast majority of States are already parties to the NPT. Close to
140 States have now ratified and adhered to the Treaty. It is regrettable,
however, that some important States have not yet done so. Since its entry
into force, no State party to the Treaty has acquired nuclear weapons. In the
view of the Nordic Governments, the constantly increasing membership as well
as the successful conclusion of the Third Review Conference testify to the
great significance of the Treaty and are an encouraging development in efforts
to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons.

In celebrating the twentieth anniversary of the Treaty, the
Nordic Governments urge all States which have not already done so to accede to
the Non-Proliferation Treaty.
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LETTER DATED 7 JULY 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF MEXICO
TO THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT AND TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF THE STATEMENT
BY THE GOVERNMENT OF MEXICO ON THE OCCASION OF THE TWENTIETH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE OF THE TREATY ON THE
NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

I have pleasure in enclosing the text of the statement by the Government
of Mexico on the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the opening for
signature of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

Considering this statement to be of interest for our work, I should be
most grateful if you would kindly arrange for it to be circulated as an
official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Alfonso Garcia Robles
Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Mexico
to the Conference on Disarmament

GE.B8-64b0/L/5046G
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STATEMENT BY THE GOVERMENT OF MEXICO ON THE OCCASION OF THE
TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE OF THE
TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

The Government of Mexico welcomes the celebration of the twentieth
anniversary of the opening for signature of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. During the last two decades, the
existence of this important international instrument has helped to create 3
safer world, promoting the principle that nuclear energy should be used above
all for peaceful purposes.

The Treaty on Non-Proliferation (NPT) established the legal framework for
preventing the destructive power of the atom from spreading out of control ang
threatening the very survival of mankind. At the same time, in order to give’
effect to its provisions, the International Atomic Energy Agency was set up, a
body which has kept careful watch on the way different countries have used
atomic energy for peaceful purposes. By preventing the proliferation of
States possessing nuclear weapons and regulating the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, the NPT has strengthened international peace and security and opened
up new development possibilities for all nations.

The Treaty establishes binding obligations of great importance for all
States Parties, and in particular those that possess nuclear weapons. Thus
the Parties to the Treaty undertake to pursue negotiations in good faith on
effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race and to
nuclear disarmament. Prominent among these negotiations are those relating to
the complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, a priority objective of
Mexico's disarmament policy.

The Government of Mexico welcomes the progress made in negotiations on
nuclear weapons between the United States and the Soviet Union and expresses
the hope that it will lead to the adoption of new measures to promote general
and complete disarmament, to which they committed themselves under the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. At the same time, the Government of Mexico
expresses its concern at the possibility of the two Powers concluding an
agreement which by legitimizing the carrying out of nuclear tests would depart
from the original spirit of the Treaty.

The celebration of the twentieth anniversary of the opening for signature
of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is a proper occasion
to reiterate that only faithful fulfilment of their obligations by all States
Parties will create the necessary conditions to ensure its success and
universal application. In the same way, this is an appropriate moment to
appeal to States which are not yet Parties to the Treaty to make their
contribution to strengthening the nuclear non-proliferation system in the near®
future. '

Mexico City, 1 July 1988
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LETTER DATED 7 JULY 1988 FROM THE LEADER OF THE DELEGATION OF THE

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND ADDRESSED TO

THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE

TEXT OF A STATEMENT MADE BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR FOREIGN

AND COMMONWEALTH AFFAIRS, SIR GEOFFREY HOWE, ON THE OCCASION OF

THE 20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS

I have the honour to transmit herewith the text of a statement made by
Sir Geoffrey Howe on the occasion of the 20th anniversary of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation Nuclear Weapons.

I should be grateful if you would arrange for the distribution of the
text of this statement as an official document of the Conference.

(Signed) T.A.H. Solesby

GE.88-62680/5030G
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20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY: STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY
OF STATE FOR FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH AFFAIRS, SIR GEOFFREY HOWE, 1 JULY 1988

We celebrate today the 20th anniversary of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The United Kingdom, one of the Treaty's
three depositary powers, is proud to have been closely involved in this Treaty
enterprise from the very start.

The Treaty has made an inestimable contribution to peace in the world
today by containing the spread of nuclear weapons while at the same time
encouraging the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. It is therefore central to
the security of each and every one of us. The Treaty is the most widely
supported arms control agreement in existence with 136 parties - four-fifths
of the total membership of the United Nations. I welcome the recent accession
of Spain and Trinidad and Tobago as well as the decision by Saudi Arabia
announced earlier this year to accede. On this 20th anniversary, I applaud -
their example and appeal to all countries who have not yet signed the
Non-Proliferation Treaty to do so. It is vital that, at a time when there is
significant progress in arms control all governments should play their part in
discouraging nuclear proliferation.
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LETTER DATED 7 JULY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OF SOVIET

SCCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON

DISARMAMENT ENCLOSING THE TEXT OF ANSWERS GIVEN BY MR. N.I. RYZHKOV,

CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS OF THE USSR, IN REPLY TO

QUESTIONS FRCM THE TASS CORRESPONDENT, PUBLISHED IN THE NEWSPAPER
PRAVDA OF 1 JULY 1988

I have the honour to enclose the text of the answers given by
Mr. N.I. Ryzhkov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, in reply
to questions from a TASS correspondent, published in the newspaper Pravda of
1 July 1988. —_

I should be grateful if you would arrange for this text to be circulated
as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Y. Nazarkin
Ambassador
Representative of the USSR to
the Conference on Disarmament

GE.88-62686/5062G
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ANSWERS GIVEN BY MR. N.I. RYZHKOV, CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCZIL OF MINISTERS OF THE
USSR, IN REPLY TC QUESTIONS FROM A TASS CORRESPONDENT
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whole zfructure <f inter : ong and increasing the number of
different kinds of crisi Tion ¢ incidents, and indeed simplyv of fatal
accidents., Not to mention the fact that the agpread of nuclear weapons could
bhe compared to the chain reaction which is the basis for the opsration of the
weapon itself. And this in Ccircumstances where a large number of countries
had reached a level of scientific and technolingical development enabling them
to produce the bomb if they wished.

Mankind recognized that the spread of nuclear weapons was a general
threat to everyone and that an adeguate collective response had to be found to
that threat.

For many countries, this a
due seriousness, considerations of nat
interests and ideas and the ta e

g on the political scales, with all
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In his article "Reality and the guarantees of a secure world",
Mr. M. S. Gorbachev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, calied the Treaty on the
Non-Prcliferation of Nuclear Weapons "a unicue exanple of a high sense of
responsibility on the part of States”.
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A high sense of responsibility for the fate of our planet was shown both
by the nuclear and by the non-nuclear States; the former by binding
themselves not to coentribute in any way to the spread of nuclear weapons and
to pursue negotiations on nuclear disarmament in good faith; the latter by
voluntarily renouncing the acguisition of nuclear weapons by any means. The
signature of the Treaty containing these commitments was a display of great
political realism.

Today the non-proliferation principles established by the Treaty enijoy
wide recognition, they have become an integral part of the fundamentals of
modern international law. It is nc accident that the Treaty on the
Non~Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons hzs the widest range of parties -

136 States -~ of any international legal instrument in the field of arms
limitation.
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The hist

ar f the Treaty on the Non-Proliferaticn of Nuclear Weapons
confirms its ef

eness. The international régime of non-proliferation of
lished on the kbasis of the Treaty, including a systam of

iv
nuclear weapons estab
safequards (verification! by the International Atomic Energy 2Agency,
agrsements on the principles gowerning nuclear exports, and the practice that
has grown up of bilateral and multilateral consultations between parhies to
the Treaty, 1s conyvincing evidence ¢f the internaticnal community's sincere
interest in supporting and strengthening its foundation., The Soviet Union
makes a welghty contribution to the process of establishing the
ncn-proliferation régimeg strictly fulfilling its obligatzions under the Treaty
and vigerously complving with the relevant rules on nuclear exports.

Particular recognition should be glven to the role of IREA, which is

entrustad with verification functions under the Treaby and has developed a
system of safeguards for effectively and reliably ensuring that nuclear

materials ar2 not diverted from peaceful uses to the production of nuclear
weapons. This verificaticon is carried out with full respect for States’
sovereign rights and without detriment tc the development of their peaceful
nuclear activities or international co-cperation in the field of the peaceful
uses of atomic energy.

The wide international recognition of the ideas involved in the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is reflected in the fact that countries
that are not parties to the Treaty itself do not as a rule object to the
principles established in it, but in essence conform with them in their
policies and commercial and econocmic activities. It is thus possible to speak
of these principles as being universal in their application.

Admi ttedly, among those who are not parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, there are also scme States which have no
particular scruples about openly displaying their nuclear ambitions. These
include above all Israel and South Africa, whose position on the matter
undoubtedly complicates the already complicated situations in the Middle East
and southern Africa. t 1is high time the Israeli and South African
authorities recognized that their countries’ welfare does not lie in a nuclear
future and that acceding to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons is the only choice dictated by reason and morality, by any feeling of
responsibility to their peoples.

Question: How do you now see the future of the Treaty, particularly in
connection with the task of freeing the world completely from nuclear weapons?

Answer: The Treaty already symbolizes for most States the reality of a
peaceful alternative to the military use of nuclear energy. What we see as
the ultimate aim is that this should become the rule for everycne.
Incidentally, one of the arguments often put forward against nuclear
disarmament is this: once having invented nuclear weapcns, mankind will not
be able to forget how to make them. That may be true enough, but after all
the Treaty has a whole set of machinery to ensure that nuclear technolcgy does
not take practical form in the production of weapcocns. In particular, we
consider that there is evervy reason to use the experience of the IAEA
safeguards to develop a system of verification for future nuclear disarmament
measures.
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The twentieth anniversary of the Treaty comes at a time of highly
important events in the life of the international community. New political
thinking reflecting the pressing demands and imperatives of today's world has
found specific expression in the programme put forward by the Soviet Union for
the stage-by-stage elimination of nuclear weapons. Today we are witnessing
the first actual results of its practical implementation. I have in mind
first and foremost the conclusion of the INF Treaty, substantial progress in
the drafting of an agreement on a 50 per cent reduction in the strategic
strike weapons of the USA and the USSR, and Soviet-United States talks on the
limitation and uvltimate prohibition of nuclear tests. Positive changes have
become evident in many other spheres of international life. And there is a
highly contemporary ring now to the commitment entered into by every party to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to pursue negotiations
in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms
race and to nuclear disarmament under strict and effective international
control.

One of the prerequisites for a steady and unceasing process of nuclear
disarmament such as is now just beginning is without doubt the preservation
and strengthening of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The Soviet Union will
continue to come out firmly in support of the Treaty, which should remain in
force until such time as a non-nuclear and non-violent peace becomes a reality
on earth. The only thing that can replace it is a comprehensive international
treaty on the non-resurrection of nuclear weapons after their complete and
final elimination.
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LETTER DATED 7 JULY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF

THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF

A STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF

AMERICA, RCNALD REAGAN, AND THE TEXT OF A STATEMENT

BY THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR PRESS RELATIONS,

MARLIN FITZWATER, ON THE CCCASION OF THE

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE

OF THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR
WEAPONS, 1 JULY 1988

I have the honour to transmit herewith the text of a statement by the
President of the United States, Ronald Reagan, and the text of a statement by
the Assistant to the President for Press Relations, Marlin Fitzwater, on the
occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the opening for signature of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, 1 July 1988.

I would request that you make arrangements for the texts to be issued as
an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Max L. Friedersdorf
United States Representative
to the Conference on Disarmament

*/ Re-issued for technical reasons

GE.88-62902/0220p
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1 July 1988

PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENT COMMEMORATING THE

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE SIGNING OF

THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS

The Non-Proliferation Treaty is one of the international community's most
vital instruments for preventing the spread of nuclear weapons and
strengthening international peace and stability.

I firmly believe that nuclear war can never be won and must never be
fought. If we are to succeed in halting the spread of nuclear weapons, the
nations of the world must continue to work together. I call on all countries
that have not yet adhered to the Non-Proliferation Treaty to do so to
demonstrate their commitment to preventing the spread of nuclear weapons and
to strengthening the foundations of peace. I also urge all parties to the
Treaty to rededicate themselves to achieving its objective.
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LETTER DATED 13 JULY 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF

THE HUNGARIAN PBOPLE'S REPUBLIC ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF

THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF THE

DECLARATION ISSUED BY THE FOREIGN AFFAIRS (COMMITTEE OF THE

PARLIAMENT OF THE HUNGARIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC ON THE'

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE OPENING FOR SIQNATURE OF THE
TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

I have the honour to transmit to you the text of the Declaration issued
by the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Parliament of the Hungarian People's
Republic on the twentieth anniversary of the opening for signature of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

I would be grateful if you could arrange for the circulation of the
Declaration as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) David Meiszter
Ambassador

GE.B88-63089/5194G
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DECLARATION BY THE FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE OF THE PARLIAMENT OF

THE HUNGARIAN PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC ON THE TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF

THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE OF THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION
OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Twenty years ago, on 1 July 1968 the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons was opened for signature and signed on the very first day by
not less than 61 States including the Hungarian People's Republic. During the
past two decades the number of States Parties has increased to 136 which has
made the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons an arms control
agreement with the widest adherence and contributed to averting the danger of
nucl ear catastrophes threatening the destruction of the entire world.

The Foreign Affairs Committee is convinced that it is expressing the
unanimous view of the Hungarian public opinion by reaffirming - after two
decades of its operation - continued commitment of Hungary towards the
objectives, obligations and measures set forth in the Treaty. It would have a
beneficial effect if all the States which for whatever reason have not yet
signed or ratified the Treaty would take that step without delay, which is
rightly expected from them by the international community. The reality of the
nuclear age is that every country of the world has a share of responsibility
to discharge in promoting the cause of peace and security, the reduction of
international tension, the limitation of armaments and disarmament.

A special responsibility is placed upon the States possessing nuclear
weapons. They are expected by the peoples of the world to set an example and
to take the lead in the limitation, reduction and elimination of nuclear
weapons. The Foreign Affairs Committee therefore welcomes with profound
appreciation the ratification of the agreement concluded by the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the elimination
of the medium and shorter range missiles as well as the beginning of its
implementation. It attaches also great importance to the efforts of the two
States aimed at reaching an agreement on the 50 per cent reduction of their
strategic offensive armaments. The agreements that may lead to a large-scale
reduction in the number and yield of the test explosions by the two States can
be welcomed as important intermediate steps on the way to halting the nuclear
arms race.

The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons lays emphasis on
the promotion of research and use for peaceful purposes of the nuclear energy
and on the international co-operation in this field. The Hungarian People's
Republic is particularly interested that various forms of such co-operation
should develop unhindered.

In this connection the Foreign Affairs Committee attaches paramount
importance to the activity of the International Atomic Energy Agency whose
task is to verify compliance with the Treaty, to prevent the misuse of nuclear
materials, and to provide for the international co-ordination of measures
relating to the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.
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The security of peaceful applications would be greatly enhanced by the
early conclusion of an international agreement on the prohibition of any
attack against nuclear power stations and other nuclear facilities. The
Foreign Affairs Committee wishes to stress that the Conference on Disarmament
is an appropriate forum for bringing the negotiations to a successful end,
which in i1its turn requires constructive efforts and readiness to come to an
agreement from all the participants of the negotiations.
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LETTER DATED 25 JULY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE
PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING
THE TEXT OF A DOCUMENT ENTITLED "JOINT STATEMENT AT THE
MOSCOW SUMMIT", DATED 1 JUNE 1988, WHICH WAS ISSUED
FOLIOWING THE MEETING BETWEEN M.S. GORBACHEV, 'GENERAL
SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
OF THE SOVIET UNION, AND R. REAGAN, PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, HELD IN MOSCOW FROM

29 MAY TO 2 JUNE 1988 **/

I have the honour to transmit a document entitled "Joint Statement at the
Moscow Summit", dated 1 June 1988, which was issued following the meeting
between M.S. Gorbachev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, amd R. Reagan, President of the
United States of America, held in Moscow from 29 May to 2 June 1988.

I would request that you make arrangements for this Statement to be

issued as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Y. Nazarkin
Ambassador
Representative of the USSR
to the Conference on Disarmament

*/ Re—-issued for technical reasons.

** / The English text of the Joint Soviet-United States Statement is to
be found in CD/846.

GE.88-63767/5508G
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LETTER DATED 25 JULY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ADDRESSED TO THE
PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING
THE TEXT OF THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNION OF SOVIET
SOCIALIST REPUBLICS AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ON
NOTIFICATIONS OF LAUNCHES OF INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC
MISSILES AND SUBMARINE-LAUNCHED BALLISTIC MISSILES,
SIGNED AT MOSCOW ON 31 MAY 1988 */

I have the honour to transmit the text of the Agreement between the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on
Notifications of Launches of Intercontinental Ballistic Missiles and
Submarine-Launched Ballistic Missiles, signed at Moscow on 31 May 1988.

I would regquest that you make arrangements for the text of this Agreement
to be issued as an official document -0of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Y. Nazarkin
Ambassador
Representative of the USSR
to the Conference on Disarmament

*x/ The English text of the Agreement is to be found in CD/847.

GE.88-63568,/5416G
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LETTER DATED 25 JULY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF
THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A
DOCUMENT ENTITLED "JOINT STATEMENT BETWEEN THE
UNITED STATES AND THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
ISSUED FOLIOWING MEETINGS IN MOSCOW, USSR -

29 MAY TO 1 JUNE 1988" **/

I have the honour to transmit herewith the text of a document entitled
"Joint Statement between the United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics Issued Following Meetings in Moscow, USSR - 29 May-1 June 1988"
issued by the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on 1 June 1988.

I would request that you make arrangements for the Statement to be.issued

as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

{Signed) Max L. Friedersdorf
United States Representative to
the Conference on Disarmament

*/ Re-issued for technical reasons.

**/ The Russian text of the Joint United States-Soviet Statement is to be
found in CD/844.

GE.88-63769/5507G






JOINT STATEMENT BETWEEN
THE UNITED STATES AND THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
ISSUED FOLLOWING MEETINGS IN MOSCOW, USSR
MAY 29 - JUNE 1, 1988

_ In accordance with the understanding reached during the
U.S.-Soviet summit meeting in Geneva in November 1585, and
confirmed at the Washington summit in December 1987, Ronald W.
Reagan, President of the United States of America, and Mikhail
S. Gorbachev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, met in Moscow May 29 -
June 2, 1988,

Attending on the U.S. side were Secretary of State George
P. Shultz; sSecretary of Defense Frank C., Carlucci; Presidential
Chief of Staff Howard H. Baker, Jr.; Assistant to the President
for National Security Colin L. Powell; Ambassador at Large and
Special Adviser to the President and the Secretary of State on
Arms Control Matters, Paul H., Nitze; Special Adviser to the
President and the Secretary of State on Arms Control Matters,
Ambassador Edward L. Rowny; Ambassador of the U.S. to the USSR
Jack F. Matlock; and Assistant Secretary of State for Eurcoean
and Canadian Affairs Rozanne L. Ridgway.

Attending on the Soviet side were Member of the Politburo
of the CPSU Central Committee, Chairman of the Presidium of the
USSR Supreme Soviet, Andrei A. Gromyko; Member of the Politburo
of the CPSU Central Committee, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the USSR Eduard A. Shevardnadze; Member of the Politburo of the
CPSU Central Committee, Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee
Alexander N. Yakovlev; Alternate Member of the Politburo of the
CPSU Central Committee, Minister of Defense of the USSR,
Dimitri T. Yazov; Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee
Anatoly F. Dobrynin; Assistant of the General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee, Anatoly S. Chernyaev; Deputy Minister
- of Foreign Affairs of the USSR, Alexander A. Bessmertnykh; and
Ambassador of the USSR to the United States of America Yuri V.
Dubinin. .



The President and the General Secretary view the Moscow
summit as an important sStep in the process of putting
U.S.-Soviet relations on & more productive and sustainable
basis. Their comprehensive and detailed discussions covered
the full agenda of issues to which the two leaders agreed
during their initial meeting in Geneva in November, 1985 -- an
agenda encompassing arms control, human rights and humanitarian
matters, settlement of regional conflicts, and bilateral
relacions. Serious differences remain on important issues; the
frank dialogue which has developed between the two countries
remains critical to surmounting these differences,

The talks took place in a constructive atmosphere which
provided ample opportunity for candid exchange. As a result,
the sides acnieved a better understanding of each other's
positions., The two leaders welcomed the progress achieved in
various areas of U.S.-Soviet relations since their last meeting
in Washington, notwithstanding the difficulty and complexity of
the issues, They noted with satisfaction numerous concrete
agreements which have been achieved, and expressed their
determination to redouble efforts in the months ahead in areas
where work remains to be done. They praised the creative and
intensive efforts made by representatives of both sides in
recent months to resolve outstanding differences,

Assessing the state of U.S.-Soviet relations, the President
and the General Secretary underscored the historic importance
of their meetings in Geneva, Reykjavik, Washington, and Moscow
in laying the foundation for a realistic approach to the
problems of strengthening stability and reducing the risk of
conflict. They reaffirmed their solemn conviction that a
nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought, their
determination toc prevent any war between the United States and
Soviet Union, whether nuclear or conventional, and their
disavowal of any intention to achieve military superiority.

The two leaders are convinced that the expanding political
dialogue they have established represents an increasingly
effective means of resolving issues of mutual interest and
concern. They do.not minimize the real differences of history,
tradition and ideology which will continue to characterize the
US-Scviet relationship. But they believe that the dialogue
will endure, because it is based on realism and focused on the
achievement of concrete results. It can serve as a
constructive basis for addressing not only the problems of the
present, but of tomorrow and the next century. It is a process
which the President and the General Secretary believe serves
the best interests of the peoples of the United States and the
Soviet Union, and can contribute to a more stable, more
peaceful and safer world.



I.
Arms Control

. The President and the General Secretary, having expressed
the commitment of their two countries to build on progress to
date in arms control, determined objectives and next steps on a
wide range of issues in this area. These will guide the’
efforts of the two governments 1a the months ahead as they work
with each other and with other states toward equitable,
verifiable agreements that strengthen international stability
and security.

INF

The President and the General Secretary signed the protocol
on the exchange of instruments of ratification of the Treaty
between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics gn the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, The two leaders
welcomed the entry into force of this historic agreement, which
for the first time will eliminate an entire class of U.S. and
Soviet nuclear arms, and which sets new standards for arms
control. The leaders are determined to achieve the full
implementation of all the provisions and understandings of the
Treaty, viewing joint and successful work in this respect as an
important precedent for future arms control efforts,

Nuclear énd Space Talks

The two leaders noted that a Joint Draft Text of a Treaty
on Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms has
been elaborated. Through this process, the sides have Deen
able to record in the Joint Draft Text extensive and
significant areas of agreement and also to detail positions on
remaining areas of disagreement. While important additional
work is required before this Treaty is ready for signature,
many key provisions are recorded in the Joint Draft Text and
are considered to be agreed, subject to the completion and
ratification of the Treaty.

Taking into account a Treaty on Strategic Offensive Arms,
the sides have continued negotiations to achieve a separate
agreement concerning the ABM Treaty building on the language of
- the Washington Summit Joint Statement dated December 10, 1987.
Progress was noted in preparing the Joint Draft Text of an
associated Protocol. In connection with their obligations
under the Protocol, the sides have agreed in particular to use
the Nuclear Risk Reduction Centers for transmission of relevant
information., The leaders directed their negotiators to prepare
the Joint Draft Text of a separate agreement and to continue
work on its associated Protocol. '



The Joint Draft Treaty on Reduction and Limitation of
Strategic Offensive Arms reflects the earlier understanding on
estaplishing ceilings of no more than 1600 strategic offensive
delivery systems and 6000 warheads as well as agreement on
subcerlings of 4900 on the aggregate of ICBM and SLBM warheads
and 1540 warheads on 154 heavy missiles.

The draft Treaty also records the sides' agreement that as
a result of the reductions the aggregate throw-weight of the
Soviet Union's ICBMs and SLBMs will be reduced to a level
approximately S0 percent below the existing level and this
level Wwill not be exceeded.

puring the negotiations the two sides have also achieved
understanding that in future work on the Treaty they will acet
on the understanding that on deployed ICBMs and SLBMsS of
existing types the counting rule will include the number of
warheads referred to In the Joint Statement of December 10,
1987, and the number of warheads which will be attributed to
.each new type of ballistic missile w;ll be subject to
‘negotiation,

In addition, the sides agreed on a counting rule for heavy
bomber armaments according to which heavy bombers equipped only
for nuclear gravity bombs and SRAMs will count as one delivery
venicle against the 1600 limit and one warhead against the 6000
limit,

The delegations have also prepared Joint Draft Texts of an
Inspecticon Protocol, a Conversion or Elimination Protoceol, and
a Memorandum of Understanding on data, which are integral parts
of the Treaty. These documents build on the verification
provisions of the INF Treaty, extending and elaborating them as
necessary to meet the mare demanding requirements cf START.

The START verificaticon measures will, at 3 minimum, include:

A. Data exchanges, to include declarations and appropriate
notifications on the number and location of weapcns systems
limited by START, including locations and facilities for
production, final assembly, storage, testing, repair,
training, deployment, conversion, and elimination of such
systems. Such declarations will be exchanged between the
sides before the Treaty is signed and updated periodically,

B. .Baseline inspections to verify the accuracy of these
declarations,

C. On-site observation of elimination of strategic systems
necessary to meet the agreed limits,

D. <Continuous cn-site monitoring of the perimeter and
portals of critical produccion facilities to confirm the
output of weapons to be limited,



E. Short-notice on-site inspection of:

(1) declared locations during the process of
reducing to agreed limits;

(ii) locations where systems covered by this
Treaty remain after achieving the agreed
limits; and

(1ii) locations where such systems have been
located (formerly declared facilities).

F. Short-notice _inspection, in accordance with agreed upon
procedures, of lacations where either side considers covert
deployment, production, storage or repair of strategic
offensive arms could be occurring.

G. Prohibition of the use of concealment or other
activities which impede verification by National Technical
Means. Such provisions would include a ban on telemetry
encryption and would allow for full access to all
telemetric information broadcast during missile flight.

H. Procedures that enable verification of the number of
warheads on deployed ballistic missiles of each specific
type, including on-site inspection.

I. Enhanced observation of activities related to reduction
and limitation of strategic offensive arms by National
Technical Means. These would include open displays of
treaty-limited items at missile bases, bomber bases, and
submarine ports at locations and times chosen by the
inspecting party.

The two sides have also begun to exchange data on their
strategic forces,

puring the course of this meeting in Moscow, the exchanges
on START resulted in the achievement of substantial additional
common ground, particularly in the areas of ALCMS and the
attempts to develop and agree, if possible, on a solution to
the problem of verification of mobile ICBMsS. The details of
this additional common grcund have been recorded in documents
exchanged between the sides. The Delegations in Geneva will
record these gains in the Joint Draft Text of the START Treaty.

The sides also discussed the question of limiting
long-range, nuclear-armed SLCMs.



Ronald Reagan and M.S. Gorbachev expressed their joint
confidence that the extensive work done provides the basis for
concluding the Treaty on Reduction and Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Arms which will promote strategic.stability and
strengthen security not only of the peoples of the USSR and the
USA, but of all-mankind.

Guided by this fundamental agreement, the U.S. President
and the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU
" agreed to continue their efforts in this area energetically and
purposefully. The Delegations of the two countries have been
instructed to return to Geneva on July 12, 1988, It has been
agreed as a matter of principle that, once the remaining
problems are scolved and the Treaty and its associated documents
are agreed, they will be signed without delay.

Ballistic Missile Launch Notifications

: The agreement between the U,S. and the USSR on
notificaticns of launches of Intercontinental Ballistic
Missiles and Submarine-Launched Ballistic Missiles, signed
during the Moscow summit, is a practical new step, reflecting
the desire of the sides to reduce the risk of cuthreak of
nuclear war, in'particular as a result of misinterpretation,
miscalculacion or accident,

Nuclear Testing

The leaders reaffirmed the commitment of the two sides to
conduct in a single forum full-scale, stage-by-stage
negotiations on the issues relating to nuclear testing. In
these negotiations the sides as the first step will agree upon
effective verification measures which will make it possible to

ratify the U.S.-USSE Threshcld Test Ban Treaty of 1974 and
Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty of 3975, and p'cceed tao
negoriating further intermediate limitations on nuclear testing
leading to the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of
nuclear testing as part of an effective disarmament process
This process, among cther things, would pursue, as the fL:s:
Lotity, the goal of the reducticn of nuclear weapons and,
ultimately, their eliminaticn., In implementing the first
cbjective of these negotiationg, agreement upon effective
verification measures for the U.S.-USSR Threshold Teszt Ban
Treary of 1974, the sides agreed to desgign and conducet a Joint

Verification ?xperxment at each cther's test sites,

~
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The leaders therefore noted with satisfaction the signing
of the Joint Verification Experiment Agreement, the
considerable preparation underway for the Experiment, and the
positive cooperation being exhibited in particular by the
substantial numbers of personnel now engaged in work at each
other's test sites., They also noted the substantial progress
on a new Protocol to the Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaky and
urged continuing constructive negotiations on effective
verification measures for the Threshold Test Ban Treaty.

Expressing their conviction that the progress achieved so
far forms a solid basis for continuing progress on issues
relating to nuclear testing, the leaders instructed their
negotiators to complete expeditiously the preparation of a
Protocol to the Peaceful Nuclear Explosicns Treaty and to
complete the preparation of a Protocel to the Threshold Test
Ban Treaty as soon as possible after the Joint Verification
Experiment has been conducted and analyzed. They confirmed
their understanding that verification measures for the TTHT
will, to the extent appropriate, be used in further nuclear
test limitation agreements which may subsequently be reached.
They also declared their mutual intenticn to seek ratification
of both the 1974 and 1976 Treaties when the corresponding
protccols to the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful
Nuclear Explosions Treaty are completed, and to continue
negotiations as agreed in the Washington Joint summit statement,

Nuclear Hon-Preoliferation

The two leaders noted that this year marks the 20th
Anniversary of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, one of the
most important international arms control agreements with over
130 acdherents, They reaffirmed their conviction that universal
adherence tc the NPT is impertant to internaticnal peace and
security. They expressed the hope that each state not a party
to the Treaty will join it, or make an equally binding
commitment under internatcional law to forego acquisition of
nuclear weapons and prevent nuclear weapons proliferation.

This will enhance the possibility of progress toward reducing
nuclear armaments and reduce the threat cof nuclear war.

The two leaders also confirmed their support of the
International Atomic Energy Agency, and agreed that they would
continue efforts to further strengthen it. They reaffirmed the
value of their regular consultations on non-proliferation and
agreed that they should continue.



Muclear Risk Reduction Centers

The leaders expressed satisfaction over the activation of
the new communications link between the Nuclear Risk Reduction
Centers in Moscow and Washington, established in accordance
with the U.S.-Soviet agreement of September 15, 1987, It was
agreed that the Centers can play an important role in the
context of a future Treaty on reducing U.S. and Soviet
strategic nuclear arms.

Chemical Weavpons

The leaders reviewed the status of on-going multilateral
negotiations and bilateral U.S.-Soviet consultations toward a
comprehensive, effectively verifiable, and truly global ban on
chemical weapons, encompassing all chemical weapons-capable
states. They also expressed concern over the growing problem
of chemical weapons proliferation and use,

The leaders reaffirmed the importance of efforts :to
drcss, as a matter of continuing urgency, the unigue
llenges of a chemical weapons ban and to achieve an
ective convention. While noting the progress already
tieved 1n the talks and the difficult problems with regard to
fective monitoring of the global prohibition of chemical
weapons and the non-use of dual-capable chemicals for chemical
weapons purposes, the leaders underlined the need for concrete
scluticons to the problems of ensuring effective verification
and undiminished security for all ccnvention participants.
They gave instructions to their respective delegations to this
effect,

M M d O W
m O YA,
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Both sides agre=ed on the vital importance of greater
openness by all states 2as a way to build confidence and
strengthen the fcunda*ion for an effective convention, The
leaders also emphasized the necessity of close coordination on
a2 multilateral basis in order toc ensure the participation of
all CW-possesging ané CW-capable states in the convention,

Both sides strongly condemned the dangerous spread and
illegal use of chemical weapons in violaticn of the 1325 Geneva
Protocol, They stressed the importance of both technical and
political solutions to this problem and confirmed their support
for international investigations of suspected viclations.
Noting the initial efforts being made to control the export of
chemicals used in manufacturing chemical weapons, the leaders
called on all nations with the capability of producing such
chemicals to institute stringent expcrt controls to inhibit the
proliferation of chemical weapons.



Conventional Arms Control

The leaders emphasized the importance of strengthening
stability and security in the whole of Europe. They welcomed
progress to date on development of a mandate for new
negotiations on armed forces and conventional armaments. They
expressed their hope for an early and balanced conclusion to
the Vienna CSCE Follow-Up Meeting. The President and the
General Secretary alsc noted that full implem=sntatiocn of the
provisions of the document of the Stockholm Conference on
Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in
Europe can significantly increase openness and mutual
confidence,

They also discussed the situation in the Mutual and
Balanced Force Reduction (MBFR) negotiations in Vienna,.

Conference on Security and Cooparaticn in Furope

They expressed th commitment to further develcopment of
the CSCE process. The U.S. and USSR will continue to work with
the other 33 participants to bring the Vienna CSCE follow-up
meeting to & successful conclusion, through significant results
in all the principal areas of the Helsinki Final Act and Madrid
Concluding Document.
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Third Special Session of the UN General Assembly

The President and the General Secretary noted the
importance of the ongoing Third Special Session on Disarmament.



II'
Human Rights and Humanitarian Concerns

The President and the General Secretary engaged in a
detailed discussion of human rights and humanitarian -concerns.
The leaders reviewed the increasingly broad and detailed
U.S.-Soviet dialogue in this area and agreed that it should be
conducted at all levels in order to achieve sustained, concrete
crogress. They noted that this dialogue should seek to
maximize assurance.of the rights, freedoms and human dignity of
individuals; promofion of people-to-people communications and
contacts; active sharing of spiritual, cultural, historical and
other values; and greater mutual understanding and respect
between the two countries, Toward this end, they discussed the
pcssible establishment of a forum which, meeting regularly,
would bring together participants from across the range of
their two societies. They noted steps already taken to
establish the exchange of information and contacts between
legislative bodies of both countrieg, as well as discussions
between legal experts, physicians and representatives of other
professions directly inveolved in matters pertaining te human
rights, and between representatives of non-governmental
crganizations,

III.
Fegional Issues

The President and the General Secretary thoroughly

ussed a wide range of regional questions, including the

¢ East, the Iranm-Irag war, scuthern Africa, the Horn of

a, Central America, Cambodia, the Korean Peninsula, and
iggues, They expressed satisgfaction with the April,

, conclusion in Geneva of &accords on an Afghanistan

sectlement, Although the discussions reveazled serious

differences both in the assessment of the causes of regicnal

tensiocns and in the means to overcome them, the leaders agreed

that these differences need not be an obstacle to constructive

interacticn between the U.S. and USSR.

They reaffirmed their intention to continue U.S.-Soviet
discussions at all levels aimed at helping parties to regional
conflicts find peaceful solutions which advance their
independence, freedom and security. They emphasized the
importance of enhancing the capacity of the United Nations and
other international institutions to contribute to the
resclution of regional conflicts.



IV.
Bilateral Affairs

The President and the General Secretary reviewed progress
in further expanding bilateral contacts, exchanges and
cooperation since their meeting in Washington, D.C. in Decembe)
1987. They noted the increasingly important role that mutuall:
beneficial interchange between the two countries can play in )
improving mutual understanding and providing stability in the
U.S.-Soviet relationship. They stated their intention to
intensify such tie§.

They noted with particular satisfaction that concrete
agreements had been reached in most of the areas identified at
their meetings in Geneva, Reykjavik and Washington.

Bilateral Agreements and Cocperative Activities

The President and the General Secretary welcomed the
conclusion of' a number of bilateral agreements which open new
opportunities for fruitful cooperation in the following
fields: <cooperation in transportation science and technology;
maritime search and rescue; operational cocordination between
U.S. and Soviet radionavigation systems in the Northern Pacific
and Bering Sea; and mutual fisheries relations.

The two leaders welcomed the recent signing of a new
Memorandum on Civilian Nuclear Reactor Safety under the
bilateral agreement on Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy. There
wds an exchange aof notes to extend that Agreement.

They expressed satisfaction with the recent signing cf a
new protocol under the bilateral Housing Agreement for
cooperation in construction research relating to extreme
geological and unusual climatic conditions.

They reviewed the status of negeotiations between the two
countries concerning maritime shipping, the U.S.-USSR maritime
boundary, basic scientific research, and emergency pollution
clean-up in the Bering and Chukchi Seas., They instructed their
negaotiators to accelerate efforts to achieve mutually
acceptable agreements in these areas at the earliest
copportunity.

The two leaders welcomed the 3tart of bilateral discussions
on combatting narcotics trafficking. They noted with
satisfaction ongoing consultations between the two sides
concerning law of the sea, air and sea transportation safety,
and areas of mutual interest in the field of law.
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Cultural and People-to-People Exchanges

Noting the expansion of exchanges in the areas of
education, science, culture and sports under the General
Exchanges Agreement, the two leaders welcomed the signing of a
new implementing program for 1989-91 under the Agreement and
expressed their intention to continue expansion of such
exchanges. During the time in which this program is in force,
the two sides, taking into consideration their mutual interest
as well as financial and technical conditions, will conduct
negotiations on the opening of culture/information centers in
the U.S. and the USSR with the aim of signing an appropriate
agreement on behalf of the governments of both countries,

i

They expressed satisfaction that, over the course of their
dialogue, people-to-people contacts and exchanges between
non-governmental organizations have significantly increased and
become one of the most dynamic elements in the bilateral
relationship. They reaffirmed their commitment to further
growth of such exchanges, which contribute to mutual
understanding, and welcomed plans for increased exchanges of
young pecople in the future. In this context, they expressed
their readiness to consider in practical terms the idea of
further developing exchanges of high school students. They
cited recent joint U.S.-Soviet initiatives on culture, theater
and the cinema as examples of new opportunities to engage those
involved in the creative arts.

Noting the rapidly growing sports ties between the two
countries, including their national Olympic committees, the two
leaders expressed their support for the International Olympic
movement, which promotes international cooperation and
understanding through athletic competition.

Other Cooperative Activities

The President and the General Secretary noted the
succesgful expansion of scientific cooperation within the
framework of bilateral agreements in Environmental Protection,
Medical Science and Public¢ Health, Artificial Heart Research
and Development, Agriculture, and Studies of the World Ocean,
and expressed their intention to continue to expand activities
under these Agreements in areas of mutual benefit to the two

sides.
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The President and the General Secretary noted with pleasure
the commencement of work on a conceptual design of an
International Thermonuclear Experimental Reactor (ITER), under
the auspices of the International Atomic Energy Agency, between
scientists and experts from the United States, Soviet Union,
European Atomic Energy Community, and Japan. The two leaders
noted the significance of this next step toward the development
of fusion power as a cheap, environmentally sound, and
essentially inexhaustible energy source for the benefit of all
mankind. ‘ :

The President and the General Secretary welcomed agreement
by representatives of the United States, Soviet Union, Canada
and France, to institutionalize in the near: future the
COSPAS/SARSAT space-based, life-saving global search and rescue
system.

Both leaders reaffirmed their support for the WHO/UNICEF
goal of reducing the scale of preventable childhood death
through the most effective methods of saving children. They
urged other countries and the international community to
intensify efforts to achieve this goal.

Global Climate and Environmental Change Initiative

The two leaders expressed their satisfaction with
activities since the Washington summit in expanding cooperation
with respect to global climate and environmental change,
including in areas of mutual concern relating to environmental
protection, such as protection and conservation of
stratospheric ozone and a possible global warming trend. They
emphasized their desire to make more active use of the unique
opportunities afforded by the space programs of the two
countries to conduct global monitoring of the environment and
the ecology of the Earth's land, oceans and atmosphere. They
underscored the need to continue to promcte both bilateral and
multilateral cooperation in this important area in the future.



N

Tnitciative for Expanded Civil Space Cooperation

Recognizing the long-standing commitment of both countries
to space science and exploration, and noting the progress madea
under the 1987 U.S.-USSR Cooperative Agreement in the
Exploration and Use_ of Quter Space for Peaceful Purposes, th
two leaders agreed to a new initiative to expand civil space
cooperation by exchanging flight opportunities for scientifi
instruments to fly on each other's spacecraft, and by
exchanging results of independent national studies of future
unmanned solar system exploration missions as a means of
assessing prospects for further U.S.-Soviet cooperation on such
missions. They also agreed to expand exchanges of space
science data and of scientists, to enhance the scientific
benefit that can be derived from the two countries' space
research missions, They noted scientific missions to the Moon
and Mars as areas.of possible bilateral and international

cooperation.

Arctic Contacts and Cooperation

Taking into account the unique environmental, democgraphic
and other characteristics of the Arctic, the two leaders
reaffirmed their support for expanded bilateral and regional
contacts and cooperation in this area. They noted plans and
opportunities for increased scientific and environmental
cooperation under a number of bilateral agreements as well as
within an International Arctic Science Committee of states with
interests in the region. They expressed their support for
increased people-to-people contacts between the native peoples
of Alaska and the Soviet North.

The President and the General Secretary noted the positive
role played by the multilateral Antarctic Treaty and emphasized
the importance of U.S.-Soviet scientific and environmental
cooperation in that region.



Trade and Economic Affairs

The two sides reconfirmed their strong support for the
expansion of mutually beneficial trade and economic relations
and noted recent activity in this area. They reiterated their
belief that commercially viable joint ventures complying with
the laws and regqulations of both countries could play a role in
the furcher development of commercial relations. They welcomed
the results of the meeting of the Joint U.S.-USSR Commercial
Commission in April and noted with satisfaction that working
groups had been created under the Commission to further the
establishment of better conditions under which mutually
advantageous trade can develop. Taking note of the 1974 Joint
Statement and Protocol amending the Long-Term Agreement between
the United States of -America and the Union of Soviet Socialistc
Repupblics to Facilitdte Economic, Industrial and Technical
Cocperation issued at the conclusion of the Joint Commercial
Commission, they agreed that the Commission should continue to
meet to build upon the forward momentum which has been
generated.

The two leaders cited expanding relations between Aercflot
and Pan American Airlines under the government-to-government
Civil Air Transportation Agreement as a positive example of
mutually beneficial cooperation.

Consulates Exchange/Diplomatic and Consular Missions

The President and the General Secretary reaffirmed their
agreement to open Consulates General in Kiev and New York as
soon as practicable,

The two leaders discussed gquestions relating to ensuring
adequate and secure conditions for U.S. and Soviet diplomatic
and consular establishments and their personnel in each other's
territory. They agreed on the need to approach problems
relating to such matters constructively and on the basis of

reciprocity.
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V.
Future Meetings

The President and the General Secretary, recogniziang the
imporcance of tneir personal involvement in the development of
relations in the months ahead, instructed Secretary of State
Shulecz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze to meet as necessary
and to report to them on ways to ensure continued practical
progress across the full range of issues. Expert-level
contacets will also continue on an intensified basis.

Moscow,
June 1, 1988



CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT cD/847 */

29 July 1988

Original: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 25 JULY 1988 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT CF THE
' AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES CF AMERICA AND THE
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ON NOTIFICATIONS OF
LAUNCHES OF INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC MISSILES.-AND
SUBMAR INE-LAUNCHED BALLISTIC MISSILES, SIGNED AT
MOSCOW ON 31 MAY 1988 **/

I have the honour to transmit herewith the text of the Agreement between
the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on
Notifications of Launches of Intercontinental Ballistic Missiles and
Submarine-Launched Ballistic Missiles, signed at Moscow on 31 May 1988.

I would request that you make arrangements for the Agreement to be issued
as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Max L. Friedersdorf
United States Representative
to the Conference on Disarmament

*/ Re—-issued for technical reasons.

** / The Russian text of the Agreement is to be found in CD/845.
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNION OF SOVIET
SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ON NOTIFICATIONS OF LAUNCHES OF INTERCONTINENTAL
BALLISTIC MISSILES AND SUBMARINE-LAUNCHED BALLISTIC MISSILES

The United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
herinafter referred to as the Parties,

Affirming their desire to reduce and ultimately eliminate the risk of
‘outbreak of nuclear war, in particular, as a result of misinterpretation,
miscalculation, or accident,

Believing that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought,

Believing that agreement on measures for reducing the risk of outbreak of

nuclear war serves the interests of strengthening international peace and
security,

Reaffirming their obligations under the Agreement on Measures to Reduce
the Risk of Outbreak of Nuclear War between the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics of 30 September 1971, the Agreement
between the Government of the United States of America and the Govermment of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Prevention of Incidents on and
over the High Seas of 25 May 1972, and the Agreement between the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Establishment of
Nuclear Risk Reduction Centres of 15 September 1987,

Have agreed as follows:
ARTICLE I

Each Party shall provide the other Party notification, through the
Nuclear Risk Reduction Centres of the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, no less than 24 hours in advance, of the
planned date, launch area, and area of impact for any launch of a strategic
ballistic missile: an intercontinental ballistic missile (hereinafter "ICBM")
or a submarine-launched ballistic missile (hereinafter "SLBM").

ARTICLE II
‘ A notification of a planned launch of an ICBM or an SLBM shall be valid
for four days counting from the launch date indicated in such a notification.
In case of postponement of the launch date within the indicated four days, or
‘cancellation of the launch, no notification thereof shall be required.

ARTICLE III

1. For launches of ICBMs or SLBMs from land, the notification shall indicate
the area from which the launch is planned to take place.

2. For launches of SLBMs from submarines, the notification shall indicate
the general area from which the missile will be launched. Such notification
shall indicate either the quadrant within the ocean (that is, the 90-degree
Sector encompassing approximately one fourth of the area of the ocean) or the

body of water (for example, sea or bay) from which the launch is planned to
take place.



3. For all launches of ICBMs or SLBMs, the notification shall indicate the
geographic co-ordinates of the planned impact area or areas of the re-entry
vehicles. Such an area shall be specified either by indicating the geographj.
co-ordinates of the boundary points of the area, or by indicating the
geographic co-ordinates of the centre of a circle with a radius specified in
kilometers or nautical miles. The size of the impact area shall be determineg
by the notifying Party at its discretion.

ARTICLE IV
The Parties undertake to hold consultations, as mutually agreed, to
consider gquestions relating to implementation of the provisions of this
Agreement, as well as to discuss possible amendments thereto aimed at )
furthering the implementation of the objectives of this Agreement. Amendments

shall enter into forc in accordance with procedures to be agreed upon.

ARTICLE V -

This Agreement shall not affect the obligations of either Party under
other agreements.

ARTICLE VI
This Agreement shall enter into force on the date of its signature.
The duration of this Agreement shall not be limited.

This Agreement may be terminated by either Party upon 12 months written
notice to the other Party.

DONE at Moscow on 31 May 1988, in two copies, each in the English and
Russian languages, both texts being equally authentic.

FOR THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA FOR THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

George P. Shultz E. Shevardnadze



CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT CD/850

1 August 1988

ENGLISH
Original: ARABIC

LETTER DATED 28 JULY 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
¥ OF EGYPT ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON
DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A STATEMENT ISSUED BY THE
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF EGYPT ON THE OCCASION OF THE
TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE OF THE
TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

I take pleasure in enclosing the text of a statement issued by the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Egypt on the occasion of the twentieth

anniversary of the opening for signature of the Treaty on the
Non-~-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

I request that you kindly arrange for its circulation as an official
document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed): ©Nabil ELARABY
Ambassador
Permanent Representative

GE.88-63806/0406p



CD/850
page 2

Statement by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the occasion of the
twentieth anniversary of the opening for signature of the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

1 July 1988 is the twentieth anniversary of the opening for signature of
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the purpose of which
was to save the world from the calamities of nuclear war and the dangers of
proliferation and escalation in the production of nuclear weapons.
Accordingly, the Treaty constitutes one of the principal achievements of the
United Nations and the international community in the field of nuclear
disarmament and, as such, takes pride of place in this field with other
achievements at the multilateral and bilateral levels. The Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons has also given greater impetus to efforts
aimed at establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones, particularly in the ;
Middle Eastern and African regions.

In celebrating this anniversary, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Arab Republic of Egypt wishes to express Egypt's firm belief in the need to
achieve complete disarmament, and particularly nuclear disarmament, so that
the world can enjoy undisturbed peace and reassuring security in which
friendly relations among States will flourish, in which resources and energies
will be directed towards the development and welfare of peoples and in which
the use of nuclear energy will be restricted to peaceful purposes, in keeping
with the provisions of article IV of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons.

Egypt made a considerable effort to ensure the adoption of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, and was eager to be among the first States to sign
it. Accordingly, Egypt realizes the vital importance of extending the scope
of application of the Treaty to all States, and is therefore making a strong
appeal to all countries of the world, and particularly those in the
Middle Eastern and African regions, that have not yet acceded to the Treaty,
to rapidly accede thereto and to comply with the provisions of the Treaty and
subject all their nuclear installations to the system of safeguards of the
International Atomic Energy Agency in order to confirm their good intentions
and contribute to the confidence-building measures, particularly in these two
vital regions to which Egypt belongs.

In conclusion, the Egyptian Ministry of Foreign Affairs wishes to commend
the diligent and positive endeavours that are being made by the International
Atomic Energy Agency in its task of ensuring the application of the system of
safeguards to the States parties to the Treaty and co-operating with them in
the field of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.



CONFERENCE ON PISARMAMENT CD/855

8 August 1988

Original: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 8 AUGUST 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF AUSTRALIA
ADDRESSED TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT
TRANSMITTING A STATEMENT BY THE HONOURABLE R.J.L. HAWKE, AC,
PRIME MINISTER OF AUSTRALIA, MARKING THE TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE OF THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION

OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Attached to this letter is a statement by The Honourable R.J.L. Hawke, AC,
Prime Minister of Australia, marking the Twentieth Anniversary of the opening
for signature of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

I would be grateful if you could arrange for this statement to be
distributed as a document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Richard Butler, AM
Ambassador and Permanent
Representative of Australia
to the United Nations for
Disarmament Matters,

Bead of Delegation
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CD /855
page 2

STATEMENT BY THE HONOURABLE R.J.L. HAWKE, AC, PRIME MINISTER

OF AUSTRALIA, ON THE OCCASION OF THE TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY

OF THE OPENING FOR SIGNATURE OF THE TREATY ON THE
NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Today mar ks the Twentieth Anniversary of the opening for signature of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT).

The NPT is the basis of international efforts to prevent the spread of
nuclear weapons. The Treaty makes a major contribution to international peace
and security and is generally recognized as the single most effective and
widely adhered to nuclear arms control agreement in existence. Australia
ratified the Treaty on 23 January 1973.

Membership of the Treaty provides reassurance to the international
comunity and neighbouring States of a nations's peaceful nuclear intentions
and has becaome the standard for responsible international nuclear behaviour.

Australia continues to urge universal adherence to the NPT, It is my
hope that the Twentieth Anniversary of its opening for signature will act as a
spur to those countries which have yet to commit themselves to the Treaty.

r
»
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INDIA

Action plan for usherinag in a nuclear-weapon—-free
and non-violent world order

“l. Humanity stands at a crossroads of history. The world has lived too long
under the sentence of extinction. Nuclear weapons threaten to annihilate human
civilization and all that humankind has built throuah millennia of labour and
toil. Nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States alike are threatened by
such a holocaust. It is imperative that nuclear weapons be eliminated. The
recently signed INF Treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union is a
first major step in this direction. This process must be taken to its logical
conclusion by ridding the world of nuclear weapons. The time has also come to
consider seriously the changes in doc#rines, in policies, in attitudes, and in the
institutions required to usher in and manage a nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent
world. Peace must be predicated on a basis other than the assurance of qlobal
destruction. We need a world order based on non-violence and peaceful
coexistence. We need international institutions that will nurture such a world

order.

2. We call upon the international community to urgently neqotiate a binding
commitment to an action plan for ushering in a non-violent world free of nuclear
weapons. We suggest the following action plan as a basis for such negotiations:

2.1. STAGE I (duration: 6 years, from 1988 to 1994)

2.1.a. Nuclear disarmament:

2.1.a.i. Elimination of all Soviet and United States land-based medium- and
shorter-range missiles (500 to 5,500 kilometres) in accordance with

the INF Treaty.

2.1.a.1i. Agreement on a 50 per cent cut in Soviet and United States strategic
arsenals (with ranges above 5,500 kilometres).

2.1.a.iii. Aqreement on a phased elimination by the year 2000 A.D. of United
States and Soviet short-range battlefield and air-launched nucleac
‘ weapons.

2.1l.a.iv. Cessation of the production of nuclear weapons by all nuclear-weapon
States.

2.1l.a.v. Cessation of production of weapon-qrade fissionable material by all
nuclear-weapon States.

2.1l.a.vi., Moratorium on the testing of nuclear weapons.

2.1.a.vii. Commencement and conclusion of negotiations on a comprehensive
test-ban treaty.

GE.88-63966 y
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2.1.b. Measures collateral to nuclear disarmament:

2.1.b.i. Conclusion of a convention to outlaw the use and threat of use of
nuclear weapons pending their elimination.

2.1.b.ii. Declaration by the United States and the Soviet Union that the
fissile materal released under the INF Treaty would be utilized for
peaceful purposes only and accordingly be subjected to supervision
by the International Atomic Energy Agency.

2.1.b.iii. Declaration by all nuclear-weapon States of their stockpiles of
nuclear weapons and weapon-grade fissionable material. :

2.1.b.iv. Cessation of direct or indirect transfer to other States of nuclear
weapons, delivery systems, and weapon-grade fissionable material.

2.1.b.v. Non-nuclear-weapon Powers to undertake not to cross the threshold
into the acquisition of nuclear weapons.

2.1.b.vi. Initiation of multilateral negotiations, to be concluded by 1995,
for a new treaty eliminating all nuclear weapons by the year 2010.
This treaty would replace the non-proliferation Treaty, which ends
in 1995.

2.1.c. Other weapons of mass destruction:

2.l.c.i. Conclusion of a treaty banning chemical weapons.
2.1.c.ii, Conclusion of a treaty banning radiological weapons.

2.1.4. Conventional forces:

2.1.d.i. Substantial reduction of NATO and Warsaw Pact conventicnal forces,
especially offensive forces, and of weapon systems in Europe from
the Atlantic to the Urals.

2.1.d.ii. Multilateral discussions in the Conference on Disarmament or in the
United Nations on military doctrines with a view to working towards
the goal of a purely defensive orientation for the armed forces of
the world. The discussions would include measures to prevent
surprise attacks.

2.1l.e. Space weapon systems:

2.1.2.i. A moratorium on the testing and deployment of all space weapon
systems.

2.1.e.ii. Expansion of international co-operation in the peaceful uses of
outer space.

fees
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2.1.f. Control and management of the arms race based on new technologies

2.1.f.1. Arrangements for monitoring and assessing new technologies which
have military applications as well as forecasting their implications
for international security.

‘' 2.1.f.ii. For research in frontier areas of technology where there are
potential military applications, new technology projects and
technological missions should be undertaken under the auspices of
the United Nations in order to direct them exclusively to civilian
sectors.

2,1.f.iii. Commencement of work, under the aegis of the United Nations, for
the formulation of guidelines to be observed by Governments in

respect of new teqhndlogies with potential military applications.

2.1.f.iv. Commencement of negotiations for banning technological missions
designed to develop new weapon systems and means of warfare.

2.1.g. Verification:

2.1.9.i. Acceptance in principle of the need to establish an integrated
multilateral verification system under the aegis of the United
Nations as an integral part of a strengthened multilateral framework
required to ensure peace and security during the process of
disarmament as well as in a nuclear-weapon-free world.

2.2. STAGE II (duration: 6 years, from 1995 to 2000)".

2.2.a. Nuclear disarmament:

2.2.a.i. Completion of Stage I reductions by the United States and the Soviet
Union and the induction of all other nuclear-weapon-States into the
process of nuclear disarmament.

2.2.a.ii. Elimination of all medium—- and short-range, sea-based, land-based
and air-launched nuclear missiles by all nuclear-weapon States.

‘l

2.2.a.1ii., Elimination of all tactical battlefield nuclear weapons (land, sea
and air) by all nuclear-weapon States.

2.2.a.iv. Entry into force of the comprehensive test-ban treaty.

2.2.b. Measures collateral to nuclear disarmament:

2.2.b.i. Negotiations on the withdrawal of strategic nuclear weapons deployed
beyond national boundaries.

/o
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2.2.b.ii. Completion of the ratification and entry into force of the
convention prohibiting the use and threat of use of nuclear weapons.

2.2.b.iii. Conclusion of the new treaty eliminating all nuclear weapons by
the year 2010 to replace the non-proliferation Treaty.

2.2.c. Space weapons:

2.2.c.i. Agreement within a multilateral framework on banning the testing,
development, deployment and storage of all space weapons.

2.2.d. Conventional forces:

2.2.d.i. Further reduction of NATO and Warsaw Pact conventlonal forces to
minimum defensive levels.

2.2.d.ii. Negotiations under the Conference on Disarmament on global
conventional arms reduction.

2.2.d.iii. Removal of all military forces and bases from foreign territories.

2.2.e. New and emerging technologies:

2.2.e.i. Completion of negotiations on banning technological missions aimed
at the development of new weapon systems.

2.2.e.ii. Completion of negotiations on guidelines in respect of new
technologies with potential military applications.

2.2.f. Comprehensive global security system:

2.2.f.i. Negotiations on and establishment of a comptehensive global security
system to sustain a world without nuclear weapons. This would
include institutional steps to ensure the effective implementation
of the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations relating to
the non-use of force, the peaceful settlement of disputes, and the
right of every State to pursue its own path of development.

2.2.f.ii. Arrangements for the release of resources through disarmament for
development purposes.

2.2.f.iii. Elimination of non-military threats to security by such measures
_as the establishment of a just and equitable international
economic order. .

2.2.f.iv. The strengthening of the United Nations system and related
multilateral forums.

2.2.f.v. The commencement of negotiations for the establishment of an
integrated multilateral verification system under the United Nations.

ey
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3.3.

3.4.
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STAGE III (duration: 10 years, from 2001 to 2010)
Elimination of all nuclear weapons from the world.

Establishment of a single integrated multilateral comprehensive
verification system which, inter alia, ensures that no nuclear weapons
are produced. -

Reduction of all conventional forces to minimum defensive levels.

Effective implementation of arrangements to preclude the emergence of
a new arms race.

Universal adherence to the comprehensive global security system.

There has been a historically unprecedented militarization of
international relations during the last four decades. This has not only
enhanced the danger of nuclear war but also militated against the
emergence of the structure of peace, progress and stability envisaged in
the Charter of the United Nations.

To end this dangerous militarization of international relations, we must
build a structure firmly based on non-violence. It is only in a
non-violent democratic world that the sovereignty of nations and the
dignity of the individual can be ensured. It is only in a non-violent
world that the intellectual and spiritual potential of humankind can be
fully realized.

The prospect of a world free from nuclear weapons should spur us to
start building a structure of international security in keeping with the
fundamental changes that are taking place in the world political,
economic and security environment.

In a shrinking and interdependent world, such a structure has to be
comprehensive, its components supportive of each other, and
participation in it universal.

A world order crafted out of outmoded concepts of the balance of power,
of dominance by power blocs, of spheres of influence, and of special
rights and privileges for a select group of nations is an unacceptable
anachronism. It is out of tune with the democratic temper of our age.

The new structure of international relations has to be based on
scrupulous adherence to the principles of peaceful coexistence and the
Charter of the United Nations. It is necessary to evolve stronger and
more binding mechanisms for the settlement of disputes, regional and
international. The diversity among nations must be recognized and
respected. The right of each nation to choose its own socio-economic
system must be assured.

Seva
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3.7. Concomitant changes will be called for in the international economic
order. The interdependence of all the economies of the world makes for
a symbiotic relationship between development in the South and stability
and growth in the North. In a just and equitable order, access to
technology and resources, on fair and reasonable terms, will be
assured. The gap between the rich and the poor nations will be bridged.
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LETTER DATED 16 AUGUST 1988 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
VENEZUELA ADDRESSED TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL OF THE CONFERENCE
ON DISARMAMENT, TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A COMMUNICATION SENT BY
THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF VENEZUELA TO THE FOREIGN
MINISTERS OF THE DEPOSITARY COUNTRIES OF THE TREATY BANNING
NUCLEAR WEAPON TESTS IN THE ATMOSPHERE, IN OUTER SPACE AND UNDER
WATER, CONCERNING A PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE TREATY SUBMITTED
JOINTLY BY THE GOVERNMENTS OF INDONESIA, MEXIQO, PERU, SRI LANKA,
VENEZUELA AND YUGOSLAVIA

In connection with document CD/852 of 5 August 1988, I have the honour to
enclose the text of a communication sent by the Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Venezuela to the Foreign Ministers of the depositary countries of the
Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and
under Water, concerning a proposed amendment to the Treaty submitted jointly
by the Governments of Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka, Venezuela and
Yugoslavia.

I would be grateful if the present letter, together with its attachments,
could be distributed as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Adolfo R. Taylhardat
Ambassador
Representative of Venezuela
to the Conference on Disarmament

GE.88-64015/5993G



CD/860
page 2

REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

DGSPI/DAM

SECTORAL DIRECTORATE GENERAL
FOR INTERNATIONAL POLICY
MULTILATERAL AFFAIRS

Caracas, 5 August 1988

Sir,

In my capacity as Minister for Foreign Affairs of a State party to the
Treaty partially banning nuclear tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and
under water, I am addressing the present communication to you in your capacity
as Secretary of State of one of the depositary Governments of the Treaty.
Identical communications have been sent to the other depositary Governments.

In accordance with article II of the Treaty and resolution 42/26 B of the
United Nations General Assembly, I formally submit the amendment propocsal on
behalf of my Government for consideration at a conference of the States
parties to the Treaty convened for that purpose. 1In that regard, I would be
grateful if, in accordance with article II of the Treaty, you would circulate
copies of the proposed amendment to all the parties and make the necessary
arrangements to convene the conference as soon as a third of the States
parties so request.

I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you the assurances of my
highest consideration.

German Nava Carrillo
Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Republic of Venezuela

His Excellency

Eduard A. Shevardnadze

Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
MOSCOW

(Identical letters have been sent to
the other two depositary Governmentsg).
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AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

The Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space
and under Water shall be amended by the addition of the following article and
protocols:

ARTICLE VI

Protocols annexed to this Treaty constitute an integral part of the
Treaty.

PROTOCOL I

States Parties to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water, in order to achieve the
permanent banning of all nuclear explosions, including all such
explosions underground, have agreed that in addition to their
undertakings in article I of such Treaty:

1. Each of the Parties of this Protocol undertakes to prohibit, to
prevent, and not to carry out any nuclear weapon test explosion, or any
other nuclear explosion, at any place under its jurisdiction and control;

(a) Underground; or

(b) In any other environment not described in article I,
paragraph 1, subparagraph (a) of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests
in the Atmosphere, in Cuter Space and under Water.

2. Each of the Parties to this Protocol undertakes furthermore to
refrain from causing, encouraging, or in any way participating in the
carrying out of any nuclear weapon test explosion, or any other nuclear
explosion, anywhere which would take place in any of the environments
described in paragraph 1 of this Protocol.

PROTOCOL II

(The precise provisions of this protocol are not included at this
time, but will be submitted later for consideration and agreement at the
conference. They will deal with all questions of verification, including
in particular, the following:

- International co-operation for seismic and atmospheric data
acquisition and analysis;

- Installation of special seismic detection networks on the territory of
the nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty;

- Non-interference with national technical means of verification and
non-use of ceoncealment measures which impede verification by national
technical means;

- On-site inspections;

~ A permanent consultative mechanism to consider guestions of compliance
and ambiguous situations.}
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CANADA

Statement by the Right Honourable Joe Clark,

Secretary of State for External Af fairs, on

the occasion of the 20th anniversary of the
Non—-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)

Ottawa, 28 July 1988

CANADA SUPPORTS THE NON-PROL IFERATION TREATY

The Secretary of State for External Affairs, the Right Honourable
Joe Clark, today strongly reaffirmed Canada's abiding support for the
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). He recalled that July 1988 marks the
20th anniversary of the treaty, to which Canada was among the first to accede.

The NPT, said Mr. Clark, is an instrument of major importance in that it
provides for legally binding commitments to prevent the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and facilitates international co-operation in the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy. It also sets out a guiding framework for the
negotiated reduction of nuclear arsenals.

The Minister emphasized that Canada, which supports these fundamental
policy objectives, is a major advocate of universal adherence to the NPT.
Although the treaty, with 137 States parties, has broad support from all
regions, Mr. Clark expressed concern that a number of States with advanced
nuclear capabilities might decline to accede to it. He noted that, last
month, he had instructed Canadian embassies to inform each country whose
Governmment had not yet ratified the Treaty that Canada attaches particular
importance to the need for all States to become full parties to that
instrument. Mr. Clark welcomed the recent accession of Spain to the NPT, as
well as Saudi Arabia's announced intention to accede. He expressed the hope
that other States would follow the example of those two countries.

‘Y Mr. Clark pointed with satisfaction to the noteworthy progress that had
stemmed from the talks held last year by the USSR and the United States on
nuclear arms control and disarmament, in conformity with the objectives set
out in the disarmament provisions of the NPT. While recognizing that a sharp
reduction in nuclear arsenals remains a central Canadian objective, the
Minister reaffirmed that efforts to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons are equally important. Mr. Clark expressed the hope that significant
progress toward both of these important goals would be made before the 1990
conference to review the operation of the NPT ahead of its renewal in 1995.

It is Mr. Clark's view that the NPT, which has already made a major

contribution to non-proliferation, will always remain a vital factor in
strengthening international security and co-operation.

GE.88-64223/6160G
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LETTER DATED 13 APRIL 1989 ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE

OF THE GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC TRANSMITTING TEXTS OF THE
COMMUNIQUE OF THE SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS
OF THE STATES PARTIES TO THE WARSAW TREATY, THE DECLARATION OF
THE STATES PARTIES TO THE WARSAW TREATY ON TACTICAL NUCLEAR
WEAPONS IN EUROPE AND THE APPEAL "FOR A WORLD WITHOUT WARS"

I have the jonour to transmit herewith the following texts:

- Communiqué of the Session of the Committee of Foreign Ministers of the
States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty;

- Declaration of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty on Tactical
Nuclear Weapons in Europe;

- Appeal "For a World without Wars"”

issued at the Session of the Committee of Foreign Ministers of the States
Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, held in Berlin on 11 and 12 April 1989.

I should be grateful if you would have the text of this letter and the

enclosed documents circulated as an official document of the Conference on
Disarmament.

(Signed) Peter Dietze
Ambassador

GE.89-60662/0225a
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COMMUNI QUE

ISSUED BY THE SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS OF THE STATES
PARTIES TO THE WARSAW TREATY:

A regular Session of the Committee of the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of
the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty on Friendship, Co-operation and Mutual
Assistance was held in Berlin on 11 and 12 April 1989.

The Session was attended by: P. Mladenov, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the People's Republic of Bulgaria, J. Johanes, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, O. Fischer, Minister of Foreign Affairs
of the German Democratic Republic, P. Varkonyi, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the Hungarian People's Republic, T. Olechowski, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
the Polish People's Republic, I. Totu, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the
Socialist Republic of Romania, and A.A. Bessmertnych, First Deputy Minister of
Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

With satisfaction, the Ministers pointed to the progress in consolidating
peace and disarmament which creates favourable opportunities for expanding
co-operation among States and peoples. At the same time they noted that the
situation in the world continues to be complicated and contradictory. The
States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty are determined to pursue, also in the
future, a policy which is aimed at bringing about a fundamental improvement of
the situation in Europe and the world at large. They expect also the other
States to display the requisite constructiveness, as well as realism. The
participants in the Session came out in favour of further pursuing the
political dialogue on the key issues concerning the development of the world.
This dialogue is based on a comprehensive approach to the strengthening of
international peace and security pursuant to the United Nations Charter, with
the role and effectiveness of this universal Organization constantly growing.

The participants in the Session came out in favour of redoubling efforts
to continue the process of disarmament. They reaffirmed the position of their
States that it is necessary to make considerable reductions in armed forces
and conventional armaments coupled with appropriate cuts in military
expenditures.

In discussing European affairs, the participants in the Session exchanged
views on the results of the Vienna follow-up meeting and noted that its
concluding document contains agreements, the realization of which will promote
the strengthening of peace and security in Europe, better mutual understanding
and the development of co-operation on the continent. It is necessary for all
States participating in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe
to implement these accords unilaterally as well as in bilateral and
multilateral relations on the basis of broad and mutually beneficial
co—-operation in the political, military, economic, scientifico-
technical, ecological, cultural and humanitarian fields and in the area of the
human dimension with due regard for egqual rights, independence and
sovereignty, non-interference in internal affairs and for the other purposes
and principles of the United Nations Charter, the Helsinki Final Act and the
other generally recognized norms of international relations. They expressed
their States' determination to work in that direction.
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The Ministers welcomed the start of the negotiations on conventional
armed forces and on confidence- and security-building measures in Europe and
underlined the firm resolve of their countries to conduct these negotiations
constructively and to seek concrete results in a short time. This resolve was
convincingly proved by the allied States' unilateral moves towards the '
reduction of armed forces, armaments and military budgets.

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty call upon the NATO member States,
indeed all the European States, to take concrete steps conducive to scaling
down the level of military confrontation in Europe. They also call upon them
to refrain from any move which could undermine the positive achievements made
so far in improving the international situation and which could complicate the
negotiations started in Vienna. Currently, the need for establishing
relations between the Warsaw Treaty and NATO on a truly non-confrontational
basis and for creating the proper conditions for the simultaneous dissolution
of both alliances, starting with their military organizations, is becoming
more and more obvious.

The Ministers expressed the hope that these considerations will meet with
understanding and support.

Underlining the importance of the strict implementation of the
Soviet-American Treaty on the Elimination of the Intermediate-range and
Shorter-range Missiles, the Ministers pointed to the inadmissibility of any
"compensation" measures, including those envisaged under the pretext of
modernizing tactical nuclear arms. They adopted a separate declaration on
tactical nuclear arms in Europe.

The Session stressed that the earliest possible conclusion of a treaty
between the USSR and the United States on halving their strategic offensive
weapons, while observing the ABM Treaty as signed in 1972, remains a task of
paramount importance the solution of which would be a major contribution to
creating a nuclear-weapon-free world. At the same time, the participants
underlined the need for undertaking efforts towards the complete elimination
of nuclear, chemical and other types of weapons of mass destruction. The
Ministers noted that multilateral, bilateral and unilateral measures towards
the reduction of armed forces and armaments put on the agenda the conversion
of military production to meet civilian needs. This is an intricate and
‘complex problem which requires both national and common endeavours in order to
be solved effectively. In this respect the United Nations Organization can
play an important role. '

In the interest of further enhancing openness in the military field, the
participants in the Session advocated the continuation of efforts to elaborate
criteria for a comparison of military budgets, making use of the international
system for the standardized reporting of military expenditure as adopted by
the United Nations Organization.

The participants in the Session underscored particularly that strict
respect for the territorial and political realities as they have emerged, for
the principles of the inviolability of the existing borders, the sovereignty
and territorial integrity of States, as well as the generally recognized
principles and norms of State-to~State relations is a fundamental prerequisite
for a stable peace order in Europe and a guarantee for the development and
deepening of the CSCE process.
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The improvement of the political climate as well as the growing
interdependence in the present-day world create favourable conditions for
invigorating economic relations between States with different socio-economic
systems, which is an essential factor for the development of the CSCE process
on a balanced basis. At the Session the need was stressed for expanding trade
and for co-operation in the spheres of production, science and technology, for
guaranteeing acess to modern technologies as well as for removing any kind of
restrictions and discriminatory barriers.

In exchanging views on regional conflicts - in the Middle East, in Asia,
Africa and Central America — the Ministers reaffirmed the determination of
their States to actively participate in the search for political solutions tg
these conflicts with due regard for the legitimate interests of the sides and
respect for the right of all peoples to determine their own destinies.

The Ministers pronounced themselves in favour of an independent,
non—-aligned and democratic Afghanistan, of guaranteeing its free development
on the basis of the policy of national reconciliation without any kind of
external interference. They stressed that further efforts are needed to bring
about a settlement of the Afghanistan problem.

The participants in the Session expressed their satisfaction at the
progress achieved with regard to the peaceful settlement of conflicts in some
regions, as well as at the endeavours undertaken by the United Nations
Organization in that field.

A separate appeal "For a World without Wars" was adopted. The
participants expressed the firm intention to develop and deepen the all-round
co-operation among the allied socialist States.

The Session of the Committee of Foreign Ministers was marked by an
atmosphere of friendship and fraternal accord.

The next session will be held in Warsaw.



v

CD/914
page 5

DECLARAT ION

OF THE STATES PARTIES TO THE WARSAW TREATY ON
TACTICAL NUCLEAR ARMS IN EUROPE

I

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty express their resolve to do
everything in their power to achieve progress in the negotiations on
conventional armed forces in Europe that have begun. There can be no doubt
that positive results in these negotiations, the radical reduction of armed
forces and conventional armaments, particularly of the most destabilizing
types, will significantly diminish the mutual risk of surprise attack and
large-scale offensive action.

The allied socialist States are convinced that stability and security in
Europe cannot be ensured and the danger of surprise attack cannot be removed
for good if tactical nuclear arms continue to exist on the European
continent. These weapons constitute an immense destructive potential and may
become the trigger of a total nuclear conflict with all ensuing conseguences.
Any use of nuclear arms in Europe would transform the continent into a
radioactive desert. The retention, modernization and, all the more, the
further build-up of tactical nuclear arms in Europe would increasingly
destabilize the military-strategic situation in Europe, and would be
incompatible with the efforts aimed at resolving the disarmament issues on the
continent.

Against this background the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty propose
to the member States of the North Atlantic alliance to open in the near future
separate talks on tactical nuclear arms in Europe, including the nuclear
canponent of dual-capable systems. They are confident that practical measures
concerning reductions both in conventional armaments and in tactical nuclear
arms would be mutually caomplementary and mutually reinforcing in the process
of lowering the military confrontation between the two alliances.

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty are positive that along with the
elimination of the intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, the phased
reduction and eventual elimination of the tactical nuclear arms in Europe
:would help to lessen the danger of war, to strengthen confidence and to
establish a more stable situation on the continent. Accomplishing this task
would facilitate progress towards deep cuts in strategic nuclear arms and, in
a longer perspective, the complete elimination of nuclear weapons everywhere.

11

Matters pertaining to the preparation of the proposed negotiations, their
mandate and the scope of participation could be discussed in specific
consultations which the allied socialist States are ready to begin without
delay. Participants in the consultations could be the nuclear-weapon Powers
of NATO and the Warsaw Treaty respectively, as well as all other interested
members of these alliances, in particular those possessing nuclear-capable
tactical systems and those having tactical nuclear arms deployed in their
territory.
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It could alsc be agreed from the outset to i1mplement the reduction OF
tactical nuclear arms and their elimination in stages. The negotiations would
nave to consider measures of effective international verification of tactical
nuclear arms reduction and elimination and a set of confidence- and
gecurity-bhuilding measures in regard to such systems and to military
activities in which thevy are involved. They could also examine the
pessibility of establishing a correspondingly empcwered international control
commission.

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty believe that mutual renunciation
by the sides of any modernization of tactical nuclear arms would be conducive
to creating a propitious political atmosphere for such negotiations and to
strengthening confidence. The sides would, for example, neither perfect nor
increase the numbers of nuclear-capable ground-launched tactical missiles, air
force missiles and artillery, including the nuclear components of these
systems. In this context the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty underline
the significance of the statement of the Soviet Union that it does not
modernize its tactical nuclear missiles. Other multilateral or unilateral
measures based on mutuality could also serve to achieve the aim of reducing
and eliminating tactical nuclear arms.

IIT

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty underscore that a great threat to
stability in Europe is caused by the high concentration of tactical nuclear
arms in this area, particularly in Central Europe, but also on the southern
flank of the line of contact between the two alliances. They believe that the
considerable reduction of Soviet forces in Central Europe, including the
withdrawal from this area and the disbandment of six tank divisions by the
Soviet Union, the substantial decrease of armaments and combat equipment,
tactical nuclear arms included, as well as the other unilateral moves of the
States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty to reduce armed forces and armaments are
generating a favourable environment on the continent for implementing the
proposals envisaging a zone of diminished armaments and enhanced confidence
and nuclear-weapon-free zones in Central Europe, the Balkans and other regions
of the continent from which all nuclear weapons would be withdrawn.

A régime would be put into place in these zones to provide for mutual
verification, including on-site inspections, and for appropriate assurances by
the nuclear-weapon States.

Iv

The States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty are ready to examine any other
possible proposals and measures designed to reduce and eliminate the tactical
nuclear arms in FEurope and to reinvigorate stability on the continent at ever
lower lavels of military postures, with due regard paid to the principles of
equality and equal security and with allowance made for effective verification
of compliance with the agreements reached.
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"FOR A WORLD WITHOUT WARS" - APPEAL

ISSUED BY THE COMMITTEE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS OF THE STATES PARTIES TO THE
WARSAW TREATY:

On the eve of the fiftieth anniversary of the outbreak of World War II
the Foreign Ministers of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, who have
gathered in Berlin, capital of the German Democratic Republic, deem it
necessary to declare the following:

Half a century ago Nazi Germany invaded Poland, thus unleashing what
became the most tragic conflict in human history. The war was a result of the
aggressive and revanchist policies of conquest, of dividing up and dominating
the world practised by the most reactionary imperialist circles. It
illustrated the dangerous conseguences of the Munich policy of concessions.
The war claimed the lives of tens of millions of people. The earth was soaked
in the blood of the fallen and the tortured. Victory over fascism was won
thanks to the tremendous efforts undertaken by the peoples and States united
in the broad anti-Hitler coalition and by the anti-Fascist resistance
movements.

People should remember the month of September 1939 and the other tragic
events of World War II, but not in order to keep opening up old sores.
Memories of that gravest tragedy in the history of mankind should encourage
nations to tireless efforts to ensure the right to a life in peace for
everyone on this planet.

The lessons of the war confirm that the safeguarding of peace is the
foremost task facing humankind. Everything to which people aspire, everything
they do must be secondary to that concern. The present and future of the
European peoples and their security are inextricably bound up with the
preservation of peace on our continent.

Strict respect for the existing territorial and political realities, for
the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter, for the provisions
of the Final Act of Helsinki and other generally recognized norms of
international relations by all States remains a basic prerequisite for the
maintenance of a lasting and stable order of peace in Europe. Special
importance attaches to the reduction and complete elimination of nuclear and
chemical weapons, drastic cuts in conventional armed forces in Europe,
Camprehens ive security and broader mutually advantageous co-operation between
States with a view to resolving the pressing problems facing all peoples of
our continent. What has been achieved on this road, including the start of
negotiations on conventional armed forces and confidence- and security-
building measures in Europe, prompts further action to ensure a lasting
Peace. It is a lesson of the anti-Hitler coalition that it should be possible
also today to establish a broad front of co-operation to ensure the peaceful
development of FEurope.

The Ministers underlined the need for giving a resolute rebuff to all
mani festations of revanchism, chauvinism and nationalism, all forms of
hOstility between peoples and attempts to challenge the territorial integrity
Of States. They note with special concern that neo-fascism is gaining ground
in a number of European countries. Such phenomena, regardless of what form
they take or where they appear, are a menace to peace and international



securitv. Meeting on German soil, the Foreign Ministers underline that both
German States have a responsibility before history to make sure that never
again will & war be unleashed from that soil.

Humank ind should enter the twenty-first century with the certainty that

t will be able to live in peace. To achieve this requires resolute action by

11 States and peoples, by each and everyone. Joint reflections on what
happened in Europe 50 years ago must constantly inspire new, still more
ffective action towards the creation of a world without weapons and wars. 1In
laiunching this appeal the Foreign Ministers of the States Parties to the
Warsaw Treaty are urging that every effort should be made for the preservation
of peace, for disarmament and mutual understanding, for more co-coperation and
for safeguarding the economic and social progress of every nation, so that
Europe and our entire planet will not experience the horrors of a new world
war.
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- FO. P, 22 June 1989
CONFERENC: OF DIMARMAMINY
THGLISH

Owiyinal: ENGLISH/FRENCH

LETTER DATED 20 JUME 1989 ADDRESSED TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
NETHERLANDS, FORWARDING DOCUMENTS ADOPTED AT THE MEETING OF
THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL IN BRUSSELS ON 29 AND 30 MAY 1983

On behalf of those States that belong to the North Atlantic Alliance and
are members of the Conference on Disarmament, I have the honour to forward to
you the following dcoccuments:

- "Declaration of the Heads of State and Government participating
in the meeting of the North Atlantic Council in Brussels on
29th - 30th May 1989".

-~ "A comprehensive concept of arms control and disarmament, adopted by
Heads of State and Government at the meeting of the North Atlantic
Council in Brussels on 29th and 30th May 1989".

The documents attached are in the official French and English versions.
On behalf of the aforementioned States I hereby transmit the request to you to
circulate this letter as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament
with the two documents adopted by the North Atlantic Council in their original
French and English versions attached to it.

(Signed): Robert J van Schaik
Ambassador
Permanent Representative
of the Netherlands

N A A mm e s
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DECLARATION QF THE HEADS OF STATE AND GOVERNMENT
PARTICIPATING IN TH=E

MEETING OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL IN BRUSSELS
(25th-30th May 153%)

NATO'ms 40 Years of Success

1. A8 our Alliance calebratas its 40th Annivarsary, we
measura its achisvements with prids. Founded in troubled times
to safeguard our security, it has withs.cod the tast of four
decades, and has allocwed ocur countries tc enjoy in freedom cne of
the longest pericds of peacs and prosperity in their history. The
Alliance has been a fundamental slement of stability and
coc-operation., These are the fruits of a partaarship based on
enduring common values and interests, and on unity of purpose.

2. Our meeting takes placs at a juncture of udprecedentad
changa and copportunities, This i3 a time to look ahead, to chart
the courss of our Alliance and to set our agenda for the futura.

A Time of Change

3. In our rapidly changing world, where ideas transcend
borders ever mors easily, the strength and acccmplishments of
democracy and freadom are incrsasingl aipatent. The inherent
inability of oppressive systema to fulfil tfhe aspirations of
thair citizens has beccms aqually evident.

4. In the Soviet Union, important changes ars underway. wa
walcoma the current reforms that have already led to greatsr
cpenness, improved respect for human rights, active participatien
of the individual, and new attitudes in foreign polici. But much
remains to be done. Wa 3till lock forwazrd to the ful
implementatiocn of the aancuncad changs in priorities in the
alfocaticn of sconomic raescurcass from the military tec the
civilian =mector. If sustained, the rsforms will strengthen
Prospects for fundamental improvsmants in East-West rmlationa.



8. We 2150 welcome the marked progress in scme countriss
of Eastvern Europe towards establishing more democratic
institutions, freer elections and greater politicel pluralism and
gcepomic cheice. However, we deplore the fact that certain
Zastern European governments have chosen to lgnore this reforming
trend and continue all too frequently to violate human rights ang

pesic freedoms,

Sharcing the Future

6. Cur vision of & just, humane and democratic world has
always underpinned the policies of this Alliance. The changes
that are now taking place are bringing us clocser to the
realisation of this vision.

7. We want to overcome the painful division of Eurocpe,
wnich we have never accepted. We want to move beyond the
post-war period. Based on today's momentum of increased
co-operation and temorrow's commeon challenges, we seek to shape a
new political order of peace in Eurcpe, Wa will work as Allises

to seize all opportunities to achieve this goal. But ultimate
success does not depend on us alone.

Our guiding principles in the pursuit of this courss
will be the policies of the Harmel Report in their two
complementary and mutually reinforcing apprzaches: adequate
military strength and political solidarity and, on that basis,
the search for constructive dialogue and co-operatiocn, including
arms control, as a means of bringing about & just and lasting

peaceful order in Europe.
8. The Allianca's long-term objectives are:

- to ansure that wars and intimidation of any kind in
Europe and North America are prevented, and that
military aggression i{s an option which no government
could rationally contemplate or hope successfully to
undertake, and by doing so to lay the foundations for a
world whers military forces exist solely to preserve the
independence and territorial integrity of their
countries, as has always been the case for tha Allies;

- to establish a new pattern of relations betwean the
countries of East and West, in which ideclogical and
military antagonism will be replacad with co-operation.
trust and peaceful competition; and in which human
rights and political freedoms will be fully guarantesd
and enjoyed by all individuals.
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5. Wwithin our larger respcnsibilities as Heads of Stats or
Government, we ars alzc committaed

- to strive for an intsrnational community founded on ths rule
of law, whera all nations jcin together to reducs world
tensicns, settle disputes peacefully, and search for
solutions to thoss issues of universal concern, including
poverty, social injuastics and the environment, oa which our
common fate depaends.

Maintaining our Dafanca

10. Peacs must bs worked for; it can never be taken for
grantsd., Ths graatl{ improved East-West political climats offers
prespects for a stable and lasting peacs, but experisace teaches
us that we must ramain preparsd. We can ovarlook nsither tha
capabilitisz cf the wWarsaw Traaty countriss for offensive
military actien, nor the potential hazards resulting from severs
political strain and crisis.

11. A strong and united Alllance will remain fundameantal
noct cnly for the security of our countriss but alsec for our
pelicy of supperting pelitical change. .t is the basis for
further successful negotiations on arms contrel and cn meagures
to strengthen mutual confidencs through improved transparency and
predictability., Military security and policies aimed at reducing
tensions ax well as resolving underlying political diffsrences
ars not centradictory but complementary. Credible defence based
en the principls of the indivisibility of security for all membter
countries will thus continue tc be essantial to our commen

andeavour.

12, For the foresseabls futurs, thers is no altsrnative to
the Alliancs strategy for the preventicn of war., This is a
stratagy of deterrsace based upcn an apprepriats mix of adequata
and. sffesctive nuclear and conventicnal forcas which will cocntinue
, to be kapt up-to-dats whers necessary. We shall ensurs the
“ viability and credidbility of these forces, while maintaining thenm
at the lowest posaibla lsvel consistant with our security
raquirsmenta. '

13. Tha prasence of North American conventional and nuclear
forcas in Europe remainas vital to the sacurity of Eurocpe justi as
Europe's sacurity is vital tc that of North America.‘**Maintanancsa
of this rslaticnship requirss that the Alliss fulfil their
esssntial commitments in aupfort of the commecn defsnces. Each of
our countriss will accordin assume itz fair shars of the
risks, rflss and respongibilities of the Atlantic partasrship.
Growing ruropean pollitical unity can lesad tc a reinforcad
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European component Of oOur common security effort and its
efficlency. It will be essentisl to the success of these effor+
tc make the most effective use of resources made available for
our security. T7To thig end, we will seek ¢s maximise the
efficiency of our defence programmes and pursue sclutioas to
isgues in the area cf economic and trade policies &s they effect
our defence. We will alsc continue to grctect our techneclogicsal
capabilities by effective export contrcls on essentizl strategic

goods.

Initiatives on Arms Contrcl

l4. Arms Control hazs always been an integral part of the
Alliance's security policy and of its overall approach te
East-west relations, firmly embedded in the broader political
context in which we seek the improvement of those relations.

15, 7The Allles have consistently tzken the lead in
developing the conceptual foundations for arms control,
identifying areas in which the negotiating partners share an
interest in achieving & mutually satisfactery result while
safeguarding the legitimate security interests of all.

16. Historic progress has been made in recent years, and we
now ses prospects for further substantiel advances. In our
determined effort to reduce the excessive weight of the military
factor in the East-West relsztionship ang increesingly to replace
confrontation by coc-opersticn, we can now exploit fully the
potentisl of arms contreol zs an zgent ¢f change.

17. We chellenge the members of the Warsaw Tresty
drganization to jein us in accelerating efforts to sign and
implement an sgreement which will enhance security and shabili
in Europe by reducing conventionazl armed forces. To seize the
inigque oppeortunity &t hand, we iantend to pressnt & proposal that
vill amplify and expand on the positlon we tebled a2t the opening
»f the CFE negotistions on $th March.(*) We will

»-

¢n the cellings slireedy proposed in
troop carriers &nd artillery
the two Alllances in Eurcope, with
#11l of the withdrawn equipment te¢ be destroved, Ceilings on
tanks and srmcured trocp carriers will be based on propesals
tlresdy tzbled in Vienna; definftionsl guesticns on artillery
pieces remain to be regolved:;

- register agrsement, besed
Vienns, on t&nks, armoured
pieces held by members of

*) France.takes thls opportunity to recsll thet, Bipcs the
mandata for the Vienne negotliations excludss nuclear weapons,
it retains complete freedom of judgement znd decisiocn
regarding the resources contributing to ths implemeantetiocn of
itz independent nuclear deterrsnt strategy.



- expand our current propesal to include reductions by each
side to equal ceilings at the level 1S per cent below current
Alliance holdings of helicopters and of all land-based
combat aircraft in the Atlantic-to-ths-Urals zonse, with all

the withdrawn equipment to be destroyed; .

propose a 20 per csnt cut in combat manpower in US staticned
forces, and a resulting ceiling on US and Soviat ground and
air force personnal stationed outsids of naticnal territory
in the Atlantic-to-the-Urals zone at approximately 275,000,
This ceiling would require the Soviet Union to reducs its
forces in Eastern Eurcpe by some 325,000, United States and
Soviet forces withdrawn wiil be demobilizad;

seek such an agreement within six months to a year and
accomplish the reductions by 1992 or 1993. Accordingly, we
have directed the Alliance's High Lavel Task Forcs on
¢onventional arms control to complets tha further elabcraticn
of this propeosal, including its verification elsments, so
that it may be tablad at the beginning of the third round of
the CFE negotiaticns, which opens on 7th September 1589,

18, We ccnsider as an impertant initiative President Bush's
call for an "open gkies" regime intended te improve confidencs
among States through reconnaissancs fli~hts, and toc cecatribute to
tha transparency of military activitg, to arms control and teo
public awareness. It will be the subject of carsful study and

wide-ranging consultations.

' 19, Consigstent with tha principles and cbjectives set cut
in cur Comprehensive Concept of Arms Control and Disarmament
which we have adopted at tlis meeting, we will continue tc usa
arms control as a means to enhance security and stability at the
lowest possible level of armed forces, and to strengthen
confidenca by further apprepriats measurses. We have already
demonstrated our commitment tc thesa cbjectives: both by
nagotiations and by unilateral action, reeulting sinca 1379 in
reductions of over one-third of the nuclear heldings assigned to

..SACEUR ia Europe.
Towards an Pnhanced Partnerzhip

20. As the Alliance enters its fifth dscads we will meet

the challenge of shaping our rslationship in a wag which
corresponds to the naw political and economic realities of the
1950%. As.wa do 30, we recognizs that the basis of our security

and prosperity - and of our hopas for better East-West
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relations - is eand will continue o be the close cohesion between
the countries of Eurcpe and of North America, bound together by
their common values and democretic institutions as much &s by

-ide

their shared security lnterests,

21. Oure (s & living znd developing partnership. The
strength and stability derived from our transatlantic bond
provide a firm foundation for the achievement of our long-term
vision, as well as of our goals for the immediate future. We
recognize that our common tasks transcend the resocurces cf either

Europs or North America alone.

22. We welcome in this regard the evolution of an
increasingly strong and coherent Eurcpean identity, including in
the security area. The process we are witnessing tcday provides ”
an example of progressive integration, lsaving centu:ies-old
conflicts far hehind. It opens the way to a more mature and
balanced transatlantic partnership and constitutes cne of the

foundations of Eurcpe's future structure.

23. To ensure the continuing success of our efforts we have
agreed to
strengthen our process of political consultation and, where

appropriate, co-ordination, and have instructed the Council
in Permanent Session to consider methods for ite further

improvement;

expand the scope 2nd Iintensity ¢f our effort te ensure that
our regpective epprecaches te problems affecting our common

security are complementary and mutually supportive:

renew our support for our eccnomically less-favoured partrers
snd to resffirm cur goal of improving the present level of
co-operation &nd assistance

EY

continue to work in the sppropriate fore for more commercial,
monetary &né technologicel co-coperation, and to see to Lt
thst nc obstacles impede guch co-operstion.

overcoming the Divislion cf Turcpe

24. Now, more then ever, our efforts to overcome the
division of Zurcpe must &ddress {ts underlying pelitical causes.
Therefore &ll of uve will continue {¢ pursue & comprehensive
appro&ch encompassing the many cimensiong of the Esst-West
agenda. In xeeping with our velues, we place primary emphasis on
besic frsedoms for the pecple in Eastern Europe. These &re zlso
key elemants for strengthening the stebilily &nd secyrity of all

stztes znd for guaranteeing lasting peace on the continent.

28, The CSCE process encompasses our vision of a peaceful

and more constructive relaticnship among all participating
states. Wa intend to desvelop it further, in sll its dimensions,

and to make the fullsst use of it.
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We racognize progress in the implementatiocn of CSCE
commitmenta by soma Eastarn countries. But ws call upon all of
them to recognizs and implement fully the commitments which all
CSCE states have accaptad. we will i{nvoke the CSCE mechanisms -
as moat recently adcgted in the vienna Concluding Decument - and
the provisions of other internaticnal agreemsnts, to bring all

Eastsrn countriss to:

- enshrins in law and practics the human rightsz and fresedoms
agresd in international covenants and in the CSCE documents,
thus fostering progress towarda the ruls of law;

- tear down the walls that ssparate us physically and
politically, simplify the crossing of borders, increase the
number of crcn:iag points and allow the free exchange of

(e]

persons, information and ideas;

- ensurs that peopls are not presvanted by armed force from
crossing the frontiers and boundaries which we shars with
Eastern countries, in exsrcise of thair right to leavs any

country, including their own;

raspect in law and practics the right of all the peopls in
sach country to determine freely and periodically tha naturs

of the government thay wish to have;

sea to it that their pecples can de~ide through their elactsed
authorities what form of relaticns they wish to have with

other countries;

grant the gsauine econcmic freedoms that ars linked
inherently to the rights of the individual;

- dsvelep transpareancy, asgecially in military matters, in
pursuit of greatesr muiual understanding and reassurancs.

28, The situaticn in and arcund Berlin is an essential
element in EPast-West relaticns. The Alliancs declares its
commitment to 8 free and prospercus Berlin and ts achisving
.. lmprovements for tha city espacially through the Allied Barlin

Initiative. The Wall dividing the city is an unacceptabla symbel
of the division of BEurcpe. Wa zeek a state of peace in Furops in
which the German pecpls regains itz unity through free

self-determinatica.

Qur Desiqgn for Co-cveratien

27. Wwe, for our part, have today rsaffirmed timt ths
Alliance must and will reintansify its cwn afforta to overccme
the division of Furcpe and toc sxplcore all availabls avenues of
co-coperaticn and dialogue. We support the opening of Eastarn
societies and sacourage raforms that aim at pesitive political,
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economic and human rights developments. = Tangible steps towards
cenuine political and economic reform improve possibilities for
broad co-operetion, while a continuing denisl of basic freedoms
cannot but have & negative effect. Our approach recognizes that
each couatry is unique and must be treated on its own meritz. We
alsc recognize that it (s essentially incumbent upon the
countries of the East to solve their problems by reforms. from
within. But we can alsc play & constructive role within the
framework of our Alliance as well as in our respectivae bilaterzl
relations and in international organizstions, as appropriate.

28. To that end, we have agreed the following joint agenda
for the future:

- as opportunities develcp, we will expand the scope of
contacts and co-operation t cover a broad range of (s s
which are important to bot- ast and west. Our goal is 2
sustained effort geared tc  acific tasks which will help
deepen openness and promote Jemocracy within Eastern
countries and thus contribute to the establishment of a2 more

stable psace in Europe;

- we will pursue in particular expanded contacts beyond the
realm of government among individuals in East and West. These
contacts sheculd include zll segments of our societies, but in
perticular young peopls, who will carry the responsibility
for continuing our commeon endeavour;

- we will seek expanded economic and trade relations with tiae
Eastsrn countries on the basis of ccmmercially sound terms,
mutual interest and reciprocity., Such relations should also
serve as incentivses for real economic reform and thus ease
the way for increased integratiocn of Eastern countries {nte

the international trading system; ‘

- we intend to demonstrate through increased co-operation that
democratic institutions and economic choice creste the best
possible conditions for economic and social progress. The
development of such open systems will facilitats co-operation
and, consequently, make itsz benefits more available;

- an important task of our co-operation will be to explore
means to extend Western experience and know-how to Eastern
countries in a manner which responds to and promote¥ positive
change. Exchanges in technical and managerial fields,
establishment of co-operative training programmes, expansion
of educaticnal, scientific and cultural exchanges all offer
pos¥ibilities which have not yet been exhausted:

- equally important will be to integrate Eastern‘EurOEean
countries more fully intc aefforts to meet the gocial,
environmental and technological challenges of the modern
world, where common interests should prevail. In accordance
with our ceoncern for global chellenges, we will seek to
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engaga Zastern countriss in co-operatlve astratagles in areas
such as the environment, tacrrorism, and drugs. Eastarn
willingness to participate constructively in desaling with
such challengas will help further co-operation in other areas

as well;

-  East-west understanding can be expandsd only if our
respective socleties gain incrsassd knowledge abcout ons
another and communicate effectivaly. To encourage an
increase of Soviet and Eastsern studies in universities of our
countries and of corresgonding studiss in Eastern countries,
we are prepared to establish a Fellowship/Schelarship
programme to promotea the study of our democratic
instituticns, with candidates baing invited from Eastern as
well as wWestern Europe and North America.

Global Challenges

29. Wworldwide developments which affact our security
interests are legitimats matters for consultation and, where
appropriate, co-ordinaticn among us. Our security is to be seen
in a coantext broader than the protection from war alons.

30, Regicnal conflicts coatinue to be of major concern. Ths
co-ordinated approach of Alliance members racently has helped
toward settling some of the world's most dangerous and
long-standing disputes. We hope that _.a Soviet Union will
increasingly work with us in positive and practical steps towards
diplematic solutiocas to. those conflicts that continus to

preoccupy the intsrnational community.

31, We will seeX to contain the newly emszging security
threats and destabilizing consaquences resulting from the
uncontrolled spread and applicaticn of medern military
technoclogies,

32, In the spirit of Article 2 of the washington Treaty, we
will increasingly need tc address worldwide problems which have a
.bsaring on cur security, particularly envircnmental degradatioen,
resocurce conflicts and grave sconcmic disparities. we will seek
to do s¢ in the appropriats multilateral fora, in the widest
possibla co-operation with other States.

33. wWe will each further develcp our closa cc-oeeration
with the othar {ndustrial democcracies akin to us in their
cbjactives and policies.

34. 'We will redcuble our efforts in a reinvigezrated United
Nations, strengthening ita rcla in conflict settlemeat and
Peacakeeping, and in its largar endesavcurz for world peace,
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Our "Third Dimension”

35. Convinced of the vitel need for international
co-operation in science and technology, and of itz beneficial
effect cn global security, we have for several decades maintained
Alliance programmes of scientific co-operation. Recognizing the
importance of safeguarding the envircament we have alsc
co-operated, in the Committee oan the Challenges of Modern
Society, on environmental mattars. Thesas activitles have ,
demonstrated the broad range of our common pursuits. we intend
to give more impact to our programmes with new initlatives in

thasa aresas.

The Muture of the Alllance

36. We, the leaders of 16 free a: lamocratic countriss,
have dedicated ourselves t¢ the goals or the Alllance and ars
committed to work in unison for their continued fulfilment.

37. At this time of unprecedented promise in {nternatiocnal
affairs, we will respond to the hopes that it offers. The
Alliance will continue to serve as the cornerstone of our
security, peace and freedom. Secure on this foundation, we will
reach out to those who are willing to join us in shaping & more
stable and peaceful internations)l environment in the service of

our soclaeties.
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A COMPREHENSIVE CONCEPT OF ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT

1. At Reykjavik in June 1987, Ministers stated that the
arms control problems facing the Alliance raised complex and
interrelated isasues that needed to be evaluated together, bearing
in mind overall progrsss ia arms control negotiations as wall as
the requirementz of Allianca security and of its strategy of
deterrence, They therafore directed the Council in Permanent
Session, working in conjunction with the appropriats military
authorities, tc "consider the further development of a
comprehensive concept of armg ceontrol and disarmament”, (1)

2. The attached.report, prepared by the Council in
responsa to that mandats, was adopted by Heads of Stata and
Government at the meeting of the North Atlantic Council in

Brussels on 29th and 30th May 1983.

(1) For easge of referencs, thas text of the Raykjavik Communiqus
iz attached.






A COMEREHENSIVE CCNCEPT OP ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT

A REPCRT ADOPTED BY .
HEADS OF STATE AND GOYERNWENT
AT THE MEETING OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL
IN BRUSSELS
ON 29TH AND 30TH MAY 19885

I, INTRODUCTION |

1, The overriding cbjectivs of the Alliance iz to pregsrve
eace in freedom, to prevent war, and toc astablish a just and
asting peaceful order in Eurcpes. The Allies' policy to this end

was set forth in the Harmel Report of 1967. It remains valid.
According to the Report, the North Atlantic Alliancs's "first
function is to maintain adequatae military strength and political
solidarity to deter aggressicn and other forms of pressure and to
defend the territory of member countries if aggresaion should
occur”, On that basis, the Alliance can carry ocut "its seccnd
function, to pursue tha search for progress tcwards a mors stabls
relationship in which the underlying political igsues can ba
solved”., A3 the Report observed, military security and a policy
aimed at reducing tensicns are "not contradictory, but
complementary”. Consistent with thesa principles, Allied Heads
of State and Government have agreed that arms control is an
integral part of the Allicnca's sgecurity policy.

2, The pogsibilities for fruitful East-west dialogus have
significantly improved in recent ysars. Mors favourable
conditions now exist for progreza towards the achievement of ths
Alliance's objectives, The Allies ars rassolvad to gresp this
opportunity. They will continue tc address both the symptoms and
the causes of political tension in a manner that respects thae
. legitimate security interssts of all states concerned.

3. The achisvement of the lasting peaceful order which the
Allieg geek will require that the unnatural division of Eurcpe,
~and particularly of Germany, be overcomas, and that, as stated in

the Helasinki Final Act, the govereignty and taerritorial intagrity
of all states and the right of peoggea to self-determinaticn ke
respected and that the rights of all individualg, including their
right of political choice, be protacted, Tha mambers of the
Alliance accecrdingly attaca central importance to further
progress in the Conferencs on Security and Cooperation in Europs
(CSCZ) process, which serves ag a frameworkx for the promotion of
Peacaful evolution in Europe.



4. The CSCZ process provides a means to encourage stabls
and cengstructive Zast-West reletliong by increasing contacts
between people, by seeking to ensure that basic rights and
freedoms ars respected in law and practice, by furthering
politicel exchanges and mutuzlly beneficial cooperation across s
broad range of endsavours, and by enhencing security and openness
in the military sphere, The Alllez will continue to demand full
implementation of all the principles and provisions of the
Helsinki Final Act, the Madrid Concluding Document, the Stockholm
Document, and the Concluding Document of the Vienna Meseting. The
latter document marks a major advance in the CSCE process and :
should stimulate further beneficiel changes in Europe.

5., The basic goal of the Allliancse's arms control policy
to enhance security and stability et the lowest balanced level
forces and armaments consistent with the requirements cf the
strategy of deterreance. The Allies are committed te achieving
continuing progress towards &ll thelir arms caontrol objectives.
The further development of the Comprshensive Concept is designed
to assist this by ensuring zn integrzted approazch covering both
defence policy end erms centrol policy: these are complementary
and interactive. This work also requires full consideration of
the interrslationship betwsen arms control objsctives and defence
requirements and how various arms contrel measures, sepearately
and in conjunction with sach other, can strengthen Alliance
security. The guiding principles and basic objectives which havs
so far governed the arms contrel pelicy cof the Alliance remain
valid. Progress in achieving these cbjectives is, of course,
affected by a number of factors. These include the overall state
of Fast-West relstions, the military requirements of the Allies,
the progress of existing and future azrms control negotiations,
and developments in the CSCZ process. The further development
and implementation of a comprehensive concept of arms control and

disarmament will take placs againast this background.

is
of

ITI. EAST-WEST RELATIONS AND ARMS CONTROL

6. The Alliance continues to ss&ek & just and stable peace
in Burcpe in which 2ll states can enjoy undiminished security at
the minimum necessary levels of forces and armaments and all
individuals can exercise their basic rights and freedoms. Arms
control alone cannot reselve longstanding golitical differences
between East and West nor guarantee & stable peace. Nonethsless,
achievement of ths Alliance's goal will require substantial
advances in arms control, as well as more fundamentzl changes in
political relations. Success in arms control, in addition to
enhancing military security, can encourage improvements in ths
East-west political dialogue and thereby contribute toc the
achievement of broader Allfance objectives,



7. TO increase security and stability in Europe, the
Alliancae has ccnsistantly pursued every opportunity for effectivs
arms contrcl, Tha Allies are committed to this po{icy,
independent of any changes that may occur {n the climate of
East-West relations. Success in arms control, howsver, continues
to depend not on our own sffcorts alone, but alsoc on Eastern and
particularly Soviet readiness to work constructively towards
mutually beneficial results,

8. The immediate past has witnessed unprecedentsd progress
in the fleld of arms control. In 1986 the Stockholm Conference
on Disarmament in Europe (CDE) agreement created an innovative
system of confidence and security-building measures, designed to
premote military transparenci and predictability. To date, these
have been satisfactorily implemented. The 1387 INF Treaty marked
another major step forward because it eliminated a whole class of
weapons, it established the principle of asymmetrical reductions,
and provided for a stringent verification regimae. Other
achigvements include the establishment in the United States and
the Soviset Union of nuclear risk reduction centres, the US/Soviet
agreement on prior notification of ballistic missile launches,
and the conduct of the Joint Verification Experiment in
connection with continued US/Scviet negotiations on nuclear

testing.

9. In addition to agreements already reached, there has
been substantial progress in the START negotiations which ara
intended to reduce radically strategic nuclear arsenals and
eliminate destabilising offsnsive capabilities. The Paris
Confersnce on tha Prohibiticn of Chemical weapons has rsaffirmed
the authority of the 1325 Geneva Protocol and given powsrful
political impetus to the negotlations in Geneva fer a global,
comprahensive and effsctively verifiable ban on chemical weapons.
New distinct negotiations  within ths framework of the CSCE
process have now begun in Visnna: one on conventional armed
forces in Europe hetwsen tha 23 members of NATO and the Warsaw
Treaty Organization (wT0) and cne ¢a c¢onfidenca- and security-
building measures (CSBM3) amcng all 35 signatories of the

-.Helsinki Final Act.

10. There has alsec been substantial progress on other
matters important to the West. Scviet trocps have laeft
Afghanistan, There has been movement toward the resclution of
scma, although not all, of the remaining regicnal conflicts in
which ths Soviet Unica {s invelved. The observancs ¢f human
rights in the Soviet Unicn and in some of the other WTQO countries
has significantly improved, even if sericus daficlenciss remain.
Tha recent Vvienna CSCE Follew-up mesting succsedsed in setting
new, higher standards ¢f conduct for garticipating stategs and
should stimulate further progress in the CSCE procsss. A new
intensity of dialegue, particularly at high-level, between East
and West opens new opportunities and testifies toc the Allles!
ccmmitment tc resclve tha fundamental problems that remain..



11. The Alliance does not claim exclusive responsibility
for this favourable evolution iln Fast-west relations®. In recsnt
years, the East has become more responsive and flexible.
Nonetheless, the Alllance's contribution has clearly been
fundamental, Most of the achievements to dats, which have bheen
described abcove, were inspired by initiatives by the Alliance or
its members. The Allies' political solidarity, commitment to
defence, patience and creativity in negotiations overcams initial
obstacles and brought its efforts to fruition. It was the
Alliance that drew up the basic blueprints for East-West progress
and has sgincs pushed them forward towards realisation. 1In
particular, the concepts of stability, reasonable sufficiency,
asymmetrical reductions, .concentration on the most offensive
equipment, rigorous verification, transparency, a =ingle zone
from the Atlantic to the Urals, and the balanced and
comprehensive nature of the CSCE process, are Western-inspired.

12. Prospects are now brighter than ever before for
lasting, qualitative improvements in the Fast-West relationship.
There continue to be clear signs of change in the internal and
external policies of the Soviet Union and of mome of its Allies,
The Soviet leadership has stated that ideoclogical cempetition
should play no part in inter-state relationas. Soviet
acknowledgement of serious shortcomings in its past apprcaches to
interrational as well as domastic lssues crsatss opportunitiss
for progress on fundamental political problems..

13, At the same time, serious concerns remain. The
ambitious Soviet reform. programme, which the Allies welcome, will
take many ysars to complete., 1Its success cannot be taken for
granted given the magnitude of the problems it faces and the
resistance generated. 1Ian Eastern Europe, progress in
constructive reform i= still unseven and the extent of these
reforms remains to be determined. Basic human rights still need
to be firmly anchored in law and practice, though in scme Warsaw
Pact countries improvements are underway. Although the WTO has
recently announced and bequn unilateral reductions in soma of its
forces, the Soviet Union continues to deploy military forces and
to maintain a pace of military production in excess of lsgitimate
defensive requirements. Moreover, tha gec-stratagic realities
favour the geographically contiguous Scviet-dominated WTO as
against the ¢eographically separated democracies of the North
Atlantic Alliance. It has long been an objective of the Soviet
Union tc weaken the links between the European and North American

members of the Alliance,



14, We face an immediate future that {s promising but still
uncertain., 7Ths Allles and the East face both a challenge and an
opportunity to capitalise on present conditiocns in order to
increase mutual sscurity. The progress recently made in
East-west relations has given new imfetua to the arms control
process and has enhanced the gossibi ities of achieving the
Alliance's arms control objectives, which complement the other

slaments of thae Alliancs's security policy,

III, PRINCIPLES OF ALLIANCE SECURITY

15, Alllance security policy aims to preservse peace in
freedom by both political means and the maintenance of a military
capability sufficient to prevent war and to provide for effective
defence. The fact that the Alliancs has for forty years
gafequarded peace in Eurcpe bears witness to the success of this

policy.

16. Improved political relations and the progressive
develcpment of cooperative structures betwesn Eastern and western
countries are important components of Alliance policy. They can
enhance mutual confidence, rsduce the risk of misunderstanding,
ensurs that thers ars in place reliadble arrangements for crisis
management §¢ that tensions can be defused, render the situation
in Europs more opsn and predictable, and encourage the
davelopmant of wider cc¢operation in all fields,

17. In underlining the importance of these facts for ths
formulaticn of Alliance policy, the Alliles reaffirm that, as
stated in the Harmel Raport, the ssarch for constructive dialogue
and cooperaticon with the countries of the East, including arms
contrel and disarmament, 1s based on political seolidarity and

adsquata military strength.

18. Solidaritz among the Alliancs countries is a
fundamental principle of thelr security policy. Tt reflects the
indivisibls nature of thelr sacurity. It is expressed by the
willingness of each country to share fairly the risks, burdens
and responsibilities of the common effort as well as its
benefits. In particular, the presencs in Furope of the Unitsd
States' conventlonal and nuclear forcss and of Canadian forcss
demonstrates that North American and Buropean security interests
ars inseparably bound tegether,

19. From its inceptlicn thse Alliance of Westsrn demccraclies
has bsen defensgive in purpose. This will remain gso. None of our
weapons will ever be used except in zelf-dafanca, The Allianca
dceg not seex military superiority nor will it ever do sc. TIts
aim has always been to prevent war and any form of ccercien and

intimidatioen.



20. Consistent with the Alllance's defensivae character, its
strategy 1s cne of detsrrence. Its objective i# to convincs a
potential aggressor tefore he actg that he is confronted with a
risk that outweighs any gain - however great - he might hope to
secure from his aggreggion, The gurpose of this strategy defines
the means needed for its implementation.

21, In order to fulfil its stratsgy, the Alliance must ts
capable of responding appropriately to any aggression and of
meeting its commitmant to the defence of thes frontisrs of its
members' territory. For the foresseable future, deterrencs
requires an appropriate mix of adequate and sffective nuclsar and
conventional forces which will continue to be kept up to date °
where necessary; for it is only by their svident and perceived
capability for effective use that such forces and weapons deter.

22, Conventional forces make an esgential contribution to
deterrence., The elimination of asymmetries between the
conventional forces of East and West in Eurcps would be a major
breakthrough, bringing significant benefits for stability and
security. Conventiocnal defence alone cannot, however, ensurs
deterrence. Only the nuclear element can confront an aggressor
with an unacceptable risk and thus plays an indispensable rele ina
our current strategy of war prsvention,

23, The fundamsntal purpose of nuclsar ferces - both
strategic and sub-strategic - L8 political: to preserve ths
peacs and to prevent any xind of war., Such forces contributs to
deterrence by demonstrating that the Allles have-the military
capability and the political will to use them, if necessary, in
response to aggression. “ Should aggression occur, the aim would
be to restore dsterrsnce by inducing the aggressor to reconsider
his decision, to terminate his attack and to withdraw and thereby
to restors tha territorial inteqgrity of the Alliance,

24. Conventional and nuclear forces, thersfore, perfoé;D
different but complementary and mutually reinfercing roles. Any
perceived inadequacy ln eithser of these two elements, or tha
impression that coaventional forces coulé be geparated from
nuclear., or sub-strategic from strategic nuclear forces, might
lead a potential adversary to conclude that the risks of
launching aggression might be calculable and accaptable, No
gingle element can, therefore, be regarded as a substitute

compensating for deficiencies in any othar.,

25. For the foreseeable future, there is no alternative
strategy for the prevention of war. The implementation of this
strategy will continue to ensure that thae security intarests of
all Alliance members are fully safeguarded. The principles



underlying the strategy of dasterrance are of anduring validity.
Their practical expressicn in terms of the size, structure and
deplcyment of forces is bound to changes. Az in the past, thess
slements will continue t¢ aevolve in response to changing
international circumstancesg, technological progress and
developments in the scale of the thrsat - (n particular, in the
posture and capabilities of the forces of the wWarsaw Pact.

26, Within this overall framsework, stratagic nuclear forces
provide the ultimats guarantee of datsrrencs for the Alliss,
They must be capable of inflicting unacceptable damags on an
aggresgor state esven after it has carried ocut a firsg strike,
Their number, range, survivability and penestration capability
need to ensure that a potential aggrsesor cannot count on
limiting the conflict or regarding his own territory a=z a
sanctuary. The strategic nuclear fcorces of the Unitsd States
provide the cornerstons of deterrence for the Alliancs as a
whole. The independent nuclear forces of the United Xingdom and
France fulfil a deterrent role of their own and contributse to the
overall deterrence strategy of the Alliance by complicating the
planning and risk asssssment of a potential aggressor,

27, Nuclear forces below tha strategic level provide an
essential political and military linkags between conventional and
strategic forces and, together with the presencs ¢f Canadlan and
the United States forcss in Eurcps, betwesn tha European and
North American members of the Alliance. Ths Allies' sub-
strategic nuclesar forces are not designed to compsnsats for
conventional impalances, The leavels of such forces in the
integratad military structure nevertheless must take inte account
ths threat - both conventional and nuclear - with which the
Alliance is facad, Their rcle im to ensurs that there are no
circumatances in which a potential aggressor might discount tha
pregpect of nuclear retaliation in responss to military actien.
Nuclear forcss belcw tha strategic lsvel thus make an essential

contributioen tec deterrsaca.

28. The wide deployment of such forces among countriss
participating {n the integrated military structure of the
Allianca, as well as tha arrangements for cconsultaticn in the
nuclsar arsa among the Allles concsrned, demonstrates solidarity
and willingness to share nuclear rcles and responsibilities. It

thereby helps to reinfcrce deterrancs.

29, Conventional forces contribute teo deterrencs bg
demongtrating the Allies' will to defend themselvea and by
minimising the risk that a potential aggressor could anticipats a
quick and easy victory or limited territorial gain achiaved

solely by ceoaventional means.



30, They must thus be able to respond appropriately and to
confront the aggressor immedlately and as far forward as possible
with the necessary resistance to compel him to end ths conflict
and to withdraw or face possible reccurse to the use of nuclear
weapons by the Allies. The forces of the Allies must be defloyad
and equipped sc as to enable them to fulfil this role at al
times. Horsover, since the Alliance depsads on reinforcements
from the North American continent, it muast be able to keep open
sea and air lines of communicaticon between Nocrth Americs and

E\Jrope ’

31. All member countriss of the Alllance strongly favour a
comprehensive, effectively verifiable, global ban on the
develepment, production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons. .
Chemical weapons represent a particular case, gince the
Alliance's overall strategy of war prevention, as noted sarlier,
depends on an appropriate mix of nuclear and conventional
weapons. Fending the achievement of a global ban on chemical
weapons, the Alliance recognises the need to implement passzive
defence measures. A retaliatory capability on a limited scale is
retained in view of the Soviet Union's overwhelming chemical

weapons capability.

32, The Allies are committed to mainteining only the
minimum level of forces necessary for their strategy of
deterrence, taking intoc account the threat, Thers is, however, a
level of forces, both nuclear and conventional, below which the
credibility of deterrence cannot be maintasined. 1In particular,
the Allies have always recognised that the removal of all puclear
weapons from Europe would critically undermine deterrence
strategy and impair the security of the Alliance.

33. The Alllance's defence policy and its policy of arms
control and disarmament ars complementary and have tha same goal:
to maintain security at the lowest possible level of forcss.,
There is no contradiction betwasn defence policy and arms control
policy. It is on the basis of thiz fundamental consistency of
principles and cbjectives that the comprehensive concept of arms
controg and disarmament should be further developed and the
appropriate conclusions drawn in each of the areas of arms

control.
IV. ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT: PRINCIPLES AND OSJECTIVES

34. Our vision for Europe is that of an undivided continent
where military forces only exist to prevent war and to ansurse
self-dafence, as has always besn the case for the Allies, not for
the purpose of initiating aggression or for political or military
intimidation. Arms control can contributes to the realisation of
that vision as an integral part of the Alliance's gsecurity policy
and of our overall approach to East-West relations.



35. The goal of Alliance arms control policy is to enhancs
security and stability, To this end, the Allies' arms control
initiatives seek a balancs at a lowsr level of forcas and
armaments through negotiated agreaments and, as appropriate,
unilateral actions, recognising that arms control agreementz are
only possible wharae the negotiating partners share an intereat in
achieving a mutually satisfactory result. The Allles’' arms
control peclicy seeks tec remove destabilising asymmetriss in
forces or equipment. It also pursues measures designed to build
mutual confidencs and to reduce the risk of conflict by promoting
greater transparency and predictability in military matters,

36. In enhancing security and stability, arms control can
also bring important additional benefits for the Alllance. Given
the dynamic aspects of the arms control process, the principles
and results empodied in one agreement may facilitats other arma
control steps. In this way arms control can alsoc make possible
further reductions in the {evel of Alliance forces and armaments,
consistent with the Alllance's strategy of war preventicn.
Furthermors, as noted in Chapter II, arms coentrol can make a
significant contribution to the development of more constructive
East-West relations and of a framework for further ccoperatien
within a more stable and predictable international environment.
Progress in arms control can also enhance public confidence in-
and promote support for our ovsrall security policy.

Guiding Principles for Arms Contrel

37. The members of the Alliance will ba guided by the
follewing principles: A .

- Security: Armms control should enhancs the security of
all AII%es. Both during the implementaticn psriod and
follewing implementaticn, the Allies' strategy of
datarrence and their ability to defend themselves, must
remain credible and effective. Arms control measures
should maintain the strategic unity and political
¢cchesion of the Alllance, and should safequard the
principle of the indivisibility of Alliance security by
avoiding the creation of areas of unequal security.
Arms control measures should respect the legitimate
security interests of all states and should not
facilitate tha transfer or intensification of threats

to third party statss or rsgions.

- stabilit¥: Arms ceontrol measures should yield
militarily significant rssults that enhanca stability,

To promote stability, arms control measureas should
reduce or eliminats those capabilitles which are moate
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threatening tc the Alliance. Stability can alsoc be
enhanced b{ steps that promote greater transparency and
predictability in military matters., Military stabilit
requires the elimination of options for surprise attac
and for large-scale cffensive action. Crisis stability
requires that nc state have forces of a size and
configuration which, when comfared with those of
others, could enable it to calculate that it might gain
a decisive advantege by being the first to resort to
armg., Stability also requires measures which
discourage destabilising attempts to re-establish
military advantage through the transfer cf resources to
other types of armament. Agreements must lead to final
results that are both balanced and snsure equality of ™
rights with respect to security.

- verifiability: Effective and reliable verification is
a fundamental requirement for arms control agreements.
If arms control is to be effective and to build
confidence, the verifiability of proposed arms control
measures must, therefore, be of central concern for the
Alliance. Progress in arms control should be measured
against the record of compliance with existing
agreements., Agreed arms contreol measures should
exclude opportunities for circumvention.

Alltancs Arms Control Qbjsctives

38, In accordancé with the above priaciples, tha Allies are
pursuing an ambiticus arms control agenda for the coming years in
the nuclear, conventional and chemical fields.

Nuclear Forces

39, The INF Agreement represents a milestone in the Allies'
efforts to achieve a more secure feace at lower levels of arms,
By 1991, it will lead to the total elimination of all United
States and Soviet intermediate rangs land-based missiles, thereby
remeving the threat which such Soviet systems presented to the
Alliance. Implementation of the agrsement, however, will affect
only a small proportion of the Sovist nuclear armoury, and the
Alliance continues to face a substantial array of medern and
effective Soviet systems of all ranges. The full realisation of
the Alliance agenda thus requires that further steps be taken.

Strategic Nuclear Forces

40. Soviet strategic iistems continue to poses a major
threat to the whole of the liance. Deep cuts in such systems
are in the direct interests of the entire Western Alliance, and
therafore their achievemant constitutes a priority for the

Alliancs in the nuclsar field.
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41. The Allies thus fully support the US objectives of
achieving, within the contsxt of the Stratsgic Arms Reduction
Talks, fifty percent reductiona in US and Soviet strategic
nuclear arms. US proposals saek tc enhance stability by placing
specific restrictions on the meat destabilising slements of the
threat - fast flying ballistic missiles, throw-weight and, iz
particular, Saoviet heavy ICEMs. The proposals are based on ths
need to malintaln the detarrent credibility of the remaining Us
strategic forces which would continue to provide the ultimate
guarantee of ssacurity for the Alllance as a whole; and therefors
on ths necessity to keep sucn forces sffectiva, Purthermore, ths
United Statss ig holding talkxs with the Sovist Unlon on defence
and spacs matters in order to sesnsure that strategic stability is

snhanced.

Sub-Stratsgic Nuclsar Forcas

42. Ths Allles ars committed to maintaining only ths
minimum number of nuclear weapons necessary to support thair
strategy of detsrrence, In line with this commitment, ths
members of the lntegratad military structurs havs already mads
major unilateral cuta in their sub-strategic nuclsar armoury.
The number of land-based warheads in Wastarn Eurcpe has been
reduced by cver one-third sincs 1875 to its lowest lavel in over
20 years. Updating whers necsssary of their sud-strategic
systems would result in further rsductlons,

43, The Alliles continue to facs the direct threat posad to
Eurcpe by the largs numbers cf shorter-range nuclear missiles
deployed on Warsaw Pact territeory and which have been
substantially upgraded ln recent ysars. Hajor reductions in
warsaw Pact systems would ba of ovsrall value to Alllancs
security. One of the ways to achisve tals aim would be by
tangible and verifiable reductions of American and Soviet
land-based nuclesar missila systams of shertsar rangs leading to

equal ceilings at lower levels.

44, But the sub-strategic nuclear forcss deployed by member
.countries of the Alllance ars nc¢t principally a counter to
similar systems operated by membears of the WTO., As ls explained
in Chapter III, sub-stratsgic nuclear forces fulfil an essential
rele in overall Alliance detarrence stratagy by ensuring that
thers are no circumstances in which a potential aggressor might
disccunt nuclsar rataliation in responsa to his military actien.

- 45. The Alliance rsaffirms its pesition that for the
forseeable futures there i3 no altsrnative to the Alliance's
strategy for the prasvention of war, which iz a strategy of
daterrance bassd upen an appropriate mix of adequata and
effective nuclear and coenventicnal forcss which will continue to
be kept up to data where necsssary. Where nuclear forceg ara
concerned, land-, sea-, and air-based systems, including
groeund-based missiles, in the present circumstancas and as far as

can ba foreseen will be needed in Eurcps.
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46, In view of the huge superiority of the Warsaw Pact in
terms of short-rangs nuclear missiles, the Alliance calls upon
the Soviet Union to reduce unilaterzlly its short-range missile
systems to the current levels within the integrated military

structure,

47. The Alliance rsaffirms that &t the negotiations on
cocnventional stability it pursues the objectives of:

- the establishment of a secure and stable bsalance of
conventional forces st lower levels;

- the elimination of disparities prejudicial to stability
and security; &nd

- the elimination as & matter of high priorify of the
cepsbility for launching surprise =zttack and for
initisting large-scale offensive action.

48. In keeping with its arme control objectives formulated
in Reykjavik In 1587 end resffirmed in Brussels in 188&, the
Allizsnce states that one of its highest pricrities in

negetiations with the East ig reaching an sgreement on
conventional force reductions which would achiave the objectives

above. In thisg epirit, the Allles will make every effort, as
evidenced bX the outcome of the Kay 1989 Sumwnit, to bring these
conventional negotiztions to an early and satisfactoery
conclusion. The United States has expressed the hope that this
could be achieved within six to twelve months. Once
implementation of such an agreemeant is underway, the United
States, in consultation with the Allles concerned, is preparsd to
enter into negotiations to achieve & partial reduction of
American and Soviet land-based nuclear missile forces of shorter
range to equal and verifiable levels. With specisal reference

to the Westarn proposals on CFE tabled in vienna, enhanced by the
proposals by the United States at the Mag 1885 Summit, the h{lies
concerned proceed on the understanding thet negotiated reductions
leading to a level below the existing level of their SNF missiles
will not be carried out until the results of these negotiations
have been {mplemented. Reductions of Warsaw Pact SNF systems

should be carried out before that date.
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43. Ag regards the sub-strategic nuclear forces of ths
members of the integrated military structure, their laval and
characteri{stics must bs such that they can perform their
datsrrent role in a credible way acrogs the rsquired spectrum of
ranges, taking into account the threat - both conventional and
nuclsar - with which the Alllance is faced. The question
cencerning the introduction and deploymant of a follow-on system
for ths Lance will be dsalt with in 1992 in tha light of overall
gacurity developments. While a decision for natiocnal
authorities, the Allies concernad rscognise the value of the
continued funding by ths United States of ressarch and
developmant of a folleow-on for the sxisting Lance short-rangas
migsile, {n order to pregervs their options in this respact.

Conventional Forcas

S$0. As set out in the HMarch 1983 Summit statamant and in
the Allliance's November 1588 data initiative, tha Soviat Union's
military presencs in Eurcpe, at a lsval far in sxcaesz of its
needs for sslf-defence, dirsctly challenges our securitz as wall
as our aspirations for a peacsful ordsr in Eurcpe. Such
gxcassive force levals creats the risk of political intimidation
or thrsatsned aggresaioa. As long as they exist, thay present an
obstacls to bettsr political ralations betwssn all statss of
Turcpe. Tha challenge to security is, moracver, not only a
matter of the numnerical suparicrity of WIO forcas., WTC tanks,
artillery and armoured troop carriers ars concentrated in large
formations and deployed in such a way as to give ths WTO a
capability for surprisa attack and largs-acale offansive action.
Despits the recent welceme publicaticn by the WTO of its
assassment of tha military balancs ia Burops, thare iz atill
considerable secrecy and uncertainty about its actual
capabilities and intentions.

51. In addressing these concerns, the Allies' primary
objectives are to establish a securs and stabla balanca of
conventional forcas in BEurcpe at lower lavels, whilg at the same
tima creating greatsr openness about military organisation and

adctivitises in Eurcpe.

52. In the Conventicnal Forces in Europe (CFE) talks
batwsen the 23 members of the two allliances, tha Allles ars

pPropesing:

- reductions to an overall limit on the total holdings of
armaments in Burcpe, concsantrating on the most
threataning systems, i.e. thosa capable of seizing and

helding territory;
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- a limit on the propoertion of these tofal holdings
belonging to any one country in Eurcpe (since tha
security and stability of Europe roiuire that no states
exceed it3 legitimate needs for self-desfence);

- a limit on mstationed forcesg (thus restricting the
forward deployment and concentration of Soviet forces
in Eastern Xurope): and,

~ sppropriate numerical sub-limits on forces which will
apply simultenecu=ly throughout the Atlantic to ths

Urzls zrea,

These measure®, taken together, will necessitate deep cuts in the
WTO conventionsl forces which most threaten the Alliance. The
resulting reductions will have to take place in such a way as to
prevent circumvention, e.g. by ensuring that the armaments
reduced are destroyved or otherwise digpeocsed of. Verificatiocn
measures will be required teo ensure that zll states have
confidence that entitlements ars not exceeded.

3. These meazsuresg alone, howsver, will not guarantss
1lity. The regime of reductions will have to be backed up by
itional messures which should include messures of '
nsparency, notificetion and constraint applied to the
deployment, sgtorage, movement and levels of readiness and
availapility of conventional forces. '

Lo BN S PR

§¢, In the CSBM negntiations, the Allie= aim to mzintain
the momentum created by the guccesegful implementsation of the
Stockholm Document by propesing & comprehensive package of
measureg te improve:

- transparsncy sbout military organisation,
- transparency &nd predictablility of military activities,

- contacts and communicaticn,

and have also proposed an exchange of views on military doctrine
in & seminar sstting.

52, The implementation of the Allies’ proposals in the CrE
negotiations and of their proposals for further confidence and
security-building measures would achisve a quantum improvement in
Eurcpean security. This would have important and positive
consequencaes for Alliance policy both in the field of defence and
arms control. The outcome ¢f the CFE negctiations would provide
a framework for determining the futurs Alllance force structures
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required to perform its fundamental task of preserving peace in
freedoem. In addition, the Allies would be willing tc contamplate
further steps to enhancs sgtability and securit{ if the immadiate
CFE objectives are achleved - fcr example, further reductions or
limitatlions of conventional armaments and squipment, or the
restructuring of armed forces to enhancs defensive capabilitizs
and further reducs offensive capabilities.

56, The Alliss wslccme the declared rsadiness of the Soviet
Union and other WTC members tc reduce their forces and adjust
them tcwards a dsfensive fosture and await implementation of
these measuras. This would be a stap in tha dirsction of
redregsing the imbalance in force levels existing in Europs and
towards reducing the Warsaw Pact capability for surprise attack.
The announcad reductions demonstrate the recognitiocn by ths
Soviet Union and other WTO membars of tha conventional imbalance,
long highlighted by the Alliss as a key preblem of European

security,

Chemical Weaopons

$§7. The Scviet Union's chemical weapons stockplle pocsss a
massive threat. The Allles ars committed te¢ c¢onclude, at the
earliest date, a worldwide, comprshsnsivs and effectively
verifiablse ban on all chamical weapons.

-

58, All Alliance statss subscriba to tha prohibitions
contained in the Geneva Protocsl for the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Polsonous or Other Gasss, and of Bacteriological
Mathods of Warfars. The Paris Confesrsnce on the Prohibitiocn of
Chemical Weapons reaffirmaé ths importancs ¢f the commitments
mads under the Geneva Protoccl and expressed the unanimous will
of the international community to eliminata chamical wsapcns
completely at an early dats and thereby to prsvent any recourse

te their uss.

59, The Allies wish to prchibit not conly the uss of thsss
abhorrent weapons, but also their development, producticn,
gtockpiling and transfer, and to achieve the destructiocn of
existing chemical weapons and production facilities in such a way
as to ensurs the undiminished security of all participants at
sach stage in the procaess. Those cbjectives are being pursued in
the Geneva Confarence on Disarmament. Pending agrsement on a
global ban, the Allies will enforce stringent controls on the
export of commoditias reslated to chemical weapons production,
They will also attempt to stimulate mors openness among states
about chemical weapons capabilitiez in order to promote greater
confidenca in the effectiveness of a global ban.
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V. CONCLUSIONS:

Arms Contrcl and Defence Interrelationships

60. The Alliance is committed to pursuing & comprehensive
approach to security, embracing both arms control and
disarmament, and defence. It is i{mportant, therefore, to ensure
Lhal lulercelastionships between arms control issues and defence
requirements and amongst the various arms control areas ars fully
considered. Proposals in any one area of arms control must take
account of the implications for Alllance interests in general and
for other negotiations. This is a continuing process.

61, It is essential that defence and arms control
objectives remain in harmony in order to ensure their
complementary contribution to the goal of maintaining security at
the lowest balanced level of forces consistent with the
requirements of the Alliance strategy of war prevention,
acknowledging that changes in the threat, new technologies, and
new political opportunities affect options in both filelds.
Decisions on arms control matters must fully reflect the
requirements of the Allies' strategy of deterrence. Equally,
progress in arms control is relevant to military plens, which
will have to be developed in ths full kncwledge of the objectives
pursuad in arms control negotiations and to reflect, as
necessary, the results achieved therein,

62. In sach area cof arms control, the Alliance seeks to
enhance stability and security. The current negotiations
concerning strategic nuclear systems, conventional forces and
chemical weapons are, however, lndependent of one another: the
outcome of any one of these negotiations i8 not contingent on
progress in others., However, they can influence one ancther:
criteria established and agreemsnts achisved in one zrea of arms
control may be relevant in other areas and hence facilitate
overall progress. These could affect both arms control
possibilities and the forces needed to fulfil Alliance strategy,
as well as help to contribute generally to a2 more predictable

military environment.

63. The Allies seek to manage the interaction among
different arms control elements by ensuring that the development,
pursuit and realisation of their arms control objectives in
individual areas are fully consistent both with each other and
with the Alliance's guiding principles for effective arms
contrecl, For examfle, the way in which START limits and
gsub-limitg are applied in detail could affect the futura
flexibility of tge gsub-strategic nuclear forces of members of the
integrated military structure. A CrFE agreement would by itself
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make a major contribution to stability. This would be
significantly further enhanced by the achisvament of a global
chamical weapons ban. The devalcpmant of Confidencs- and
Sscurity-Building Measures could influsncs the stabilising
measures bheing congidersd in ccnnscticn with ths Convantiocnal
Forceg in Purope negotiations and vics verza. Tha removal of tha
imbalance in convsntional forcss would provide scops for further
reductions in the sub-strategic nuclear forces of membsra of ths
intagrated military structure, though it would not obviats the
nesd for such forces, Similarly, thiz might maks possibls
further arms control ateps in the cocnventicnal field.

§4. This report establishes ths ovsrall coancsptual
framework within which the Alliss will be gssking progress in
each arsa of arms control, In so doing, their fundamszntal aim
will be enhanced security at lowsr levels cf forces and
armaments, Taken a3 a winole, tha Allies' arms control agenda
constitutes a ccherent and c¢comprshensive approach to the
enhancement of security and stabilit{. It i3 ambiticus, but we
are confident that - with a constructive rasponss from ths WTIC
gtatas - it can be fully achiavad in the coming ysars, 1In
purzuing this goal, the Alliancs recognisss that it cannet afford
to build its security ugon arms control resultz sxpactad in tha
futura, The Alllss will be prepared, however, toc draw
appropriata censsquencsa for their own military peositure as thay
make concrete progress through arms contreol tewards a significant
reduction in the scale and quality of the military threat thay
facs., Accomplizhment of the Alllas! arms centrel agenda would
not only oring great benefits in itself, but could alsc lead to
the expanszisn cf cooperation with the Zast in other aresas, The
arms contral process itself is, morsover, dynamic; as and when
the Alliancsz rzaches agrsement in each of the arsas sat out
atove, so furcher prospects for arms contzrel may be opened up and

further progress made poasiblas.

65, As noted earlier, the Allises' vision for Eurcops is that
of an undivided continent where military forces only sexist to
§ravent war and to ensurs self-dsfencs; a continent which ne

cnger lives in the shadow of overwhslming military forces and
from which the threat of war has bsen remcved; a ccntinent where
the sovereignt{ and territorial intagrity of all states are
respected and the rights of all individuals, including their
right of political choica, are protescted. This goal can only be
reached by stages: it will requirs patisnt and crsative
endeavour. The Allies ars rasclved to centinue werking towards
its attainment. The achlevement of the Alliance's arms control
cbjectives would be a major contribution towards the realisation

of it3 visioen.
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LETTER DATED 13 JULY 1989 ADDRESSED TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL OF
THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT BY THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF ROMANIA TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A
COMMUNIQUE OF THE MEETING OF THE POLITICAL CONSULTATIVE COMMITIEE
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ENTITLED "FOR A STABLE AND SECURE EUROPE FREE OF NUCLEAR AND
CHEMICAL WEAPONS, FOR A SUBSTANTIAL REDUCTION OF ARMED FORCES,
ARMAMENTS AND MILITARY SPENDING"

I have the honour to inform you that a meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty of
Friendship, Co-operation and Mutual Assistance was held at Bucharest on 7 and
8 July 1989.

A communiqué was adopted along with a document entitled "For a Stable and
Secure Europe Free of Nuclear and Chemical Weapons, for a Substantial
Reduction of Armed Forces, Armaments and Military Spending".

. You will find annexed hereto the texts of those documents in Russian,
English, French and Spanish.

As representative of the meeting's host country, I request you to arrange
for their distribution as official documents of the Conference on Disarmament.

Gheorghe Dolgu

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Republic of Romania
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
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Communiqué of the Meeting of the Political Consultative Committee
of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty

A meeting of the Political Consultative Committee of the States parties
to the Warsaw Treaty of Friendship, Co-operation and Mutual Assistance was
held at Bucharest on 7 and 8 July.

The Meeting was attended:

For the People's Republic of Bulgaria (PRB) - by Todor Zhivkov, General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party (BCP), .
President of the Council of State of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, head
of the delegation; Georgi Atanasov, member of the Political Bureau of the
Central Committee of the BCP, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the PRB;
Dobri Dzhurov, member of the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the
BCP, Minister of National Defence: Petur Mladenov, member of the Political
Bureau of the Central Committee of the BCP, Minister for Foreign Affairs;
Dimitur Stanishev, Secretary of the Central Committee of the BCP;

For the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic (CSSR) - by Milos Jakes, General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia
(CPC), head of the delegation; Gustav Husak, member of the Presidium of the
Central Committee of the CPC, President of the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic; Ladislav Adamec, member of the Presidium of the Central Committee of
the CPC, Prime Minister of the CSSR; Josef Lenart, member of the Presidium,
Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPC; Jaromir Johanes, Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the CSSR; Milan Vaclavik, member of the Central Committee
of the CPC, Minister of National Defence of the CSSR;

For the German Democratic Republic (GDR) - by Erich Honecker, General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany
(SED), Chairman of the Council of State of the German Democratic Republic,
head of the delegation; Willi Stoph, member of the Political Bureau of the
Central Committee of the SED, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the GDR;
Hermann Axen, member of the Political Bureau, Secretary of the Central
Committee of the SED; Heinz Kessler, member of the Political Bureau of the
Central Committee of the SED, Minister of National Defence of the GDR;

Egon Krenz, member of the Political Bureau, Secretary of the Central Committee
of the SED, Vice-Chairman of the GDR Council of State; Giinter Mittag, member
of the Political Bureau, Secretary of the Central Committee of the SED,
Vice-Chairman of the Council of State of the GDR; Oskar Fischer, member of the
Central Committee of the SED, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the GDR;

For the Hungarian People's Republic (HPR) - by Reszd Nyers, President of
the Hungarian Socialist Workers' Party, head of the delegation; Miklés Németh,
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the Hungarian People's Republic;

Gyula Horn, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the HPR; Ferenc Karpati, Minister
of Defence of the HPRj

For the Polish People's Republic (PPR) - by Wojciech Jaruzelski, First
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Polish United Workers' Party (PUWP);
Chairman of the Council of State of the Polish People's Republic, head of the
delegation; Mieczyslaw Rakcwski, member of the Political Bureau of the Central
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Committee of the PUWP, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the PPR;

Jézef Czyrek, member of the Political Bureau, Secretary of the Central
Committee of the PUWP; Czeslaw Kiszczak, member of the Political Bureau of the
Central Committee of the PUWP, Minister of Internal Affairs of the PPR;
Florian Siwicki, member of the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of
the PUWP, Minister of National Defence of the PPR; Tadeusz 0Olechowski,
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the PPR;

For the Socialist Republic of Romania (SRR) - by Nicolae Ceaugescu,
General Secretary of the Romanian Communist Party (RCP), President of the
Socialist Republic of Romania, head of the delegation; Constantin Dgscalescu,
member of the Executive Political Committee of the Central Committee of the
RCP, Prime Minister of the SRR; Ion Stoian, Alternate Member of the Executive
Political Committee, Secretary of the Central Committee of the RCP;

Vasile Milea, Alternate Member of the Executive Political Committee of the
Central Committee of the RCP, Minister of National Defence of the SRR;
Ioan Totu, Alternate Member of the Executive Political Committee of the
Central Committee of the RCP, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the SRR;

For the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics - by M.S. Gorbachev, General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU), President of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, head of the delegation;
N.I. Ryzhkov, member of the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the
CPSU, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR; E.A. Shevardnadze,
member of the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the CPSU, Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the USSR; A.N. Yakovlev, member of the Political
Bureau, Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU; D.T. Yazov, candidate
member of the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the CPSU, Minister
of Defence of the USSR.

The Meeting was also attended by Army General P.G, Lushev,
Commander-in-Chief of the Joint Armed Forces of the States parties to the
Warsaw Treaty, and Constantin Oancea, Secretary-General of the Political
Consultative Committee, Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Socialist
Republic of Romania.

The Meeting's participants exchanged views on developments in the
international situation and discussed the main directions of mutual action by
the allied States in the interests of peace and stability in Europe, of
disarmament, and of intensifying international co-operation and dialogue.

It was noted that owing to the active policy of the Socialist countries,
to the activities of all peace-loving and realistically-minded forces, there
have been certain positive developments in international affairs, the
lessening of tension and confrontation, confidence-building, developing
political dialogue and intensifying inter-State contacts at various levels.
The first steps in disarmament have been taken, a control mechanism has been
created and is functioning effectively. The beginning of the Vienna
negotiations is encouraging. Co-operation in the economic, scientific-
technical and human rights fields has broadened. Progress has been made in
the political settlement of regional conflicts. There is a growing readiness
of the international community to co-operate in the field of security and in
solving global issues. '
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Nevertheless, the world situation continues to be complex and
contradictory, since the favourable processes have still not become
irreversible. The build-up of weapons and their modernization has not
stopped. Nuclear tests continue, as does work on the militarization of outer
space. The concepts of confrontation, of reliance on force, born in the years
of the '"cold war" are being overcome with difficulty. The nuclear-deterrence
strategy, reaffirmed at the recent session of NATO, remains a dangerous
anachronism which runs counter to the interests of universal security. The
practice of interference in the domestic affairs of States and attempts to
destabilize them, as well as human rights violations, continue.

The Meeting's participants confirmed the attachment of their States to
the ideal of ridding mankind of the threat of war by doing away with nuclear
and chemical weapons and drastically reducing conventional weapons. They
consider disarmament the cardinal issue of our time, the decisive factor for
strengthening peace, security and confidence, deepening détente, developing
broad international co-operation and solving global problems.

*

The Warsaw Treaty States attach paramount importance to the development
of the common-Europe process in all areas, to bringing the continent to a new
level of security and co-operation, to progress along the path of building an
indivisible Europe of lasting peace and co-operation, of a common European
home of countries having different social and State structures, of respect for
today's territorial and political realities, of inviolability of existing
frontiers, of every people's sovereignty and right freely to determine its
destiny. Determination was expressed to promote in every possible way the
implementation of the arrangements arrived at in the Vienna Meeting aimed at
strengthening peace and security, better understanding and co-operation on the
continent.

The position of the allied States on ensuring European and universal
security and on the disarmament process is described in the document "For a
Stable and Secure Europe free of Nuclear and Chemical Weapons, for a
Substantial Reduction of Armed Forces, Armaments and Military Spending"
adopted by the Meeting.

The Meeting's participants called for shifting the relations between the
Warsaw Treaty and the North Atlantic Alliance into a non-confrontational
channel, for the establishment of a constructive dialogue between them on
political and military policies, for transforming such dialogue into a factor
of security and co-operation on the continent. At the same time, the Warsaw
Treaty States maintain their position of principle in favour of ridding Europe
of military blocs, the simultaneous disbanding of both alliances and, as a
first step, the elimination of their military organizatioms.

The States represented at the Meeting strongly urged the peaceful
settlement of the regional conflicts in the Middle East, Africa, Asia and
Central America. Life has shown that negotiations are a productive procedure
and that there is no rational alternative to it. They will continue to
contribute to the political settlement of crisis situations in the world and
to the further enhancement of the role of the United Nations in this respect.
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In that connection, the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty called for
the holding, without delay, of an international conference on the Middle East
under the auspicies of the United Nations, with the participation of all the
parties concerned, including the Palestine Liberation Organization, and of a
comprehensive Middle East Settlement on the basis of recognition of the
Palestinian people's right to self-determination and to the existence of an
independent State of Palestine, as well as the right to independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of all the States in the region,
including Israel. The Meeting's participants voiced their support for the
leadership of the Republic of Afghanistan, for a just settlement of the
situation in that country on the basis of national reconciliation, for a
united, independent and non-aligned Afghanistan whose people is entitled to
determine its own destiny without any outside interference.

Expressing concern over the serious economic problems being encountered
by mankind, the deepening gap between developed and developing countries, the
incessant increase in external debts and in the national resources required
for their repayment, the States represented at the Meeting called for
concerted efforts by all countries to solve these problems on an equitable
basis, and on an equal footing, with the active participation of the
United Nations, and for the establishment of a new international economic
order. The Meeting underscored the need to eliminate the continuing
discriminatory restrictions on the growth of trade, economic and scientific-
technical relations based on the equal rights of the parties, and restrictions
on access to modern technology. Economic relations must not be conditional
upon political or other consideratioms.

In examining questions of collaboration in the preservation and
restoration of the environment, the Meeting's participants reaffirmed the
position of their countries as set forth in the document of the 1988 Warsaw
Meeting of the Political Consultative Committee, entitled ''The consequences of
the arms race for the environment and other aspects of ecological security".
The participants expressed their readiness actively to work together with
other countries, both multilaterally and bilaterally, in the solution of
ecological problems and to promote the success of the Meeting on Protection of
the Environment to be held at Sofia this autumn so that it may mark an
important step in strengthening international co-operation in this area, and
in the preparation of the United Nations Conference on the Environment and
Development planned for 1992.

Noting the important role of the non-aligned movement in international
life, the Meeting's participants expressed the hope that the forthcoming
summit of the non-aligned countries would serve to increase the contribution
of the movement to the solution of the key questions of our time, and to
enhance its prestige and influence. The States represented at the Meeting
attach great importance to the further development of relations with the
non-aligned countries and to collaboration with them in international
affairs.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty will promote in every possible
way the fuller exploitation of the peace-making potential of the
United Nations, with the participation of all countries, irrespective of size
and social structure, in the solution of world problems. They favour
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enhancing the effectiveness of the United Nations and wider use of the
Organization's peacekeeping operations. They stressed the importance of
active involvement of the United Nations in efforts to prevent international
crises.

The Meeting's participants informed one another of domestic developments
in their countries, on the course and the problems of socialist construction,
noting the growing interdependence of domestic and foreign policies. They
underlined the strong influence of socialist ideas, the importance of the
transformations taking place in the allied States aimed at improving and
renewing socialist society, making its political systems continuously dynamic,
developing their democracy, promoting the people's well-being, improving the
quality of life, bringing out the aptitudes of every individual, and ensuring -
fundamental human rights and freedoms. They base themselves on the fact that
there are no universal models of socialism, that no one has a monopoly of the
truth. The construction of the new society is a creative process and is
carried out in each country in keeping with its conditions, traditions and
needs.

The Meeting reaffirmed their common effort to work in the interests of
socialism, of improving the collaboration of the allied States and of
unequivocally ensuring their security. Confidence was expressed in the
ability of the socialist States, of the leading forces of society, to solve
the problems that have arisen at the present stage of their development. The
necessity was also stressed of developing relations among them on a basis of
equality, independence and the right of each of them separately to work out
its own political policy, strategy and tactics without outside interference.

The Meeting's participants were unanimous in considering that the Warsaw
Treaty is reliably serving the security of the States parties to it and is an
important factor for peace and stability in Europe and the world at large.
The consrtructive activities - individual and collective - of the allied
countries are having a positive influence on world processes and are
stimulating the development of international relations on democratic
principles and in the spirit of the new political thinking.

The common opinion favoured strengthening the solidarity and interaction
of the allied States and further development of their many-sided collaboration
on the basis of equal rights and mutual respect for the benefit of their
fraternal peoples and in the interests of universal peace.

It was decided to continue efforts to strengthen the political character
of the Warsaw Treaty and to improve the mechanism of co-operation within its
framework on democratic principles.

The activities of the Committee of Foreign Ministers and the Committee of
Defence Ministers were assessed as positive and their further tasks were
defined.

The Political Consultative Committee adopted a decision on the report of
the Commander-in-Chief of the Joint Armed Forces of the States parties to the
Warsaw Treaty.
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The Socialist Republic of Romania, as the host country of the Meeting,
will be responsible for distributing the Committee's documents among other
States and international organizatioms.

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
I.P. Aboimov, Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of the USSR, was appcinted
General Secretary of the Political Consultative Committee for the next period.

The Meeting was held in an atmosphere of friendship and co-operation.

The next meeting of the Political Consultative Committee of the States
parties to the Warsaw Treaty will be held in Moscow.
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FOR A STABLE AND SECURE EUROPE FREE OF NUCLEAR AND
CHEMICAL WEAPONS, FOR A SUBSTANTIAL REDUCTION OF
ARMED FORCES, ARMAMENTS AND MILITARY SPENDING

The representatives, at the highest level, of the People's Republic of
Bulgaria, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the German Democratic Republic,
the Hungarian People's Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the Socialist
Republic of Romania, and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics assembled at
Bucharest on 7 and 8 July 1989 for a meeting of the Political Consultative
Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty, basing themselves upon
the realities of today's world and guided by the desire of their States to
ensure stable security in Europe, to achieve further progress in disarmament,
actively to promote the restructuring of international relations along new
lines and the passage of mankind to a new stage of development in a context of ~
peace and co-operation, declared the following:

I.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty consider as the supreme goal of
their foreign policy the comnsolidation of peace, the liberation of mankind
from the threat of war and the development of broad, mutually advantageous
international co-operation. They intend to continue to contribute in every
way to ensuring comprehensive and equal security.

The States represented at the Meeting reaffirm their determination to do
their utmost to reach new understandings in the field of disarmament and to
make the process of disarmament continuous and irreversible. They also call
for overcoming underdevelopment, for the firm establishment of a new
international economic order, and for the urgent solution of ecological and
other global problems.

The solution of the problems on which the survival of mankind and the
progress of its civilization depend requires the joint efforts and active
participation of all countries and peoples. In this connection, the States
represented at the Meeting stress the need to strengthen the role of the
United Nations and their readiness to contribute thereto by every means.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty declare themselves resolutely in
favour of ensuring security not by military but by political means, of
confirming the primacy of internmational law in inter-State relations, of
maintaining normal relations between States irrespective of their social and
political systems, of renouncing confrontation and hostility in favour of
policies of partnership, mutual understanding, confidence and good-
neighbourliness, of mutual consideration of the interests of all States and
peoples, of co-operation in the field of human rights and in the humanitarian
field in keeping with the obligations they have assumed.

Indispensable requirements for a policy of security, mutual understanding
and co-operation among States are strict respect for the national
independence, sovereignty and equal rights of all States, the equal rights of
peoples and the right of each people to self-determination, the free choice of
the path of their social and political development; non-interference in
internal affairs; unconditional renunciation of the use or threat of force in
whatever form; strict respect for today's territorial and political realities,
inviolability of existing borders and the territorial integrity of States;
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settlement of any disputes between States exclusively by peaceful means;
implementation in every country of human rights and fundamental freedoms in
their entirety for all, irrespective of race, sex, language, religion or
nationality; development of co-operation between States in various fields on
the basis of mutual advantage; conscientious fulfilment of obligations under
international law; observance of all the purposes and principles of the
United Nations Charter, the principles of the Helsinki Final Act and cf the
other generally accepted norms of internmational relations.

In the context of the growing interdependence of today's world the
implementation of all these principles will help to consolidate common human
values and rules of conduct in international relations.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty reaffirm their willingness to
extend and intensify dialogue with all States, and to co-—operate with them
constructively for the solution of the problems facing Europe and the world.
Such dialogue and such co-operation are especially necessary at this key
moment in the evolution of the internmational situation.

II.

Considering the elimination of the threat of nuclear or conventional war
and the strengthening of international security as the objective prerequisite
for the survival and progress of mankind, the States parties to the
Warsaw Treaty regard the cessation of the arms race and disarmament as the
principal task of today's world.

The growing awareness of governments and peoples of their common interest
in security has made it possible to take the first steps towards reducing
military confrontation. The possibility has emerged of moving from senseless
and dangerous military rivalry to the peaceful collaboration of States. 1In
this connection, the Meeting's participants note the special importance of the
Treaty on the Elimination of Medium- and Shorter-range Missiles, the
conclusion of which has started a process of physical destruction of nuclear
weapons, as well as the businesslike atmosphere lately being manifested in a
number of disarmament forums.

Nevertheless, a radical reversal in the matter of disarmament has as yet
not occurred. Despite the recognition by both alliances of the
inadmissibility of a new war, the level of military confrontation remains
extremely high and dangerous. NATO's efforts to continue the policy of
operating from a position of strength and to follow the strategy of nuclear
deterrence cannot but arouse concern.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty consider that such a situation
requires the active efforts of all countries and of all peace-loving,
realistically-minded forces. Basing themselves on the concept of mutual and
indivisible security, they resolutely call for achieving it through the
maintenance of the military balance at the lowest level sufficient only for
defence and excluding the possibility of sudden attack or the conduct of
large-scale offensive operations. Their objective is the reduction of
armaments to a level which completely eliminates the threat of an outbreak of
war. That objective can be attained only through the efforts of both sides,
involving the comprehensive strengthening of the political, and not the
military, factors of security and stability.
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They reaffirm that they are ready to continue to seek, together with all
interested countries, understandings leading to the staged reduction and
subsequent complete elimination of nuclear weapons, the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons, the radical reduction of conventional armed
forces, the prevention of extension of the arms race to outer space, the
gradual curtailment of military production, and the substantial reduction of
military spending. In that connection, they proceed from the assumption that
disarmament measures must ensure equal security for all States with full
respect for the sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of every
State in its existing borders, and must exclude the possibility of the use of
force or the threat of force in inter-State relatioms.

Expressing their satisfaction at the resumption of Soviet-United States
negotiations on major disarmament issues, the allied States express the hope
that they will soon lead to practical results.

As one of the priority objectives, they consider completion of work on
the treaty for a 50 per cent reduction in the offensive strategic arms of the
USSR and the United States subject to observence of the Anti-ballistic Missile
Treaty as it was signed in 1972.

The States represented at the Meeting call for the immediate cessation of
nuclear weapon tests, for detailed examination of this question including
examination at the multilateral level, in particular at the Geneva Conference
on Disarmament. They call for the rapid finalization of the verification
protocols to the USSR-United States Agreements of 1974 and 1976 and the entry
into force of those agreements as a step towards the complete cessation of
nuclear tests. As one of the ways of speedily achieving the prohibition of
all nuclear tests, the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty support the idea of
the possible extension to underground testing of the applicability of the
1963 Moscow Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in three environments.

The agenda includes the task of cessation and, later on, of prohibition
of the production of fissionable materials for weapons, the prevention of
proliferation of nuclear weapons, as well as of missile technology for
military purposes. Another major task is the protection of peaceful nuclear
projects from attack.

The Meeting's participants are concerned by the danger to peace and
international security represented by the threat of use of chemical weapons as
long as they exist and are disseminated, and propose the adoption of a set of
measures to remove that threat. They call for the speedy preparation of an
international convention on the general and complete prohibition of chemical
weapons and the destruction of their stockpiles.

A key question of security and stability in Europe is the reduction of
conventional armed forces, the reduction and subsequent elimination of
tactical nuclear weapons, and confidence-building on the continent.

As the most immediate cbjective of talkes on conventional armed forces in
Europe, the Meeting's participants consider, already as the result of a
preliminary agreement, the arrival at a collective ceiling, which will be the
same for both the NATO and Warsaw Treaty States, on the number of troops and
the quantity of main types of armaments in Europe and its various regions.
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The new levels would be significantly lower than the lowest levels of either

. side at present. The proposals made in this regard by the allied socialist

countries at Vienna provide for a drastic mutual reduction of troops and
armaments. This would also solve the problem of eliminating the imbalances in
the field of conventional weapons. The reduction and limitation of armed
forces and armaments would take place under strict international control.

At the Meeting it was noted that the additional proposals put forward at
the recent summit meeting of the NATO Council on the subject of conventional
weapons and conventional armed forces in Europe constitute a movement towards
the position of the allied socialist countries. The Meeting's participants
expect that those proposals will be detailed and placed on the table of the
Vienna negotiations in the near future. The Meeting reaffirmed the
determination of the Warsaw Treaty member countries to do everything possible
for the speedy achievement of positive results at the Vienna talks and
expressed the view that the situation at the talks is now such that, given a
constructive approach by all participants, it would be possible to arrive at
initial arrangements as early as 1990. Experts will be instructed to work out
the relevant proposals in operational terms.

The practical steps taken by the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty in
implementation of their defensive doctrine, for unilateral reduction of their
armed forces and armaments, giving them an obvious non-offensive structure and
reducing armaments production and military spending, are aimed at the creation
of favourable material and political prerequisites for a steady continuation
of the arms limitation process and a lowering of the level of military
confrontation.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty expect the NATO countries to take
reciprocal steps to reduce their armed forces, armaments, military expenditure
and military activities.

The Meeting's participants called for the strict observance of the
Stockholm arrangements, the adoption at negotiations of the 35 States
participating in the CSCE of new confidence- and security-building measures
to develop them, the extension of notification, observation and limitation
measures to all types of military activities of States, including those of
their naval and air forces.

The creation of a Centre for reducing the danger of war and preventing a
surprise attack in Europe, a body with informational and consultative
functions, is bound to become an important contribution to confidence- and
security-building and stability enhancement on the continent.

Other proposals put forward at the talks by the State parties to the
Warsaw Treaty are also aimed at achieving the purposes of confidence- and
security-building.

A major step, capable of raising the process of disarmament and of
strengthening European security to a qualitatively new level can be the
convening of a meeting of leaders of the 35 States participating in the CSCE,
at which the results attained in these fields would be examined and future
tasks determined. '
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tability and security in FEurope cannot be complete and sufficiently
reliable w1thouu a solution of the problem of tactical nuclear equipment.
Moreover, as conventional armaments are reduced, the destabilizing role of
tactical nuclear weapons will inevitably grow. In that connection, NATO's
plans to modernize tactical nuclear weapons are causing great concern.

Beving noted a certain development in the position of the NATO countries
regaraing talks on tactical nuclear weapons in Europe, the States parties to
the Warsaw Treaty call on the NATO countries to solve the problem of tactical
nuclear weapons not by modernization but by separate negotiations aimed at
their step-by-step reduction, and reaffirm their proposals in that regard.

The Meeting's participants expressed support for the Soviet Union's
intention, in case the NATO countries are prepared to begin negotiations on
tactical nuclear weapons, to proceed to further unilateral reductions of
tactical nuclear missiles stationed in Europe.

They also support the decision of the Soviet Union taken earlier this
year unilaterally to withdraw from the territories of allied socialist
countries 500 warheads of tactical nuclear missiles, as well as its
declaration that it is prepared to withdraw during 1989-1991 all nuclear
ammunition from the territories of its allies on condition of a similar
reciprocal step on the part of the United States.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty are convinced that a step-by-step
reduction, and later elimination, of tactical nuclear weapons in Europe, along
with a drastic reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments would
constitute an effective means of lowering the danger of war and strengthening
mutual confidence.

Solutions of the problem of ensuring security and stability and an ever
lower level of the military balance cannot ignore the significance of naval
forces and their armament as well as naval activities capable of exerting a
destabilizing influence on the situation and of creating a threat to security
in Europe and other regions. The Meeting's participants advocate an active
dialogue on this problem area and consider it necessary to begin separate
negotiations for their consideration between the States concerned and, first
of all, the major naval Powers.

The meeting emphasized that a reduction of milii tary standing allows the
resources economized to be directed to the needs of social and economic
development. In that connection, the effective sol ut;on of the prcblem of
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Also mentioned was the great importance of joint and individual
initiatives for promoting the solution of security problems as they affect
various regions of the continent, in particular, for creating a nuclear-free
corridor and a zone free of chemical weapons in central Europe; for armaments
reduction and confidence building in central Europe; for creating along the
line of contact of the States of the two alliances a zone of confidencs,
co-operation and good-neigbourly relations; for creating in the Balkans a zone
free of nuclear and chemical weapons; for converting the Mediterranean into a
zone of peace and co-operation; and for a drastic reduction of the level of
military confrontation in northern Europe. They support multilateral and
bilateral practical steps for the implementation of those initiatives.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty consider that disarmament
measures must be accompanied by strict appropriate measures of control. They
are prepared to join in the most effective solutions leading to the creatiom
of a comprehensive disarmament-control system. In this connection, the
United Nations could play a constructive role.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty reiterate their recent appeal to
the States members of the North Atlantic alliance calling on them to utilize
the opportunities now emerging for completely overcoming the consequences of
the '"Cold War'" in Europe and worldwide. They reaffirm their position of
principle in favour of disbanding both of the military-political alliances.

III.

The focus of the efforts of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty
continues to be the task of ensuring stability and security in Europe, the
consolidation of relations there of a new type based on overcoming
confrontation, and strengthening confidence and good-neighbourliness. They
advocate the development of broad mutually advantageous co-operation on an
equal footing in various fields, the participation of all countries and
peoples in settling the pressing problems of the continent. The main
foundation for building the new Europe must continue to be the common European
process.

Expressing their firm intention to foster by every means intensification
of the Helsinki process, the meeting's participants base themselves on the
principle that the creation of a Europe of peace and co-operation is not
possible in isolation from all that has been achieved on the continent both
over the centuries and during recent decades. Differences between particular
States or groups of States must not hinder mutual understanding and
interaction. On the contrary, the diversity of experience of the European
peoples can become a source of mutual enrichment. In this connection, it is
important for the processes taking place in different parts of the continent
to facilitate the development of inter-State relations on a bilateral,
multilateral, and common European basis.

The States participating in the Meeting attach great importance to the
build-up of mutually advantageous economic and scientific-technical
co-operation among the countries participating in the CSCE. This would enable
each country to make optimum use of its material and human resources, and the
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possibilities offered by the internmational division of labour in the interests
of their social and economic development. It is necessary to remove the
obstacles and restrictions on the path of development of trade, scientific,
technical and production links, and to broaden mutual access to modern
technologies.

The gqguestion of expanding and intensifying multilateral and bilateral
co—operation in the solution of pressing ecological problems has acquired
particular urgency. Europe could set an example in this respect.

An inseparable part of efforts to normalize the situation in Europe is
the expansion of co~operation in the humanitarian field, the encouragement of
human contacts, the development of collaboration in information exchanges and
the flow of information as well as in culture and education.

One of the first requisites for ensuring peace and co-operation in Europe
is that all human rights and fundamental freedoms contained in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, in the International Covenants on Economic and
Social, and Civil and Political Rights, in the Helsinki Final Act and in other
United Nations and CSCE documents should be achieved in each country. The
Warsaw Treaty States call for the full achievement of the civil, political,
economic, social, cultural and other rights in their interdependence.

The strengthening of peace and security in Europe would contribute to
solving many serious social problems with which the peoples of the continent
are confronted, would ensure the right to life and to work.

The Meeting's participants stress that a firm rebuff must be given to any
manifestations of revanchism and chauvinism, any form of sowing hatred among
peoples. They share the concern of public opinion in the western European
countries about growing manifestations of neo-fascism.

The allied socialist States attach a primordial importance to ensuring
military, political and territorial stability in Europe. They start from the
fact that each people decides the fate of its country, and has the right to
choose its sociopolitical and economic system, the State system it thinks
fit. There can be no single standard for the organization of society.

Stability presupposes renunciation of confrontational doctrines, of
reliance on force, inadmissibility of direct or indirect interference in the
domestic affairs of States. No country may dictate events in ancother country,
claim the position of judge or arbiter.

v

The People's Republic of Bulgaria, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic,
the German Democrztic Republic, the Hungarian People's Republic, the Polish
le*s Republic, the Socialist Republic of Romania and the Union of Soviet
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understandings on deep arms cuts and on disarmament, the strengthening of
security and stability in Europe, the transition from confrontation to
collaboration in relations among States, the building of a Europe of lasting
peace, good-neighbourliness and collaboration. They will be receptive to and
support any step or constructive proposal in this direction.

For the People's Republic of Bulgaria
TODOR ZHIVKOV
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Bulgarian Communist Party,
President of the State Council
of the People's Republic of Bulgaria

For the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
MILOS JAKES
General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia

For the German Democratic Republic
ERICH HONECKER
General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany
Chairman of the Council of State
of the German Democratic Republic

For the Hungarian People's Republic
REZS50 NYERS
President of the Hungarian Socialist Workers' Party

For the Polish People's Republic
WOJCIECH JARUZELSKI
First Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Polish United Workers' Party,
President of the Council of State of the
Polish People's Republic

For the Socialist Republic of Romania
NICOLAE CEAUSESCU
General Secretary of the Romanian Communist Party,
President of the Socialist Republic of Romania

For the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
MIKHAIL SERGEYEVICH GORBACHEV
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union
President of the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Bucharest, 8 July 1989
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LETTER DATED 1 AUGUST 1989 ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF THE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNION OF SOVIET
SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ON THE PREVENTION OF DANGEROUS MILITARY
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the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on
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12 June 1989.

I would request that you make arrangements for the Agreement to be issuecd
as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) Max L. Friedersdorf
United States Representative to
the Conference on Disarmament

*/ The official Russian text of the above-mentioned "Agreement between
the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics" is
to be found in CD/942.

GE.89-62844/3605A



CD/943
page 2

AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
AND THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNION
OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ON THE
PREVENTION OF DANGEROUS MILITARY ACTIVITIES

The Government of the United States of America and the ,
Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, hereinafter

referred to as the Parties,

Confirming their desire to improve relations and deepen mutual

understanding,

Convinced of the necessity to prevent dangerous military
activities, and thereby to reduce the possibility of incidents

arising between their armed forces,

Committed to resolving expeditiously and peacefully any
incident between their armed forces which may arise as a result of

dangerous military activities,

Desiring to ensure the safety of the personnel and equipment
of their armed forces when operating in proximity to one another

during peacetime, and

Guided'by generally recognized principles and rules of

international law,

Have agreed as follows:
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ARTICLE I
For the purposes of this Agreement:

1. "Armed forces" means, for the United States of America:
the armed forces of the United States, including the United States
Coast Guard; for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: the arme

forces of the USSR, and the Border Troops of the USSR.

2. "Personnel"” means any individual, military or civilian,

who is serving in or is employed by the armed forces of the Partie

3. "Equipment"” means any ship, aircraft or ground hardware o

the armed forces of the Parties.

4. "Ship" means any warshié or auxiliary shib of the arméd

forces of the Parties.

5. "Aircraft"” means any military aircraft of the armed forces

of the Parties, excluding spacecraft.

6. "Ground hardware" means any materiel of the armed forces

of the Parties designed for use on land.

7. "Laser"” means any source of intense, coherent, highly
directional electromagnetic radiation in the visible, infrared, or
‘ultraviolet regions that is based on the stimulated radiation of

electrons, atoms or molecules.

8. "Special Caution Area” means a region, designated mutually
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by the Parties, in which personnel and equipment of their armed
forces are present and, due to circumstances in the region, in
which special measures shall be undertaken in accordance with this

Agreement.

9. "Interference with command and control networks" means
actions that hamper, interrupt or 1imit‘the operation of the
signals and information transmission means and systems providing
for the control of,persdnhel and ‘equipment of the armed forces of a

Party.

ARTICLE 11

1. In accordance with the provisions of this Agreement, each
Party shall take'hecessaryvmeasures dirécted,toward preventing
dangerous military activities, whiéh are the following activities
of personnel and equipment,of'its\armed forces when operating in
proximity to personnel and equipment of the armed forces of the

other Party during peacetime:

(a) ﬁntering by personnel and equipment of the armed
forces of one Party into the national territory of
the other Party owing to circumstances brought abou”

by force majeure, or as a result of unintentional

actions by such personnel;

(b) Using a laser in such a manner that its radiation
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could cause harm to personnel or damage to equipment

of the armed forces of the other Party;

(c) Hampering the activities of the personnel and
equipment of the armed forces of the other Party in
a Special Caution Area in a manner which could cause

harm to personnel or damage to equipment; and

(d) 1Interfering with command and control networks in a
manner which could cause harm to personnel or damage

to equipment of the armed forces of the other Party.

2. The Parties shall take measures to ensure expeditious
termination and resolution by peaceful means, without resort to the
threat or use of force, of wny incident which may arise as a result

of dangerous military activities.

3. additional provisions concerning prevention of dangerous
military activities and resolution of any incident which-may arise
as a result of those activities are contained in Articles III, IV,

Vv and VI of this Agreement and the Annexes thereto.

ARTICLE III

1. In the interest of mutual safety, personnel of the armed
forces of the Parties shall exercise great caution and prudence

while operating near the national tefritory of the other Party.
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2. 1If, owing to circumstances brought about by force majeure
or as a result of unintentional actions, as set forth in Article 1II,
subparagraph 1(a) of this Agreement, personnel and equipment of the
armed forces of one Party enter into the national territory of the
other Party, such personnel shall adhere to the procedures set forth

in Annexes 1 and 2 to this Agreement. : ,

ARTICLE IV:

1. When personnel of the armed forces of one Party, in
proximity to personnel and equipmeﬁt of the armed forces of the
other Party, intend to use a laser and that use could cause harm to
personnel or damage to equipment of the armed forces of that other
Party, the pefsonnel of thé armed forces of the Party infending such’
use of a laser shall attempt to notify the relevant personnel of the
~armed forces of the 6thet‘Party. In any case, bersonnel of the
armed forces of the Party intending use of a laser shall follow

appropriate safety measures.

2. If personnel of the armed forces of one Party believe that
personnel of the armed-forces of the other Party are using a laser
in a manner which could cause harm to them or damage to their
equipment, they shall immediately attempt to establish
communications to seek termination of such use. 1If the personnel of
the armed forces of the Party having received such notification are

actually using a laser in proximity to the area indicated in the
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notification, they shall investigate the relevant circumstances. If
their use of a laser could in fact cause harm to personnel or damage
to equipment of the armed forces of the other Party, they shall

terminate such use.

3. Notifications with respect to the use of a laser shall be

made in the manner provided for in Annex 1 to this Agreement.

ARTICLE V

1. Each Party may propose to the other Party that the Parties
agree to designate a region as a Special Caution Area. The other
Party may accept or decline the proposal. Either Party also has the
right to request that a meeting of the Joint Military Commission be
convened, in accordance with Article IX of this Agreement, to

discuss such a proposal.

2. Personnel of the arméd forces of the Parties present in a
designated Special Caution Area ghall establish and maintain
.communications, in accordance with Annex 1 to this Agreement, and
undertake other measures as may be later agreed upon by the Parties,

in order to prevent dangerous military activities and to resolve any

incident which may arise as a result of such activities.

3. Each Party has the right to terminate an arrangement with
respect to a designated Special Caution Area. The Party intending

to exercise this right shall provide timely notification of such
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intent to the other Party, including the date énd time of
termination of such an arrangement, through use of the
communications channel set forth in paragraph 3 of Article VII of

this Agfeement.

ARTICLE VI.

1. When personnel of ﬁhe armed forces of one Party, in
proximity to personnel»ana;equipment'of the armed forces of the
other Party, detect interference with their command and control
networks which could cause harm to them or damage to their
equipment, they may inform the relevant personnel of the armed
forces of the other Party if they believe that the interference is
béing caused by such personnel and equiﬁmené of the armed forces of

that Party.

2. 1If the personnel of the armed forces of the Party having
received such information establish thzt this interference with the
command and control networks is being caused by their activities,

they shall take expeditious measures to terminate the interference.

ARTICLE VII

1. For the purpose of preventing dangerous military
activities, and expeditiously resolving any incident which may arise
as a result of such activities, the armed forces of the Parties
shall establish and maintain communications as provided for in

Annex 1 to this Agreement.
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2. The Parties shall exchange appropriate information on
instances of dangerous military activities or incidents which may
arise as a result of such activities, as well as on other issues

related to this Agreement.

3. The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the United
States shall convey information referred to in paragraph 2 of this
Article through the Defense Attache of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics in Washington, D.C. The Chief of the General Staff of the
Armed Forces of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics shall convey
such information through the Defense Attache of the United States in

Moscow.

ARTICLE VIII

1. This Agreement shall not affect the rights and obligations
of the Parties under other international agreements and arrangements
in force. between the Parties, and the rights of individual or
collective self-defense and of navigation and overflight, in
accordance with international law. Consistent with the foregoing,
the Parties shall implement the provisions of this Agreehent, taking

into account the sovereign interests of both Parties.

2. Nothing in this Agreement shall be directed against any
Third Party. Should an incident encompassed by this Agreement occur
in the territory of an ally of a Paréy, that Party shall have the

right to consult with its ally as to appropriate measures to be taken.
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ARTICLE IX

1. To promote the objectives and implementation of the
provisions of this Agreement, the Parties hereby establish a Joint
Military Commission. Within the framework of the Commission, the

Parties shall consider:

(a) Compliance with the obligations assumed in this

Agreement;

(b) Possible ways to ensure‘a higher level of safety for

the personnel and equipment of their armed forces; and

(c) Other measures as may be necessary to improve the

viability and effectiveness of this. Agreement.
2. Meetings of the Joint Military Commission shall be convened
annually or more frequently as may be agreed ﬁpon by the Parties.
ARTICLE X

1. This Agreement, including its Annexes, which form an

integral part thereof, shall enter into force on January 1, 1990.

2. This Agreement may be terminated by either Party six months

after written notice thereof is given to the other Party.

3. This Agreement shall be registered in accordance with

Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations.
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Done at Moscow on the twelfth of June, 1989, in two copies,
each in the English and Russian languages, both texts beiné equally

authentic.

FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE FOR*THE GOVERNMENT OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA UNION QF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
Chairman of the Joint  Chief of the General Staff of

Chiefs of Staff the Armed Forces of the USSR
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ANNEX 1

PROCEDURES FOR ESTABLISHING AND MAINTAINING COMMUNICATIONS

Section I
Communications Channels R

For the purpose of implementing this Agreement, the armed
forces of the Parties shall provide for establishing and

maintaining, as necessary, .communications at the following levels:

(a) The Task Force Commander of the armed forces of one
Party present in a Special Caution Area and the Task
Force Commander of the armed forces of the other

" Party in the same Area;

(b) Commander* of a ship, aircraft, ground vehicle or
ground unit of the armed forces of one Party and the
Commander* of .a ship, aircraft, ground vehicle or
ground unit of the armed forces of the other Party;

and

(c) Commander* of an aircraft of the armed forces of one
Party and an air traffic control or monitoring

facility of the other Party.

* ~Commander"” means the individual with authority to command or
lead a ship, aircraft, ground vehicle or ground unit.
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Section II

Radio F .

1. To establish radio communication, as necessary, the

following frequencies shall be used:

(a).

(b)

(c)

(4)

between aircraft of the Parties or between an
aircraft of one Party and an air traffic control or
monitoring facility of the other Party: on VHF band
frequency 121.5 MHz or 243.0 MHz, or on HF band
frequency 4125.0 KHz (alternate 6215.5 KHz); after
initial contact is made, the working frequency

130.0 MHz or 278.0 MHz, or 4125.0 KHz should be used;

between ships of the Parties and ship-to-shore: on
VHF band frequency 156.8 MHz, or on HF .band frequency

2182.0 KHz;

between a ship of one Party and an aircraft of the
other Party: on VHF band frequency 121.5 MHz or
243.0 MHz; after initial contact is made, the working

frequency 130:5 MHz or 278.0 MHz shall be used; and

between ground vehicles or ground units of the armed
forces of the Parties: on VHF band frequency
44.0 MHz (alternate 46.5 MHz), or on HF band

frequency 4125.0 KHz (alternate 6215.5 KHz).



CD/943
page 14

2. The Parties agree to conduct necessary testing to ensure

reliability of the communications channels agreed by the Parties.

Section III

Signals and Phrases

1. The Parties recognize that the lack of radio communication
can increase the danger to the personnel and equipment of their
armed forces involved in ény.incident which may arise as a resulﬁ of
dangerous military activities. Personnel of £he armed forces of the
Parties involved in such iqcidents who are unable to establish radio
communication, or who estéblish radio communication but cannot be
understood, shall try to communicate using those signals referred to
in this Section. 1In addition, such personnel shall attempt to
establish communications with other persqonnel of their armed forces,
who in turn shall take measures to resolve the incident through

communications channels set forth in this Agreement.

2. Ship-to-ship and ship-to-shore communications shall be
conducted using'signals and phrases as set forth in the
International Code of Signals of 1965 and the Special Signals
developed in accordance with the Agreement between the Government of
the United States of America and the Government of the Union of
Soviet Soéialist Republics on the Prevention of Incidents On and
Over the High Seas of 1972. Aircraft-to-aircraft communications

shall be conducted using signals and phrases for intercepting and
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intercepted aircraft contained in the Rules of the Air, Annex 2 to
the 1944 Convention on International Civil Aviation (Chicagoc
Convention). The additional signals and phrases contained in

paragraph 4 of this Section may also be used.

3. Whenever aircraft of the Parties come into visual contact
with each other, their aircrews shall monitor the frequency
121.5 MHz or 243.0 MHz. 1If it 1is necessary to exchange information,
but communications in a coﬁmon language are not possible, attempts
shall be made to convey essential information and acknowledgement of
instrﬁctions by using phrases referred to in paragraphs 2 and 4 of
this Section. 1If radio communication is not possible, then visual

signals shall be used.

4. The following table contains additional signals and phrases
for communications between aircraft, ships, ground vehicles or

ground units, in accordance with this Agreement:
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ANNEX 2

PROCEDURES FOR THE RESOLUTION OF
INCIDENTS RELATED TO ENTERING INTO NATIONAL TERRITORY
This Annex sets forth the procedures for the expeditious
resolution, by peaceful means, of any incident which may arise
during entry being made by personnel and equipment of the armed
forces of one Party into the national territory of the other Party
owing to-circumstances bréﬁght about: by force majeure or as a result
of unintentional actions, as set forth in‘ArEicle II, subparagraph

1(a) 6f this Agreement.

Section I

. Enteriﬁgblnto National Territory
1. When personnel 65 theﬁarmed forces of one Party -are aware
that, owing to circumstances brought about by force majeure, they
may enter or have entered into the national territory of the other
ﬁarty, they shall continuously attempt to establish and maintain
communications with personnel of the armed forces of the other

Party, as provided for in Annex 1 to this Agreement.

2. Upon receiving a communication from personnel of the armed
forces of a Party who are aware that they may enter or have entered
into the national territory of the other Party, personnel of the

armed forces of that other Party shall provide them appropriate
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instructions as to subsequent actions, and assistance to the extent

of existing capabilities.

3. If personnel and equipment of the armed forces of a Party
enter into the_national territory of the other Party, the personnel
shall take into consideration any instructions received from the
personnel of the armed forces of the other Party that are
appropriate to the existing circumstances and, subject to the
provisions of Article VIiI, paragraph 1 of this Agreement, shall
either depért the.national territory or proceed to a designated

location.

4. Personnel of the armed forces of a Party having entered
into the national territory of the other Party, upon arrival at the
location designated by personnel of the armed forces of that other

Party, shall be:

(a) Accorded an opportunity to contact their Defense

Attache or consular authorities as soon as possible;
(b) Cared for properly and their equipment protected; and

(c) Assisted in repairing their equipment in order to
facilitate their departure from the national
territory, and in departing at the earliest

opportunity.
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Section I1I

Entering.Into National Territory As A
Result Of Unintentional Actions Of Personnel
1. When the personnel of the armed forces of one Party
establish that personnel and equipment of the armed forces of the
other Party may enter into their national territory as a result of
unintentional actions or that such an entry has already taken place,
the personnellwho have made this dete;mination shall continuously
attempt to establish and maintain communications with the personnel
of the a;med forces of that other Party, as provided for in Annex 1
to this Agreeﬁent. The purpose of such communications is: to alert
personnel of the armed forces of that other Party of the possibility
of entry or the fact of entry into national territory; to clarify
the reasons for and.circumstances of their actions; to recommend
that they take measures to prevent such an entry, if possible; or,

to render them assistance as appropriate.

2. Personnel of the armed forces of a Party, having been
alerted that they may enter into the national territory of the other
Party, shall, if possible, undertake measures so that their actions

do not result in such an entry.

3. 1If personnel and equipment of the armed forces of a Party
enter into the national territory of the other Party, the personnel
shall take into consideration any instructions received from the

personnel of the armed forces of the.other Party that are
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appropriate to the existing circumstances and, subject to the
provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 1 of this Agreement, shall
either depart the national territory or proceed to a designated
location. With respect to personnel and equipment which have
arrived at é designated location, the procedures provided for in

Section I, paragraph 4 of this Annex shall be applicable.
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AGREED STATEMENTS
IN CONNECTION WITH THE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA AND THE GOVERNMENT OF
THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ON THE
PREVENTION OF DANGEROUS MILITARY ACTIVITIES
In connection with the Agreement Between the Government of the
United States of America and the Government of the Union of Soviet

Socialist Republics on the Prevention of Dangerous Military

Activities, the Parties have agreed as follows:

First agreed statement. In the case of any entry by personnel

and equipment of the armed forces of one Party into the national
territo}y of the other Péfty owing to.circumstances brought about by
force majeure or as a result of unintentional actions by such
‘pefsonnel, as set forth in Article II, subparagraph 1(a) of the
Agreement Between the Government of the United States of America and
the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Prevention of Dangerous Military Activities, the procedures set
forth in Annexes 1 and 2 to this Agreement shall apply regardless of
whether that other Party has been-ﬁade aware of the cifcumstances of

such entry.
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Second acreed statement. As indicated in Article VIII of the

Agreement Between the Government of the United States of America and
the Goverrnnent of the Urion of Soviet Socialist Republics on the

Prevention of Dangerous Military Activities, this Agreement doss not

e

affect rignts of navigation under international law, including the

cighz ¢f warships to exercise innocent passage.

7 g TR

Craicmar the Joinc Chief of the General Staff of
Cniefs of Staif the Armed Forces of the USSR



CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT cp/967

14 February 1990

Original: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 12 FEBRUARY 1990 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE

OF NIGERIA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON

DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING THE TEXT OF A PROPOSED AGREEMENT ON

THE PROHIBITION OF THE USE OR THREAT OF USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

AGAINST NON-NUCLEAR-WEAPON STATES PARTIES TO THE TREATY ON THE .
NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

I have the honour to transmit herewith the text of the Agreement on
the Prohibition of the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons Against
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, proposed by the Government of the Federal Republic
of Nigeria and addressed to the Depositary Governments of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, by the Honourable Minister of External
Affairs of Nigeria, on 2 November 1989.

I should be grateful if you would arrange for the circulation of the text
of this Agreement as an official document of the Conference on Disarmament.

(Signed) E.A. Azikiwe
Permanent Representative

GE.90-60168/2716a
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AGREEMENT ON THE PROHIBITION OF THE USE OR THREAT OF USE

OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS AGAINST NON-NUCLEAR-WEAPON STATES

PARTIES TO THE TREATY ON THE NON—PROLIFERATION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS

The States Parties to this Agreement,

Being also parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons opened for signature at London, Moscow and Washington on
1 July 1968 (hereinafter called "the Treaty"), have hereby accepted the
following provisions:

Article I

Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Agreement undertakes not to use
or threaten to use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear-weapon State Party
to the Treaty which does not belong to a military alliance and does not have
other security arrangements providing for mutual defence with a nuclear-weapon
State.

Article 1II

Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Agreement undertakes not to use
or threaten to use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear-weapon State Party
to the Treaty which belongs to a military alliance, or have other security
arrangements providing for mutual defence, with a nuclear-weapon State but has
no nuclear weapons stationed on its territory. The non-nuclear-weapon
State Party to the Treaty referred to in this Article undertakes not to
partake in, or contribute to, any military attack on any nuclear-weapon State
Party to this Agreement, or its allies, Parties to the Treaty, except in
self-defence, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations.

Article III

1. This Agreement shall be signed and shall be subject to ratification, or
may be acceded to, as if the provisions of Article IX of the Treaty applied
hereto.

2. This Agreement shall enter into force in respect of each State on the
date of deposit of the instrument of ratification or accession of the State
concerned.

3. The duration of this Agreement shall be the same as that of the Treaty
and the provision regarding denunciation contained in Article X, paragraph 1,
of the Treaty shall be applicable to it.

Article IV

This Agreement, the English, Russian, French and Chinese texts of which
are equally authentic, shall be deposited in the archives of the Depositary
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Governments. Duly certified copies of this Agreement shall be transmitted by
the Depositary Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding
States.

In witness WHEREOF the undersigned plenipotentiaries, having deposited
their full powers, found to be in good and due form, hereby sign this

Agreement on behalf of their respective Governments.

Done in triplicate, at the cities of London, Moscow and Washington,
the ......day of ......, one thousand nine hundred and .....






CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT cD/973

23 February 1990

Original: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 20 FEBRUARY 1990 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT
TRANSMITTING DOCUMENTS FROM THE WYOMING AND MOSCOW MEETINGS BETWEEN THE
UNITED STATES SECRETARY OF STATE JAMES A. BAKER, III AND UNION OF SOVIET

SOCIALIST REPUBLICS FOREIGN MINISTER EDUARD A. SHEVARDNADZE */ R

I have the honour to forward to you the following documents from the
Wyoming and Moscow Meetings between the United States Secretary of State
James A. Baker, III and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics Foreign Minister
Eduard A. Shevardnadze.

— Joint Statement on Chemical Weapons by the United States and the Unio
of Soviet Socialist Republics adopted in Jackson Hole, Wyoming,
United States of America, on 23 September 1989.

— The Memorandum of Understanding Between the Government of the .
United States of America and the Government of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics Regarding a Bilateral Verification Experiment and
Data Exchange Related to the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons signed
23 September 1989, in Jackson Hole, Wyoming, United States of America.

~ Joint Statement on Chemical Weapons by the United States and the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics adopted in Moscow, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, on 10 February 1990.

— The Chapeau and Part I (Arms Control and Disarmament Issues) of
the United States and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics Joint
Statement adopted in Moscow, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on
10 February 1990.

In accordance with past practice and agreement, Minister Batsanov, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics Representative to the Conference on Disarmament,
will transmit these documents in Russian to the Conference on Disarmament.

I ask that you take the appropriate steps to enter these papers as
official documents of the Conference on Disarmament and have them distributed
to all member delegations and non-member States participating in the work of
the Conference.

(Signed) STEPHEN J. LEDOGAR

Representative of the United States
of America to the Conference on Disarmament

*/ The official Russian texts of the documents mentioned herein are to
be found in CD/974.

AT ON ANDEN/1RE7ER
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JOINT STATEMENT ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS
23 September 1989

During their 22-23 September meeting in Jackson Hole, Wyoming, Secretary
of State James A. Baker, III and Foreign Minister Eduard A. Shevardnadze
reaffirmed the commitment of the United States and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics to pursue aggressively the prohibition of chemicz! weapons
and the destruction of all stockpiles of such weapons on the basis of a
comprehensive, effectively verifiable and truly global ban. Both sides
consider the early conclusion and entry into force of a convention to this
effect to be one of the highest priorities for the intermational community.
They believe that with the active and constructive participation of all States
it will be possible to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to
conclude the Convention at the earliest date, and call upon all parties to the
negotiations to join them in achieving this objective.

The two sides also believe that greater openness between them and among
others could contribute to the prospects for reaching an early agreement on an
effective ban on chemical weapons. As a concrete expression of the commitment
of their two countries toward this end, the Secretary of State and the Foreign
Minister signed a Memorandum of Understanding regarding a bilateral
verification experiment and data exchange. The steps agreed upon in the
memorandum are intended to facilitate the process of negotiation, signature
and ratification of a comprehensive, effectively verifiable and truly global
convention on the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons.

The verification experiment and data exchange will be conducted 3imn two
phases. Phase I involves the exchange of general data on the sides’' chemical
weapons capabilities and a series of visits to relevant military and civil
facilities on their respective territories. In Phase II the sides will
exchange detailed data and permit on-site inspections to verify the accuracy
of the information exchanged.

The sides also agreed to undertake a co-operative effort with respect to
the destruction of chemical weapons. They agreed to reciprocal visits to
monitor destruction operations of the other side, and to the exchange of
information on past, current and planned destruction activities and procedures.

The sides noted their agreement on some procedures for conducting
challenge inspections and on the provisions governing the order of destruction
of chemical weapons and of chemical weapons production facilities. These two
approaches will be introduced into the multilateral negotiations in Geneva in
an effort to contribute to those negotiations. They also stressed the need to
concentrate in the near future on resolving remaining verification-related
issues. The two sides intend to pursue intensively their bilateral
discussions on a chemical weapons ban with the view to help achieve further
progress in the multilateral negotiations.

The Secretary of State and the Foreign Minister expressed their grave
concern about the growing danger posed to international peace and security by
the risk of the illegal use of chemical weapons as long as such weapons exist
and are spread. They reaffirmed the importance of and their commitment to the
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final declaration of the Paris Conference on the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons held earlier this year as well as their commitment to the 1925 Geneva
Protocol. The two sides emphasized the obligation of all States not to use
chemical weapons in violation of international law and urged that prompt and
effective measures be taken by the international community if that obligation
is violated. In this regard, they underscored their support for the

United Nations Secretary-General in investigating reports of violations of the
Geneva Protocol or other relevant rules of customary international law.

The sides welcomed Australia's convening of a Government-Industry
Conference against chemical weapons, which has just concluded in Canberra.
They noted that this conference provided an important opportunity for serious-
discussion between Government and industy representatives from around the
world. The sides expressed satisfaction with the extensive and productive
work accomplished at the conference and the positive results reflected in the’
Chairman's final summary statement.

Finally, the sides expressed the view that a truly global, comprehensive
and effectively verifiable ban on chemical weapons is the best means to
address the threat posed by the spread of chemical weapons on a durable
long-term basis. In the meantime, the sides emphasized their readiness to
attempt to prevent the proliferation of chemical weapons. They intend to
continue consultations on this issue.
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNION OF SOVIET

SOCIALIST REPUBLICS AND THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

REGARDING A BILATERAL VERIFICATION EXPERIMENT AND DATA EXCHANGE RELATED
TO PROHIBITION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

The Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
Government of the United States of America,

Determined to facilitate the process of negotiation, signature and
ratification of a comprehensive, effectively verifiable, and truly global
convention on the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons,

Convinced that increased openness about their chemical weapons
capabilities is essential for building the confidence necessary for early
completion of the convention,

Desiring also to gain experience in the procedures and measures for
verification of the convention,

Having agreed as follows:
I. GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. As set forth below, the two sides shall conduct a bilateral
verification experiment and data exchange related to the prohibition of
chemical weapons.

2. The bilateral verification experiment and data exchange shall be
conducted in two phases. In Phase I, the two sides shall exchange general
data on their chemical weapons capabilities and carry out a series of visits
to relevant facilities. In Phase II, the two sides shall exchange detailed
data and perform on-site inspection to verify the accuracy of those data.

3. The bilateral verification experiment and data exchange is intended
to facilitate the process of negotiation, signature and ratification of a
comprehensive, effectively verifiable and truly global convention on the
prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons by:

(1) enabling each side to gain confidence in the data on chemical
weapons capabilities that will be provided under the provisions of
the convention;

(2) enabling each side to gain confidence in the inspection procedures
that will be used to verify compliance with the conventionj; and

(3) facilitating the elaboration of the provisions of the convention.

4, Terms used in this Memorandum shall have the same meaning as in the
draft convention text under negotiation by the Conference on Disarmament. The
draft convention text that is current as of the date of the exchange of data
shall be used.

5. Data shall be current as of the date of the exchange, and shall
encompass all sites and facilities specified below, wherever they are located.
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6. Each side shall take appropriate steps to protect the
confidentiality of the data it receives. Each side undertakes not to divulge
this data without the explicit consent of the side that provided the data.

II. PHASE I

In Phase I, each side shall provide the following date pertaining to its
chemical weapons capabilities:

1. the aggregate quantity of its chemical weapons in agent tons;

2. the specific types of chemicals it possesses that are defined as
chemical weapons, indicating the common name of each chemicalj;

3. the percentage of each of its declared chemicals that is stored in .
munitions and devices, and the percentage that is stored in storage containers;

4, the precise location of each of its chemical weapons storage
facilities;

5. for each of its declared chemical weapons storage facilities:

- the common name of each chemical defined as a chemical weapon
that is stored there;

— the percentage of the precise aggregate quantity of its chemical
weapons that is stored there; and

— the specific types of munitions and devices that are stored there;

6. the precise location of each of its chemical weapons production
facilities, indicating the common name of each chemical that has been or is
being produced at each facility; and

7. the precise location of each of its facilities for destruction of
chemical weapons, including those currently existing, under construction, or
planned.

In Phase I, each side shall permit the other side to visit some of its
chemical weapons storage and production facilities, the exact number of which
will be agreed upon as soon as possible. In addition, each side shall permit
the other side to visit two industrial chemical production facilities. Each
side will select the facilities to be visited by the other side.

III. PHASE II

In Phase II, each side shall provide the following data pertaining to its
chemical weapons capabilities:

1. the chemical name of each chemical it possesses that is defined as a
chemical weapon;

2. the detailed inventory, including the quantity, of the chemical
weapons at each of its chemical weapons storage facilities;
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3. its preliminary general plans for destruction of chemical weapons
under the convention, including the characteristics of the facilities it
expects to use and the time schedules it expects to follow;

4, the capacity of each of its chemical weapons production facilities;

5. preliminary general plans for closing and destroying each of its
chemical weapons production facilities under the convention, including the
methods it expects to use and the time schedules it expects to follow;

6. the precise location and capacity of its planned single small-scale
facility allowed under the convention for the production, for non-prohibited
purposes under strict safeguards, of a limited quantity of chemicals that pose
a high risk, i.e, Schedule 1 chemicals;

7. the precise location, nature and general scope of activities of any
facility or establishment designed, constructed or used since 1 January 1946
for development of chemical weapons, inter alia, laboratories and test and
evaluation sites.

IV. TIMING

1. Except as specified below, Phase I data shall be exchanged not later
than 31 December 1989. Visits shall begin not later than 30 June 1990,
provided that the sides have agreed, with appropriate lead time, on the number
of visits, ‘as well as on the programmes and other detailed arrangements for
the visits and assuming that the sides have agreed by 31 December 1989 on the
type of facility to be visited by each side in its first visit to the other
side.

2. In Phase I each side may withhold temporarily, for reasons of
security, data on the locations of storage facilities that together contain a
total quantity of chemical weapons that is not more than 2 per cent of the
precise quantity of its chemical weapons. In addition, the other data
pertaining to these locations, as specified in Section II, paragraph 5, shall
be grouped under the heading "other storage locations' without reference to
specific locations. Precise data pertaining to these locations shall be
exchanged later in Phase I on a subsequent date to be agreed.

3. Phase II data shall be exchanged on an agreed date not less than
four months prior to the initialing of the text of the convention. At that
time, both sides shall formally and jointly acknowledge the possibility of
initialing the convention within four months.

V. VERIFICATION

1. Each side shall use its own national means to evaluate Phase I data
and Phase II data.

2. During Phase I, the sides shall hold consultations to discuss the
information that has been presented and visits that have been exchanged. The
sides will co-operate in clarifying ambiguous situatioms.

3. During Phase II, each side shall have the opportunity to verify
Phase I and Phase II data by means of on-site inspections. The purpose of
these inspections shall be to verify the accuracy of the data that has been
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exchanged and to gain confidence that the signature and ratification of the
convention will take place on the basis of up-to-date and verified data on the
chemical weapons capabilities of the sides.

4, Prior to the initialing of the convention, each side shall have the
opportunity to select and inspect at its discretion up to five facilities from
the list of chemical weapons storage facilities and chemical weapons
production facilities declared by the other side. During Phase I, the sides
will consider whether each side may inspect not less than half of the declared
facilities of the other side if their number is more than 10. Should either
side as of the date of the Phase II exchange possess a single small-scale
facility for production of Schedule 1 chemicals, it shall be subject to an
additional inspection.

Each side shall also have the opportunity to carry out up to
five challenge inspections, as specified below. All inspections shall be
carried out within the agreed four months from the date of the declaration
pertaining to Phase II, referred to in Section IV.

5. While the signed convention is being considered by their respective
legislative bodies, each side shall have the opportunity to request from the
other side, and to obtain from it, updated data. Each side shall have the
opportunity to conduct up to five challenge inspections, as specified below.
During this process, the two sides will consult with their respective
legislative bodies, as appropriate, in accordance with their constitutional
requirements.

For each side, these inspections shall be carried out within a four-month
period, beginning with the date that it conducts its first inspection. The
sides shall consult and agree on the dates when the first inspection will be
conducted by each side. The dates shall be chosen to ensure that the
inspections shall be conducted by both sides at approximately the same time.
Once the inspections begin, the sides may, by mutual consent, extend the
four-month periods for an additional specified period.

6. Inspections of declared facilities, as well as challenge
inspections, shall be conducted in accordance with the corresponding
provisions of the draft convention, taking into account that these inspections
are being carried out on a bilateral basis and do not involve the bodies that
will be established under the convention. If necessary, the two sides shall
supplement the provisions of the draft convention by mutually-agreed
procedures.

7. Challenge inspections may be made at any location or facility of the
other side, as provided for in the draft convention text, except that, for the
purposes of this Memorandum and without creating a precedent, challenge
inspections at facilities not on the territory of the sides may be made only
at military facilities of a side in a limited number of countries; the sides
will agree later on these specific countries.

8. Challenge inspections conducted pursuant to this Memorandum shall be
conducted in a manner consistent with the domestic law of the side being
inspected and shall be based on a recognition by both sides of the need to
resolve concerns and build confidence.
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9. To clarify questions related to the data provided during Phase I
and Phase II, the two sides shall employ normal diplomatic channels,
specifically-designated representatives, or such other means as may be agreed
upon.

VI. FORMAT

1. Unless otherwise provided in this Memorandum, the agreed data shall
be provided according to the specifications contained in the draft convention
text for the declarations that are to be made not later than 30 days after the
convention enters into force.

2. Precise locations shall be specified by means of site diagrams of
facilities. Each diagram shall clearly indicate the boundaries of the
facility, all structures of the facility, and significant geographical relief
features in the vicinity of the facility. If the facility is located within a
larger complex, the diagram shall clearly specify the exact location within
the complex. On each diagram, the geographic co-ordinates of the center of
the facility shall be specified to the nearest second.

VII. ENTRY INTO FORCE
This Memorandum of Understanding shall enter into force upon signathre.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized by their
respective Governments, have signed this Memorandum of Understanding.

DONE at Jackson Hole, Wyoming, in duplicate this 23rd day of
September 1989, in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally
authentic.

FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNION OF THE SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS:
Eduard Shevardnadze

FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: James A. Baker III
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10 February 1990
JOINT STATEMENT ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS

During their 7-9 February meeting in Moscow, Secretary of State.

James A. Baker, III and Foreign Minister Eduard A. Shevardnadze reaifirmed
that chemical weapons must be eliminated worldwide. They have agreed on the
following framework for the achievement of this goal which they consider to be
a high priority:

o

The sides are determined to work to conclude and bring into force a
multilateral, effectively verifiable Chemical Weapons Convention banning
the development, production and use of chemical weapons and eliminating
all stocks on a global basis. To this effect they will work to expedite
the negotiations in Geneva with the view to resolving main outstanding
issues as soon as possible and to finalizing the draft convention at the
earliest date.

Even as these multilateral negotiations proceed, the sides will work out
a bilateral agreement on reciprocal obligations pending the intermational
Convention including, inter alia, the destruction of the bulk of their
CW stocks to equal low levels. They will proceed with the objective of
completing and signing such an agreement at the June 1990 summit meeting.

The agreement would establish a programme of co-operation on technology
and procedures for safe and expeditious as well as economically and
environmentally sound destruction of chemical weapons.

When the CW Convention enters into force, the sides will further reduce
their CW stocks to equal levels at a very small fraction of their present
holdings over the first eight years of operation of the Convention. All
remaining CW stocks should be eliminated over the subsequent two years.
0f course, all CW-capable States must adhere to the Convention.
Meanwhile, the sides will closely co-operate with each other and together
with other States to ensure that all CW-capable States adhere to the
Convention. Efforts to this effect are to begin without delay. The
sides share the view that both nations should be among the original
parties to the Convention whose ratification would be necessary for its
entry into force.

The multilateral Convention shall contain the provision that all
production of chemical weapons will halt upon its entry into force.

The sides will work out common principles that will guide their efforts
to prevent the proliferation of chemical weapons.
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10 February 1990
FROM THE JOINT STATEMENT

Secretary of State James A. Baker, III and Foreign Minister
Eduard A. Shevardnadze met 7-9 February in Moscow as part of the preparations
for the United States—Soviet summit to be held in June in the United States.
Proceeding from their common goal of building a more stable, constructive and
co—-operative relationship, they reviewed the broad range of issues on the
United States-Soviet agenda. The Secretary also was received by
Chairman Gorbachev for an open, wide-ranging exchange of views.

The Secretary and the Foreign Minister discussed developments in
United States-Soviet relations since the Wyoming ministerial and the Malta
meeting between President Bush and Chairman Gorbachev. They examined the
prospects for the summit, with the particular aim of advancing the objectives
and priorities defined by the two leaders in Malta.

The Secretary and the Foreign Minister noted with satisfaction the
progress that is being made in United States-Soviet relations. While certain
significant differences remain between the sides, their relationship is
increasingly marked by understanding, co-operation and the search for mutual
advantage. The Secretary and the Foreign Minister believe that candid
dialogue and continuing efforts at finding practical and concrete solutions
will further the significant progress that has been recorded to date.

In this context, the Moscow ministerial was a useful and important step
in preparing the ground for a productive summit. The high-level discussions
were complemented by experts' working groups on arms control, regional, human
rights, transnational and bilateral issues, as well as an informal group on
economic questions. Specific agreements were reached in several areas of the
agenda. '

I

The Secretary and the Foreign Minister held a thorough exchange of views
on arms control and disarmament issues. With respect to the Treaty on the
Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, they reaffirmed their
common objective, of resolving all major issues by the June summit in order to
allow signature of the Treaty by the end of the year. To further this goal,
the sides reached agreement or exchanged new proposals in a number of areas.

On air-launched cruise missiles, the sides made substantial progress on a
package approach, agreeing on all remaining issues with the exception of the
range threshold.

The sides also made good progress on sea-launched cruise missiles. The
sides agreed that such missiles would be dealt with by parallel, politically
binding declarations for the duration of the START Treaty. The Secretary and
the Foreign Minister agreed that the remining issues involving SLCMs would be
addressed at the negotiations in Geneva.

The sides agreed that there would be numerical limits on non-deployed
ballistic missiles and the warheads attributable to them for all ICBMs of a
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type that has been flight-tested from a mobile launcher. Other non-deployed
ballistic missiles, non-deployed cruise missiles and non-deployed heavy bomber
weapons will not be subject to numerical limits. The sides further agreed on
a régime governing the location and movement of all non-deployed ballsitic
missiles.

The sides reached agreement on major elements of a régime to ensure the
non-denial of telemetry data during flight tests of START-accountable
ballistic missiles. These provisions will be included in the START Treaty,
but will be implemented early, at the time of Treaty signature, through an
exchange of letters.

The United States side presented new proposals on verification of mobile
ICBMs, duration of the Treaty, phasing of reductions and attributiomn of ‘
warheads to future types of ballistic missiles. The Soviet side presented
new proposals dealing with non-circumvention. The Secretary and the
Foreign Minister instructed their negotiators to discuss these new proposals
and to expedite efforts on resolving remaining differences in the text of the
Treaty and its associated documents.

The sides discussed the Vienna negotiations on conventional force
reductions and reiterated their determination to conclude an agreement as soon
as possible in 1990. The sides discussed President Bush's 31 January proposal
on manpower which was presented by NATO in Vienna on 8 February, as well as
NATO's aircraft proposal presented on the same date. As a result of the
discussions in Moscow, the differences on personnel were narrowed. The sides
agreed to continue their discussions in the context of the negotiations in
Vienna and at the Ministers' meeting on '"Open Skies'" in Ottawa.

The Secretary and the Foreign Minister had extensive discussions on how
to proceed toward their common goal of achieving, through the negotiations in
Geneva, a global ban on the development, production, stockpiling and use of
chemical weapons and of their destruction. The United States and Soviet
delegations in Geneva were instructed to proceed with developing means of
practical co-operation in the area of chemical weapons elimination. The sides
issued a separate, more detailed statement on chemical weapons.

In discussions on nuclear testing, the sides made progress on resolving
the remaining issues. They believe that the task of completing the
verification protocols to the 1974 and 1976 threshold limitation treaties for
signing at the summit is realistic. The sides agreed on the right to
simultaneous use of hydrodynamic and in-country seismic yield measurements.
The sides also resolved several long-standing problems regarding the
implementation of the hydrodynamic yield measurement method. The sides
identified the three seismic stations in each country to be used for
in-country seismic yield measurements. The sides reaffirmed their adherence
to ine agreement reached in September 1987 with regard to the negotiations on
nuclear testing.

The Secretary and the Foreign Minister expressed their hope that the
Ottawa '"Open Skies'" conference - which they will both attend - would be a
success and lead to early agreement. They believe an "Open Skies'" régime can
make a genuine contribution to openness, transparency and stability.
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The Secretary and the Foreign Minister noted the recent consultations
between their experts on chemical weapons non-proliferation, missile
technology control and nuclear non-proliferation. They agreed to prepare a
document for consideration by their leaders covering both principles and

concrete steps of co-operation in all areas of non-proliferation - chemical,
missile and nuclear.

The sides conducted a discussion of the problem of non-proliferation of
missiles and missile technology. They noted that they both adhere to the
export guidelines of the existing régime relating to missiles, which applies
to missiles capable of delivering at least 500 kilograms of payload to a range
of at least 300 kilometres. They further agreed to continue joint discussions
on this problem in the interim before the next ministerial.
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ENGLISH
Original: RUSSIAN

LETTER DATED 20 FEBRUARY 1990 FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TO THE CONFERENCE ON
DISARMAMENT ADDRESSED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE CONFERENCE
TRANSMITTING DOCUMENTS FROM THE WYOMING AND MOSCOW MEETINGS
BETWEEN THE MINISTER FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE UNION OF
SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS, EDUARD A. SHEVARDNADZE, AND THE
UNITED STATES SECRETARY OF STATE, JAMES A. BAKER III */

I have the honour to forward to you the following documents from the
Wyoming and Moscow meetings between the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States Secretary of State:

Joint statement on chemical weapons by the USSR and the United States
adopted in Jackson Hole, Wyoming, United States, on 23 September 1989;

Memorandum of understanding between the Government of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the Government of the United States of America
regarding a bilateral verification experiment and data exchange related to the
prohibition of chemical weapons, signed on 23 September 1989 in Jackson Hole,
Wyoming, United States;

Joint statement on chemical weapons by the USSR and the United States
adopted in Moscow on 10 February 1990;
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