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10. In thﬂ course OF the negotiations, agrecement has been reached that the aggregate
quanblty of ,upor—toxlc lethﬂl chemicals for nonhositile m111ta1J purposes, produced,
diverted Irom stoclis, and otherwise acquired annually, or posscssed at any given tine,
should'be minimel. " The two sides believe that, ln any event, that amount should

not exceed.one metric ton for any party. A party to the conventﬁon produ01n~
super~toxric lethal chemicais for nonhostile wilitary purposes should carry out

such productlon at a single specialized facility, the location of which should be
Leclared and the capecity of which should not exceed o fixed limit. Details
regardlng such 2 limit are under dlscuss1on.

11. The US and the UoSR believe that the fulfilment of the obllgotlons aosumed

under the future convenblon must be subject to the lmportant requirement of adequate

-verification. The two sides have -continued to search for solutions of issues

relating to verlflcgtlon of cowmpliance with the obllgatlons under a future conventioh.
They are in agreement that measures with respect to such verlflcatlon should be

based on a’comblnatlon of national and international weasures. There are, however,
important issues relating to international verification measures vhich remain
unre¢olved

12, As indicated in their report of 31 Julj 1979, the two sides believe thet
intermational verifica tlon neasures should include the creation of a Consultative
Committee. Specific aspects of the proposed functions of the Committee outlined in

that report are the subject of further negotiations.

" 13. The US znd the USSR continue to believe that any party to a convention should

have the right on a bilateral basis, or throush the Consultative Committee, to
request from another party with respect to which suspicions have arisen that it is
Apting in violetion of obligations under the convention, relevent information on the
actual state of affairs, as well as to request investigation of the actual state

of affairs on site, providing appropriate reasons in support of the necessity of
such an investigation. A party may agree to such .a request or decide othgrwise,
providing appropriaté exxplanations. ,

14. The question of vhether this type of on--site investigation, together with
other verification measures, would constitute a verification system capable of
providing adecquate assﬁrance fegérding the implementation of a convention rewains
unresolved. » '

15. The two sides believe that it is n Qessary to develop procedures fdr,qn—site
investigation, including provisions regarding the rights and functions of the
ingpection personnel, and the rights and functions of the host side. Specific issues

in this orea are the subject of continuing negotiations.



