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(Mr._Issraelyan, USSR)

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist. Republics) (translated from Russian):
Comrade Chairman, the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons occupies an
important place in the attainment of the historic goal of the cessation of the arms
race and the lessening of the threat of war. The Warsaw Treaty member States,

ir their Political Declarztiun a2copted recently in Prague, called upon all States
to give a new impccus Lo negotiations, ir luding those conducted within the
Geneva Committee on Disaruateni, in urGel oo spoed Up  tae elatoration of an
international convention on the prohibiticr and elimination of chemical weapons.

This approach of the socialist countries to the problem of the prohibition of
chemical weapons is shared also by many cther members of our Committee.

As the deliberations in the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons at the
beginning of this year showed, the mnst important obstacle hindering the completion
of work on the provisions relatir~ tc th~ scops of the future convention is the lack
of agreement cn whether the convention, in spite of the existence of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol, should in some or ocher way envisage the prohibition of the use of this
type of weapcn of mass destruction. In our statement today we would like to dwell
unon this question.

I would like to recall that various points of view have been expressed on the
question of confirming the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons, and different
wavs of resolving tiie issue were pronosed.

In particular a number of delegations, including the delegation of the
Soviet Union, hava exprassed apprehension that the duplication in the future
convention of tha prchibition of the use of chemical weapons established by the
Geneva Protocol some 50 vears zgo might be to the detriment of this authoritative
international treaty. In this connection the delegztions deemed it necessary to
display the meximum prudence and carz ard to try to solve this problem by stressing
in the preamble of the future convention the importance of the Geneva Protocol and
including in the convention an article stating that none of its provisions should
be interpreted as in zny way limiting c» dirinishinz the undesrtakings of States
under the Ganeva Protoccl »nd eertain other international agreements.

Cn the other hand scme delegations have maintained tha. since what we are
concerned with is the comrrehensive prohioition of chemical weapons, then it would
be adviszble to includs in the convention aiso a provision on the prohibition of
£k2 us2 of suchk wzapcac, =¢ Indisatires the nompleteness of the scope of the
prohibition. ' : =
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