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The CHAIRMAN (trasnslated from French): First, I would like to apologize

to the distinguished delegates for‘having delayed the opening of this thirtieth
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. I thought it useful to carry out some
consultations on minor matters befére’deolaring this plenary meeting open.,

The speakers on the list for today on the item "chemical weapons" of our
agenda are the Netherlands and Romsnia. With your permission I now call on

Ambassador Fein, the distinguished representative of the Netherlands.

Mr, FEIN (Netherlands): I intend to make only a very few and general
remarks on the item under discussion, item 4 of our agenda, taking into account that
the Netherlands has aslready said one or two things on the chemical weapons problem
earlier in this spring session. In informal talks this week, my delegation might
give some further, more detailed views on a number of specific issues.,

This #pring we encountered five activities and proposals with respect to a ban
on chemical weapons.

First of all, the all-important bilatersl talks between the United States and
the Soviet Union have continued. The last round was concluded, we understood, a
short while ago. We had hoped that these two countries would submit, Jjointly or
separately, a report on these talks to this Committee, but spparently we shall have
to do without for the time being; in the meantime we wish them success.

Secondly, my Delegation submitted a working paper (CD/6) proposing to start
negotiations, as a first step towards a chemical weapons treaty, on a general
outline of such a treaty.

Thirdly, Italy submitted a paper containing somewhat similar proposals.

Fourthly, a group of 21 countries proposed the establishment of an ad_hoc
working group to negotiate on a chemical weapons ban.

And in the fifth place, the Federal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom
organized workshops, particularly on verification matters.,

In my opinion, these five issues are not incompatible, as I shall endeavour to
demonstrate,

The bilateral talks are of course potentially vital to our discussions in this
Committee. Indeed, solutions found on complicated and sensitive issues between
the main chemical weapons Powers are, of course, of overriding importance to our
deliberations. But this in no way detracts from the fact that a chemical weapons

ban, once agreed upon and to be enforced, is just as directly relevant to other
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countries as well. Restrictions on and verification of chemical industries of all
countries in the -orld, at least in theory, will be involved . Specific regioncl
situations in which chemiczl weapons could play a military role are not unthinkable,
including in developing arcas of the world., That is one more reason why many of us
feel that this multilateral body should handle the chemical weapons question.

In document CD/6, my delegation offered some suggestions on how to make a start
with this process. We suggested trying to develop, as a first step, 2 general
outline of a chemical weapons treaty. Much preliminary work on the chemical weapons
question has already been donz in the past in the CCD. As indicated in a statement
of my predecessor, on 2 August 1977,l/ there seems to be agrecment on quite a number
of issues—~-at least in general terms —- which have, however, never been "formalized".
Other problems, of course, will not be solved easily. Using such a paper as a basis,
the Qommittee on Disarmament could lay down guidelines on how to proceed with more
detailed work, in working groups, cxpert groups, etc, Some of this detailed work
could perhaps also be done in the bilateral talks, for example on questions which
are of particular relevance to the two countries involved, Thus I could imagine that
preliminary work by the two Powers on sensitive issues such as the destruction of
stockpiles and the dismantling of production plants could be very helpful for the
future work of the Committee, On other matters, such as the scope, certain
confidence-building measures, some legal questions and the verification of the
non-production of chemical weapons could perhaps be handled by the Committee on
Disarmament itself. Since the United States and the USSR would, of course, alsc
be involved in these talks, there would not appear to be much danger that the
bilateral talks would be hampecred., On the other hend, membcrs of the Committee
could provide valuable contributions to the discussions and the bilateral talks
would only have to concentrate on particularly complex -- more or less bilateral ——
matters.,

The question has been raised whether wc need to establish an ad hoc working
group for the first step, which, in our view, is the development of a general paper.
It would scem logical to set up such a working group since this would. clearly be

more efficient than working in plenary mectings, whether formal or informal of the

1/ CCcp/PV,758
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Committe- as a whole. My delegation is therefore, in principle, in favour of such
a move, However, we do not consider the ostablishment of an ad hoc working group
indispensablc; for us starting seriocus discussions and negotiations is more
important than the form in which this happens and woe certainly would not want fo
waste any time on fruitless debates on the terms of rafoeronce of such an 2d _hoc
working group if we werce given to undcrstend thet —— in the end —— fthere might bce
no consensus to sct one up in any case.

We have therefore also noted with interest the proposal of the distinguished
representative of Poland for cstebliching an informel contact group, which is to
report as early as possible during the surmor sessicn; that would be by mid-June,
We would like to explore thiz peesibility further in the informal mzetings which
we shall have later to-day or later this weck. Is it the inteontion of Poland that
the contact group would mzet during the spring rocess, i.e. during the month of May~
That would seem to follow logically from the timing indicet:d by the distinguished
representative of Poland in his statement yaeterday.

In any casc it would be desirabls to decide alrcady now on what dates the
Committoe on Disammeament will resume its discussions on chemical weapons this summer,
By agrezing now to such a period rescrved for chemicel weapons, we could make
arrangements for our axparts on such weapons to be with us at thet time. We would
suggest a period of two weeks during the late part of June and/br early July.

Finally, a few words on the very interesting workshops in the Federal Republic
of Germany and the United Kingdom, 2 subject to which we shell revert in more deteil
in informal meetings. We are very grateful for the grecat hospitality tendered by
these two countriss and we were oven mere impressod by the swxeellent prograrme which
they organized. Verificetion of a chomical weapons ban is a most thorny question,
We have discussed this issus, in the abstract, for a long time. The practical
workshops have demonstreted in a mich more convincing way what possibilitics there
are for on-~site inspection and which probloms it raises, 4 hag convinced us again
that practical and not unacccptably intrusive verification of important :lemonts of
a2 chemical wezpons ban is possiblz, although we recalize thet much mor: work still
needs to be donc. It was g pity thet some members of this Committec did not sce
their way clear to sending their exp.oris, countri.s which have ~t timss stated
that on~site inspection is not possible. Thoy cculd heve scon for thomsclves that it
is indecd possible, cven in countries with a free, competitive market cconomy.
Hopefully, there willle more workshops in the future to demonstrate fo .xperts and

nogotiators how to find practiczl solutions for our fubure chemical weapons ban,
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Mr, ENE (Romania) (translated from French): In my statement today I

should like 'to me2 a few very brief comm nts on the second item on our Committee's
programme of work, namely, chemical weapons.

I should like to say, at the outset, that the importance which the Romanisan
delegation attaches to the prohibiticn of chemicsel weapons is a consegquence of our
broadexr concern with the outlawing of weapons of mess destruction, and the concern
that the Committee's work should be firmly oriented towards the crucial problems
of disarmament, in full sccord with the Final Document and very spirit of the
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement.

The intense activity cerried on since 1972 on the preparations for the adoption
of effective measures 2imed at prohibiting the production of chemical weapons and
the destruction of existing stocks has been referred to in many emphatic statements,
The presentation of the three draft conventions, the many documents which throw
light on important aspects of the prohibition of chemical weapons, the contribution
of the technical experts in that respect, the positive proposals submitted concerning
the orgenization of the negotiations -~ all these represent a considerable amount of
work, This fact was acknowledged by the General Assembly of the United Nations which,
in its resolution 55/59 of 14 Decembéer 1978 specifically requested the Committee
on Disarmament "as a matter of high priority, to undertake, at the beginning of its
1979 session, negotistions with a view to elsborating an agreement on sffective
measures for the prohibition of the development, production end stockpiling of all

chemical weapons and for their destruction, teking into account all existing

proposals and future initiatives."

It is in this spirit that we agree with the views which have been expressed that
our Committee is not only bound to consider, ss a matter of priority, the question

of the prohibition of chemical weapons, but that it elso has at its disposal the

results of intense activity which has been undertaken and which justifies the

proposal to pass on to a specific phase of work.

For years it has been the Romenian delegetion's opinion that for the purpose
of the effective conduct of negotiations in the field of disarmement effective
machinery has to be employed, We stert from the idea that such machinery would
constitute a virtusl laboratory within which it would be possible to carry on a
dislogue between the Parties with 2 vievw to identifying possible areas for agreement
and exploring the possibilities for overcoming existing differences.

Accordingly, end in conformity with the line of action consistently followed
by Romania with regard to the working machinery of our Committee, we endorse the
proposal put forward by the countrics of the Group of 21 concerning the establishment

of an ad hoc working group on chemical weapons, open tc the participstionof all Member
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States of the Committee, and other proposals submitted on this question by the
delegations of Itely snd the Netherlands at the beginning cf the gession. We
particularly welcome these proposals sincs Romenie, g o Co-sponsor of onz of the
draft conventions on chemicel wespons, itself put forward in the past the idea of
forming such a working group.

At the same time, becsuse the topic of chemicel veepons is of broad interest
and because the Member Statzs of the Committee heve made a prominent contribution
to the work done so far, the full participetion in the ad hoc group's work also
by non-member States is justified. Ve are thinking of all tho rights provided for
nou-member States by the rules of procedure, including rule 35 under which interested
non-member Slates mey be present during the deliberations.

In the course of our discussions, some opinions have been expressed also
concerning the possible implications of the beginning of the specific negotiations
within the Committee for efforts undertasken at other levels in the area of chemical
wespons,

As far as ve are concerned, we have welcomed and shall continue to welcome in
the future any initistive in any setting, provided that it contributes to the
advancement of our common objective of general disarmament, Such 2 result can be
achieved only by concentrating 21l offorts end by utilizing all the instruments
and possibilities available to the intermational community. Thus, we vere
appreciative of the study visits orgsnized by the Federal Republic of Germany end
the United Kingdowu which elso enabled e Rrmenien expert to " :come acquainted with
certain technical aspects involved in the prohibitfion of chemical veapons.

However, we must roalize that all these initistives cennot be dissocisted from
the multilatersl fremework of the negotistions, vperticularly in the case of chemical
weapons which ere, pre-eminently, weepons of mass destruction and might be available
to quite 2 large number of States. The problem of principle which consequently
arises is, in our opinion, how the framevork of the new Committee ~—~ which is
founded on the principle that dissrmement ig of general concern -—- mey be used for
devising the modalities of pooling the efforts of 21l sc that they may contribute to
the achievement of progress in the interests of 211. In eny case, the Committee on
Disarmement, as the sole multinational negotisting body in the fi-1d of disarmement,
should not be excluded from the initistives that contemplate th> prohibition of
chemical weapons,

These are the practicel considerations vhich my delegation felt it appropriate
to bring to the Committee's attention at this phsese in our deliberatioﬁs.

It is our belief that, through the constructive approach of 211 members of the
Committee, we shall be able to decide to establish an ad _hoc vorking group on chemical
weapons end so to move, during the second part of the scssion, torerds the

elaborstion of a draft convention in the asrea of chemical weepons.,
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The CHAIRILN (translated from Frenoh):' Arc therc any other speakers

wishing to take the floor?

If that is npt the case, I should novw like to suggest vhat we should resume
consideration of the question we began to discuss yesterday at the end of the
twenty-ninth mceting, As we agreed, the Secretariat has made available to delegatione
the communication received by the Chairman from the Secretary-General of the
United Nations and the document attached to it. Some dclegations asked for time
to acquaint themseclves with thet document; other delegations, I must say a large
numbef of delcgations, urged that the Committee should decide without delay to
circulate the communication and the document attached to it as an official document
of our Committec. Before inviting comment on this point, I should like to make
just one observation. I should like tr say to you that I consider that the
consultations we hold on this matter fall within the scope of rule 11 of our
rules of procedure, which clearly provideg that, apart from exercising the normal
functions of a presiding officer and in addition to the powers conferred upon him
elsevhere by those rules, the Chairman shall, in full consultation vith the
Committee and under its authority, represent it in its rclations with States,
the General Assembly and other organs of the United Nations and with other
international organizoations. I consider, therefore, that this type of consultation
comes within the scope of rule 11 of the rules of procedure.

I should now like to ask delegations vhether they still have comments to make

on this particular quecstion.

Mr, FISHER (United States of America): I think for those of us that
have at least 24 hour memories it is no secret any morc that I requested that
this decision be deferred to this morning. I have now, thanks to the courtesy of
the Committee, had the opportunity to read, although I find a little confusion as
to the documents which are therc, a letter from the Under-Secretary-General for
Political and Security Council Affzirs., I have scen clscvhere a letter from
Mr. Lesley Harman to the Secretary-General and I hove seen in a couple of printings
the document of the Committee Against Apartheid, reporting the United Nations
Seminar on lluclear Collaboration with South Africa. I feel that under rule 11,
the Committee does not automatically make a decision that a Secretary-General's

document is before us, On the other hand, I find this particular document is
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germane to the work of this Committce, and, having had a chance te read it I have
no objection fo its being circuloted. Clearly what we can arguc is whether or
not the Seminar rcport iz an annex or a document. Trankly, I do not care.

The United States does not care. It will all be circulated anyhow. Ibvever,

and I do not expcct to have agrcement on this, I would hope in the limited time
at our disposal we could agree on a result, ot on a theory, as with 39 delegetes
herc, if wve had to agree on a whole rationale it might well foke us until 12 June,
I would be perfectly preparcd to arree that the lctter should be circulated and
the attachments, as part of the document, officially. I have no objection o it,.

T would, however, state the position of the United Statecs, and I am not expecting
unanimous agreement on this, that under the rules of procedure, if there is any
question as to the relevance of a document to the work of this Committce,

the Chairman is not only authorized, but obligated by rule 11, vhich every one

of us in this room agreed to, to consult the Committee, and I assume that
consultation of the Committee imvolvces piving the Committec a chance to figure out
what they are tallting about. It does not involve consultation one minute and
decision the next. Ve all agreed to rule 11, I am not quite sure why ve are so
worried about it right now. IHoving said that, and not expcecting complete agreement
on my rationale, the United States has no objection at 2ll to the circulation of the
lettor from the Under-Seoretary-Ceneral for Political and Sccurity Council Affairs as
a document of the Committee on Discrmoment, precisecly hou the Secretariat decides

to stamp the various attachments -- and I would assume you vould heve at least the
attachments that Ir. Harman sent to the Secretary-General as well as the document
itself; I have not found that in the document before us at present —- how we
designate those, I would leave to the full diccretion of the Sceretarist on the
grounds that the application of & stamp, vhethcr "Committee on Disarmament! or
something else, on the attachment, as well as on the document itself, is not a
matter that really affects the naotional security of any of the countries sitting

in this room.

Mr, AKRAT (Pakistan): T would at the moment confine my remarks to the
document which is before us, that is the letter addressed to you, lir. Chairman, by
the Under-Secretary-General for Prlitical and Seccurity Council Affeirs;, ond olso,
I am afraid, T must comment on the statement just made by the distinpouished

reprecentative of the United States.
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First of ¢ll, I would like fo say that we are glad ther: is no objection te
the circulation of thie document. As far as my dolegation is conccrnéd, we bhelieve
that as soon as tuis letter had beern vrecrnived by you, it was incumbent on you,
as Chairmen of thic Committec, to have it olTicielly circulated, bccause therc
are no grounds, we feel, for holding up the circulation of an official transmission
from the United Nations for eny rcason vhatscever, Tho distinguished Ambassador
of thc United States argued that this falls under the functions of the Chairman
under ruls 11, liost respectfully I would ber to disagrec with that contention.
Iiule 11 relates to the functions of the Chairman and hig relationship, as the
represoﬂtative of this Committec, in our relations with the Conoral Assenbly and
with other States and organizations. It docs not relate to the matter of the
docimentation which the Committee is cuthorized tc reccive, I would like fo
recall thet when the Sceretary-General of the United Nations sent a message to
this Committee, when we opened our session, it was not put to this Committee
whether that message should be circulated as an official Committien document.
Secondly, we have beforc us resolutions of the General Azcembly which have been
circulated as official documents and that were not put before the Committee lor
consideration as to whether those resolutions shoull be civeulated to ug, nor vas
a specific decision requircd to circulate those decisions in the Committec.
Lastly, we heove in this Committec the scrvices of the Secretariat, which is
nominated by the United Nations Scoretary-General, vhich is paid for by the
United llations, and this is an inteasral and esscntiel link beotveen this Committee

and the United Nations ond something vithout which we cannot function. Is it our

intention, whenever we have the scrvices of staff from the United lletions Sccretariat,

to have this Committee decide vhether ire shell receive thot staff or the woris
conductcd by thet staff? I think that the point which Ambassador Fisher has
alluded to could lead us into very, very difficult straits. I would therefor
appeal to you, Mr. Choirman, that first of 2ll, of course, this decument be
circulated, A4 decision is not requirct, and I do rot think that the Cormittee
should take any decision to circulate this document -~ it should be donc
automatically. Secondly, I think ve nust, os a gentral rule, make it clear that
in future, offizial transmissions from the United Natione Secretariat ond from
the intergovermmental organs of the United Hotions system wwost be circulated within
this Cormittee as o matter of coursc, ond not recuirc any specific dccision or
consultation by the Chairman. I think this is o lopical, reasonable stend.

Anything clse, 8ir, would create immense difficultiec for our work.
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Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I do not wish to enszage in a
personal controversy with my good friend vhosec suggestion yesterday made this
resolution possible, and I can only express my cratitude to him for that.

I think we do have a difference between knowing vhat the document is, and having
it circulated as an official document of the Committce on Disarmament. I am
perfectly preparcd to agrec that there is a substantial amount of discretion
vested in the Chair as to vhether to circulate a document that is given to him
by the Secretariat. I do think, howvcver, that the Sccretarict does fall under
the distinction of rule 11, vhich says '"other organs of the United Hations'.

As I rcad my Chertecr, the Secretariat is an organ of the United Ifations and T
veuld think that I am perfectly prepored to agree to this being circulated as

an official document, leaving to the Secretoriat of this Committec its wise
discretion as to vhat stamp it puts on the attechments and whether or not it

has any attachnents. For example, the lettor from Chairman Harmen to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, vhich I do not find in the material

that was circulated, but vhich I know in fact exists. But I will not agree that
it is automatically & Committec document il the Secretary-General says that it is.
Ve, our Committee, have our own right. Wow, if we are going to debate this as

a metter of principle we may laost until 12 June, thereby making our plans for

the UNDC rather theorctical. I would suggest that the thing be circulated and

I am perfectly prepared to fincsse whether or not it be circulated pursuent to a
decision to which I agree, as long as it is circulated. I am perfectly preparcd
to agree with that and have no objection., Ibwvever, I do want o make the position
of the United States clear on the relationship between this body and the

United Nations, and the responsibilities placed on the Chairman by rule 11,

which does not require every document to be circulated for prior consideration
by the Committec, because there arc some which should obviously be automatically
circulatec, Document CD/l was one of them; it contained things dealing with
this Committee. llow, it is o little bit hard for me to argue that as a procedent
in interpreting rule 11, because what happened in the case of CD/l, as one with
any chronological identity would recognizc, vas that it was circulated before
rule 11 was adopted. OCn the other hand, even with rule 11 as it now appears,

I would have no objection to this document being automatically circulated.
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I do think, however, that il there is any question of doubt, the Chairman has the
right, and the duty, to consuli the Commitfcer and rnot to announce that the
Secretary-General has said this ic relevant to yvour work, trorefore it is.
Therefore this is a document and the United States will stond by that position

hoping that debates on that position will not hinder this report being circulated

as an official docurcnt.

IIr, GARCIA RCBLZS (Mexico) (transloted from Snanish): To all those who

took part in the discussions vhich made possible the adoption of the rules of
procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, I think it is clear that the statoment
just made by Ambassador Fisher contains a large element‘of truth. If ve insist on
taking o decision gencrally appliceble to such cases, his warning, I repcet, scenms
to be well-founded, and we night 0till be heore discussing the matter in June.

Since, on the other hand, what counts heorc, so far as this docunment ié
concerned, is that it should be distributed; ond since, in this connexion, the
representative of the United States has told uo that he hzg o objection,‘I o ald
suggest that the decicion be token to distribute it, there beins general agrcement
as to this, and that ve should loave outstanding the cuvestion vhether o general
decision should be taken. Porhaps we shall find $ince in June fto congider the
various aspccte of this question and be able to rezch & consensus,

That would be my concrete suggestion os rcgerds this peint. Since I have the
floor, I should likc to refer to the other metter: the cuestion of the tuwo letters
wvhich have also been digtributed to us, or rather, to bhe mor. exect, which were
deposited in our boxes. I mcan the letters from Finlan! and Switzerland.

On this point, I thinl: ve could row already take o docinion of a generel
nature. And I venture to hope thet there will be no objection as regards this,

The general decision vhich I would suggest for communications coming under

rales 723 and 34 of the rules of preocedure is that when communicetions of this
kkind, or documents attached to them, are reccived, they should also be distributed
25 Committee documents auvtomatically. This will save time ond enable us
familiarize ourselves with the contentss; and to my wey of thinkting such a

procedure could not be ol:jectionsble to uny member of the Committec.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Prench): Are there any other comments

on this question?

If there are no further comments, I should like to make the following
suggestion: first, I would not like the Cormmittee to continue now with the
debate on the interpretation of rule 11. I do not think it is necessary to
carry on the debate., But I wish to be very clear. I consider it my duty as
Chairman to be clear on this point. I would not wish there to be the slightest
misunderstanding, As Chairman, I am inclined to believe that this type of
question comes within the scope of application of rule 11. I tell you this in
all honesty and sincerity, As Chairman, I maintain that this question comes
within the scope of application of rule 11; I think it my duty fto bring this
interpretation to your knowledge, but it should not become the subject of another
debate, I feel that I am entitled to tell you the substance of my thinking.
That being said, I should lilie to address myself to the decision which we have
to take, and I wish to suggest to you that the communication I have received,
together with its annex, should be transformed without delay into an official

document of our Committee.

Mr., AKRAM (Pskistan): Ilr. Chairmen, since there is no question of
anybedy objecting to the circulation of the document I believe it should be done.
It does not require a decision of the Committee. I think we can put that discussion
to rest. I do not think it was a discussion that vas necessary. I do not think
we should discuss that point any longer, especially since there is no objection.
As for the application of rule 11, you, Mr., Chairman, have no doubt your own
personal point of view; my own delegation has its own position., At the moment,
we do not coincide in these points of view. Perhaps it might be best not to
discuss that matter any further, because it is not necessary, either. Therefore,

I think we should nov turn to the other subject which we have before us.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Frenc@): If there is no objeetion to

the decision which I have just suggested, it is decided that the communication

shall be distributed as an official document of the Committee.

lir, AKRAM (Pakistan): IMr. Chairman, my delegation would have an

objection to the Committee deciding to circulate it; we do not think the decision
is necessary. Ve think that documents should be circulated per se, there is no
need to take a decision in this Committee. Ve think that a decision. to circulate
a document could create a precedent which is contrary to our understanding of the
rules of‘procedure and the wvay in which this Committee should work. Since there
is no objection to the circulation of the document, there is no gquestion of the
Committee needing to take a decision. The document should be circulated, there

is no need fof a formal decision on the matter. I would submit therefore, that

we leave that matter aside for the moment, andé turn to the other question, and the

document will be circulated by your authority.

Vr, HARRY JAY (Canada): I apologise to you lir. Chairman for having

been late for this meeting, because of participation in another meeting in the
building. However, on the subject under discussion, I would like 1o dissociate
myself from the interpretation of rule 11 advanced by the delegation of Pakistan,
I would also dissociate myself from the implications of what he hashbeen saying
with regard to your conduct of the chairmenship, 1y, Chairman, and I would

associate my delegation with the consensus to circulate the documents in question.

Mr, ISSRAELVAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics): The Soviet

delegation believes that your actions are entirely correct, lMr. Chairman, and your
interpretation of rule 11 likewise correct. Inasmuch as there is consensus on
the question which is now before us, we feel that it is possible to associate

ourselves with it, and we are in favour of the publication of the document.
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Ilr. PONSEKA (Sri Lanka): It was really not my intention to get into
this, but I am one who has not been a member of this Committee for long.
Notwithstanding the very vorthvhile suggestion made by the distinguished representative
of lexico that we postpone a decicion on this question for the very good
reason that we may not get an answver, it occurs to me to ask tvo questions: one,
may I ask, because of my ignorance of past practice in the CCD, when a document
was transmitted by the Secretary-General or an official acting on his behalf —
how was it handled? +two, now I am not quite clear in my mind whether the point
of view expressed by the delezcate of Pakistan has been taken into account.
Nevertheless, I ask whether, in the light of how this document has now been
treated, hereafter if we get any document from the United Wations Secretary-General,
and I expressly refer to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, ig it going
to be the duty of the Chairman under rule 11 to have to come before this Committee
and consult us as to whether that document is to be circulated” I ask these
two questions Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to get into controversy, but I do wish
to place this before the Committee and you, Mr. Chairman, because exercising the
office of Chairman is going to involve somebody else next sitting in that Chair

and he might have to make up his mind on this. Vhat is the position?

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the distinguished
delegate of Sri Lanka.

If there are no more comments, I should like to sum up as follows: in

- the absence of objections, the communication and the document attached to it
will be circulated as oificial documents of the Committee. The question of the
interpretation of rule 11 is a matter vhich remains open and concerning which

I should not like to draw any conclusion at the present stage.

Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan): I am sorry to take the floor again, but I do

believe that the matter at hand is of some importance for the future work of
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our Committee, and that we should not take a decision vhich would bind us one
way or another. Iy delegation is very clear in its own view of the nature and
character of thisc Committee's relaotions with the United Nations and so forth.
Ve do not wish to impoge this point of view on anyone, but at the seme time ve
do not wish either, by implication, to accept the noint of view of the other
side about the nature of this body. Therefore, my delegation would not be
prepared to take any decision, consensus or other form of taking a decision,
on the circulation of this document. Ve would not, however, object if you,
Mr. Chairman, wish Yo make a statement to this Committee that under the
authority that has been given to you, you would Le circulating the document
you have received. DBut there is no question of any reflerencc to there being
no objection, or other form of consultation that you have referred to. Ve
vould not object if you wish to make a statement that wnder the authority
entrusted to you, you would be circulating this document, and I think that

would not compromise the poszition of anibody.

Mr. HARRY JAY (Caneda): I wonder if I could make a suggestion which

<

may or may not be helpful, wut it intends to be helpful. VUould it be possible
for the Chair to say that on this occasion, having consulted the Committee,

you, Mr. Chairman, have decided to circulate the document?

Mr, FISHER (United Ctates of America): I think that cne of our
problems is that e start to discuss the jguestion of vho ha. authority, to
do vhat., I found our dictinguished Tekistan colleague's presentetion just a
statement that the document is to he circulated es an official document. I
am not saying who has the autherity to decide, but we should reserve our
respective positions, continue vith our vork and circulate the document. I
think that the constructive spirit which gave me the opportunity to read this
document should be carried through, and I would accept his formulation completely

without reservation.
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The CHAIRNAN ({ranclated fvem Irench): Allow me to address myself to the

distinguished delegate of Pakictan.

I fully unde~ tand that we are faced -ith a delicate pr-tlen. I made a point
of saying, in the sccond part of ny statement, that I did not wish to draw any
conclusion vhatsoever from the exchange cof views on the application ox
interpretation of ruls 11l. In the first vart of my etatement I carefully avoided
using the word "decision". I spoke of a cormmunicaticn viaich I wae making to members
of the Committee. If I make a communication te members i the Committee, I think
I am entitled to rormulate that comrmunication myself, T formulated it in the
following manner: since there are nc objecticns, the document will be circulated
as an official document. In the centext of a commmunication T have a right to say
this to the Committee, I was careful not to use the word "decision" because I do not
wisk to prejudge the pogzibvle outcome of a Jdiscusgion on the interpretation of the
application or non-~application of zxule 11. But I think that, in a communication to
the digtinguished delegates on the Committce, I can gay that, in the absence of
objections, the document will be circulated as an official document of the Committee.
When the Chairman makea a communication to the Committee, I think he should have
some latitude in phrasing it, inasmuch as he hag no intention of prejudging the
interpretation of rule 11.in any way .

A few moments age I told you the egsence of my thinking. I made a point of
sayinge that I was not asking the Committee's views eon my interprctation; however,

I believe that when I close a dchate by making a communication, I have the right to
formulate that comuunication myself. In tids particular case I do not need to seek

the Committec's views. That is what I chould like to say to the distinguished

delegate of Palkistan.

M, AKRA (Vakistan): Mr. Chairman, first of all let me =ay that neither
my delegation nor myself have or uwoull Lave the temerity tc muecetion in any way the
prerogatives of the Chair. O0f cource, vhen you convey anything to the Commitice
ycu have full right o do so in the wanner that you feel is the most appropriate.
What my delegation is concerned abcut is that the communication from the Chairman
can have certain implicaticns, Dbecauwie as you know, you are acting as the Chairman,
ag our gulde ana ac the collective reprosentation of this Committee, and when you
say that the document will be circulated, since there ic no objection, the
implication is clear, that is that if there was ohjection, the document would not
be circulated, and that is an implication which my delegation is, as I have stated

before, not in a position to accept. Therefore, and especially since the
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distinguished Ambassador of the United States has voiced no difficulty with the sort
of communication which I had very humbly suggested, which weuld not contain this
implication of ob;:icticns or no objection: from various deld rations, T would again
suggest whether you, IMr. Chairman, might not find it possivle to make a comrunication
which would not contain any reference to the question of objections to the
circulation of the document, but merely state that you are circulating the document,

I do not think anybody would objcct to that or could read any implications into that.

Mr. GARCIA RCBIES (Hexico) (translated {rom Spanish): I shall begin by

saying, Mr. Chairman, that my dclegation would have no difficulty with the formula

you have just explained to us. We bolicve it is a formula vwhich in no way prejudges
the question of the interpretation of rule 11 of the rules of procedure; a formula
moreover, which you, IlIr, Chairman, are fully authorized to uce in the exercice of
your rights and dutics.

If, however, there are reprcsentatives, or even a represcntative, to whom this
formula prescnts difficultics, a communication of the following kind might be used:
a descriptive communication, for whatever position on the substance a delegation
might take, it camnot deny that what has happcned has happened. £Lnd what is it that
has happcned? Vhat has happencd is that, rightly or wrongly —- *there is no reason
for us to form a judgement on this at this moment -- iho Choirmen decided to congider
this matter; the Chairman thought and still thinks that it is his duty to apply
rule 11, No one can deny this. It iz a fact. The Chairman thought it was his duty
to apply rule 11 .nd resort to full consultation with the Ccmmittee.

As a result of this full consultation, the Chairman has found either that there
are no objections, or that therce is a consensuc. Here, too, it is a guestion of
describing a fact. There is consensus, and therc arc no objections. Consequently,
the Chairman decides, or resolves, as we cay here, to issue under his authority
instructions that this document be distributed as an official document.

I believe that such a formula, while maintaining the Chairman's prerogatives

to the full, may set the Pakistan representative's misgivings at rest.

The CHAIRMAN (4ranslated from French): Distinguished delegates, I should

now like to close this discussion and to make the following communication. In the
light of the exchange of views which has taken place so far, I decide, as Chairman,
that the document under consideration will be circulated as an official document of
the Committece. If there are no objections, we can proceed to ancther item of
business. I had gathered that we would have informal discussicns on the other
communications submitted to the Chairman of the Committee which involve the

I

application of rule 11 and rules 13%, %4 and, poscibly, 35. We had also decided to
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hold formal discussions today on the topic of chemical weapons. That being so, 1
should like to make the following procedural suggestion: we might recess and
sugpend our plenary mecting to consider +. 2 question of the >ther communications
received by the Chairman.

Secondly, aftcr wo have finished our consultations, we could meet in plenary

gseasion to take decisions. After thot sre coull continue our informal consultations

on the subject of cliemical wecavons. Do you agree to this procodure?

ir. GARCIA ROBILS (Mexicc) (translatced from Spanish): I would have no

difficulty with the procedurcs you suggcet, lr. Chairman, but it scoms to me that,
among the different matter: you mentioned, there is onc, which I pointed out a few
noments ago, which could perhape here and now be resolved by a question from the
chair. This question covld be as follows: You have all heard the suggestion by the
representative of Mexico. (It wag the one I nade a few moments ago and which I am
now going to repeat.) If there arc no objections, could we regard it as adopted?

And then we would proceed to the informal meeting, on the understanding that if there
is a single objcction to this proposal by the Mexican delegation, this matter also
would be referred to the informal meeting.

The recagon why I venture to hope there will be no objection, however, is that
this is the usual procedure followed in 2ll United Nations bodics, whether it be the
Assembly, the Security Council or the Looncmic and Social Council; and it is also
the one which was followed here in the CCD.

I shall ment..n as an exenplc what I Lelieve was the la:t werking papcer of
the CCD: unless I am misteken, it was a comrmnication from I'inland, reproduced
as document CCD/577, of 22 jfugust 19728, L4 communication which, 1lilte the annox, wag
a very long, technical anncx. This anncx was nct reproduced, byt a nobte was added
to the effcet that since the numbir of ceopies wao limited, only one copy would be
given to cach delegation.

But there were several like this in the CCD. Conscquently, communications
coming under rulcs 33 or 34 of the rules of proccdurc, documents which cither, like
the communication fron rinland of 20 April, transmit a working paper, or which
express the wish that the ropresentative of the country in queztion should be heard
by the Committee, should in my opinion automaticelly be reproduced as documents of

the Committee,

The CHAIRMAI (translatcd from French): Delegations have all heard the

proposal made by the distinguishcd representative of Mexico, namely, that the
documents and communications vhich we have received should be circulated immediately

as official documents of the Committce,
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Mr. FISHER (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I have no
objection to what our distinguished colle~gue from Mexico hao said.‘ On the other
hand, I do not think we ought to postponc action on, these questions until that
circulation takes place. After all, the calendar is moving and I think we ought
to take action on them and it should bc donc scriatim. I hope that we could have
an informal meeting of 40 minutes and then resume the formal mecting to take action
on both of thesc documents. It could be done in fairncss to the people concerncdg
thereforc we really ought to take action now and I think that this is possible. I
have a different view as to the two respective requects and so I think we ought to
discuss them seriatim, but my rccommendation would be that we follow your action and,
in the informal scssion, decal vith the two things scparately, and then I think we

could resolve it very sinply.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Moxico) (translated from Spanish): The United States

representative's reply to my question is the one which I hoped for and which I
would hope to receive from everyone: i.c. that there is a conscnsus in favour of
_automatic distribution.

I only ask for the floor, Mr. Chairman, to say that my suggestion in no way
rules out vhat you suggestcd, for right from the start I said I was in agreement
to our proceeding to the informal necting immediatczly aftervards. Jnd I will add
that I agrec with the United States representative that ot the informal meeting
we need not wait witil the document appears with the CD symbol, and that we could

take a decision on the substance immediately.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Fronch): I thank the distinguished delegate

of Mexico. Accordingly, if therc arc no furthcr observations or corments, I suggest
that both of thesc communications should become official documents of the Committee.
But before taking that decision I give the floor to the distinguished delegate of
Pokistan.
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Mr, AKRAM (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, here again I on taking the floor

not sco much because of the contente of the tuo communications vhich arc addressed

to you, Sir, and which woc have rcceived informally, but becausc of the implications
which our action may have for the futur:. Ve 2ll know the relevent rulc of
procedurce concerning the infervention by ncn-noiber States of the Committec in our
work, hoth as rogards statconents that they can nake and the circulation of documents.
As you will recall, the relcevant rulc of procedurc, nct only the rules cf procedure,
but also the decision of the 10th special session of the General Asscmbly, states
that this Comnittec will invite -~ the words arc "will invite" -~ non-pmonber States
of the Committec fo porticipate in matters which are of particular concern to them.
Now, my declegation has previously stated the point of view'that we beliove that the
participation of non—nmcenmber States of the Committec in our vork should be more or
less automatic. That is, that all that would bo rocuired is a roquest to be made,
after vhich the Chairnan could convey to then the concurrcnce of the Committee
after sone informal consultations. We do not believe that the sort of consultations
which we are holding today on thesc two communications are necessary for the future.
We umnderstand, of course, that this is the firet occasion and thercfore caution

has been the better part of valour and that you, Mr. Chairman, have dcemed it
nccessary to consult us in this formal way, but in fulure we do not think it is
ncccssary that the Chairman should call a meceting of the Commititee espccially to
inform us that he I .g received o communicatlon frowm such-and-.uch a State. If it

is a Member State, if it is o State, ~—~ in fact, the Ceneral Asscmbly document
speaks of States —— if it is a State, and if the cormmunication clearly establishes
that it has a particular intercst in some item on the agenda of the Commitice and

it indicates in the commmication that 1t would like to address itsclf to that
ditem, I think the decision should be quitc automatic tc invite that State to

articipate in our work. There is no inplicaticn in our rulcs of procedure whereby
the Committec or the Chairmen could refuse participaticn to any State vhich

expresses a desire to participate in our vork., Therefore, from vhat I have said
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the other implication which arisces is whether it vould be necessary in the future
for us to circulate rcoucsts made by ncn-ienber States s £ rmal documenis of

this Committec, because to us it would be quite sinple: a formal communication
would be received by the Cheirmon, he uould consult informally vith other members
and the Statc would be invitcd to participatc. We do not think it would be
strictly nccessary to circulatc ns on official document ¢f this Commitice any
request that may be made o the Chairman. Becousce our rules of proccdure do not
speak of writtin requests ond they do not spoak of circulation of these written
requests to the Committec. These arce the cqueostions that dre raised in the mind

of my delegation and wc would like to share our vicws with other colleagues before

we proceed to takc any dccision on this cuestion.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Fronch): Are there any other comments?

You have all heard the propesal made by the distinguished delegate of Mexico.
That being so, the propesal of the distinguished delegate of Mexico is acceptod.

I should now like to suspcnd this formal necting.

Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan): I thought I had expressed myself clearlys
apparently I had not. My delegntion would not for the moment like to take a
decision on the proposal made by the distinguished Ambasgsador of Mexico to
circulate thesc documents formally. We would like, first, to discuss the full
implications arising from the circulatior ¢f and consultaticns on thesc documents
and thereafter we could decidc whether it is at all nccessary to circulate thcse

dccuments formally to the Committec.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated fren Spanich): I should like %o

reassure the representative of Pakistan. My suggestion is "crystal clear', as
the saying gocs in English. There are no mysterious propesals; it is the procedure
which is followed in all Unitcd Nations bodiecs, and which, on various occasions,
was followed by the CCD.

The effect is not to rendor nore difficult but on the contrary to facilitate
and speed up document submission and distribution and hearings for thosc

requosting then.
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I shall wmercly reccall, for the sake of clarity, that whon the desire of
Viet Nanm to be herxd was transmitted to w by one »f your prodecesssrs, thore were
delegations here which cxpr.sscd the wish to scc the request of Viet Nam in writing.
This will porhaps sct the Pakisian roprescntavive's nind at rest. My
suggestion secks, not tc render rore difficult, but on the contrary to facilitatc,

the application of the rcleovant rulcs of proccdure.

The CHAIRMAN (ftransiated from Fronch):s  If thore ars no further comments,

I suggest thet the formal nceting bo suspended and that uve resune cur work at
an informal meeting in ten wminutes or so.

It was so docided.

The iceting was suspended at 12.30 n,u. and resumed ot 1.15 p.m.

The CHAIRMAN (fronslated from Fronch): I now vish o proposc the

follcuwing:

First, thoe communications which ve have roceived, respectively, from the
distinguished representative of Finland and fron the distinguished represcntative
of Suitzerland will be circulated officially as documents of oﬁr Comuittec.

Secondly, by virtuc of rules 33 and 35 of our rulecs of procedurc, we shall
invite the distinguished representative of Finland to participate in the work of
the Committee on Disarmamcent on chenical weapons, until 27 April 1979, at both
formal and informal ueotings.

Thirdly, I suggest that, under rulos 33 and 35 of the rules of procedure, in
response to his request the distinguished represcentative of Finalnd should be invited
to participate also in thoe fornal or informal meetings which will be held on the
question of chemical weapons later during this scssion of the Committoc.

~Fourthly, as regards the request by the distinguished delegate of Switzerland
to address the Committee, we sholl invite the distinguished delegate of Switzorland,
under rule 34 of the rules of proccdurc, tn make his statoment in the Cormittec.

If thore ar: no objections, it is so decided.

It was so decided.
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With apologics to the interpreters and members of the Secretariat, I should
now like tc closc the nceting. Before I .losc the meeting, aay I ask you at vhat
time it would sult you to mect informally to continue our dzbete on the cucstion of

chemical weapons.

Mr., FISHER (Unitcd States of America): I would recommend 4 o'clock

this afternoon.

The CHAIRMAN (translated fron Frcnoh): The distinguished

representative of the United States proposes that we should meet informally at

4 o'clock this afternoon; is that convenient to members of the Cormmittee?

We arc thereforc going to meet at 4 o'clock this afternoon to continue
consideration of the question of chemical weapons at an informal mecting. Before
closing the neeting, I should like to announce that the next formel meeting of
the Committce will take place tomorrocu at 10.30 a.nm.

I should now likec, with your permission, to declare the meeting closed.

The neeting rose at 1.20 p.m.






