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The CHAIRMAN: The Secretariat has circulated revised.versions of working

papers 7 to 10, containing draft decisions for the consideration of the Committee
and, in the case of working papers 7/Rev.1 and S/Rev.l, proposed statements to be
made by the Chair in comnexion vith the draft decisions submitted in those
working papers.

I suggest that we take up ecach of the working papers in turn, in the order in

vhich they have been numbered.

Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, as you will recall, draft decisions
before the Committee have previously, throughout our informal and formal sessions,
been considered gimultaneously. My delegation therefore suggests that the best
procedure would be for you to read out the four decisions and the statements to be
made in conjunction with two of them, after which the Committee could take a

formal decision on all four papers.at the same time.

Mr, KOMIVES (Hungary): Mr. Chairman, although I do not deny the fact that
the development of the present texts was interconnected, I am of the opinion -- which
I am sure many colleagues share -- that, as each draft decision has its own merits,.
each requires separate handling and separate adoption, as you proposed at the

very beginning.

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (tramslated from Russian): My delegation would

like to suggest that decisions on the preposed statements by the Chairman, contained
in working papers 7/Rev.1 and 8/Rev.1, should be taken after the Committee reaches
a decision on the requests of States not members of the Committee to participate

in its work.

Mr., BEIE (Romania): Mr. Chairman, I am sorry I have to revert to an issue
that I think wve discussed two or three meetings ago, but the statement proposed by
you and contained in the papers that have been circulated is the result of long
consultations, of understandings and, finally, of an unofficial decision which we
are supposed to adopt officially today; I therefore very much hope that we will not
re-open this question. My understanding was that agreement had been reached fully
to confirm and adopt at this plenary meeting all that had been decided in unofficial
meetings during the last two or three weeks and I think that this is the only way

in which to proceed,
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Mr. FDIN (Netherlands): lir. Chairman, may I suggest that” you read out all
four working papers, namely, Nos. 7, 8, 9 and 10, and that we then proceed to adopt

them consecutively.

Mr. EL-SHATEI (Egypt): Mr. Chairman, I am not intervening on the proposal

of my distinguished colleague from the Netherlands, but in connexion with the
proposed statement of the Chair which appears in working paper 7/Rev.l. Our
recollection, llr, Chairman, is that this is a statement to be read in conjunction
with each draft decision concerning the application of rule 32 of the rules of
procedure on the presence of representatives of non-member States. VWe may be

mistaken, but I think that that was the situation.

The CHATIRIAN: Allow me to explain that this question was clarified at

our last informal meeting on I'riday; +the revised versions of working papers 7 and 8
were accepted after thorough consultation during the past two weeks. Working

papers 9 and 10 are different, and the Chairman does not propose a statement on them.

Mr., FONSEKA (Sri Lenka): Mr. Chairman, I think that at the end of our
meeting on Friday the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union remarked that
we had a very fragile arrangement which should not be disturbed, and you fortunately
adjourned the meeting and let it stand. I think that the texts now produced by the
Secretariat as working papers 7/Rev.1, 8/Rev.1, 9/Rev.l and lO/Rev.l are an exact
record of that fragile arrangement, and if you were to proceed with the suggestion
made by the distinguished representative of the Netherlands, which is a fair
compromise between the two proposals heard earlier in the afternoon, we might be

able to adopt all the decisions.
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The CHATRMAN: I shall now read all four texts, after which we shall

take decisions on the drafts one by one. I think, as pointed out by the
representative of Sri Lanka, that we should adont a compromise between the

views suggested earlier.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to upset the existing delicate compromise

in any way, but I fear that the reading out of all four texts may disturb it.
I should like to.address a question to all those present. Is there any need
to read out these texts? Of course all 40 representatives could read the
texts out loud or, if you wish, could even sing them in chorus. Affer all,
ve have before us documents which are familiar to us all. VWould it not be

possible to adopt the texts one by one and thus conclude the matter?.

Mr, KOMIVES (Hungary): Mr. Chairman, the best procedure would now
be to accept the proposals before us one by one, as you suggested at the

beginning of this meeting.

Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, the position is as followsé
ve have four working papers which we have all agreed upon informally. If
these working papers are to become formal decisions of the Committee they
have to be read into the record of this meeting, since they are not issued as
formal documents of the Committee. Therefore, we would be prepared to go
along with the compromise suggestion of the Netherlands representative that
you or any other member of the Committee if necessary, whether baritone or
sporano, should read out the four draft decisions, after which we would take a-
decision on them one by one, as proposed by the representative of the

Netherlands. But we do have to read them into the record.
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Mr. GARCTA ROBIES (Mcxico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, at
first sight, it would seem that the delegate of Pakistan is right. However, if

there is no wish to read out these working papers, ancther possibility would be to

issue them as official documents of the Committec.

The CHATRMAN: There arc two possible solutions. Onc is that I rcad out

all four texts together, so that they arc rcad formally into our records. Another
would be to read the numbers of the four papers, after which the Committec would

take a decision on cach one separately.

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairman, those are
certainly two possibilities, but therc is alsé a.third which I would prefer, that
is, the Committec could teke up these draft decisions one by onc, as suggested by
a number of delegates and, immediately after thesc draft documents have becn read
out or numbercd, it could take its decisions consecutively in accordance with your
suggestion, which was supported by a number of delegates, T think this would be the

best approach in order not to introduce confusion in our procedurcs.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): Mr. Chairman, I would support the proposal of the representative of the

German Democratic Republic but, before you read out the numbers of the documents,
I should like to draw attention to the fact that, in the last line of the Russian
texts of working papers 8/Rev.l, 9/Rev.l and 10/Rev.l, the word "any" has been

omitted, I would request the interpreters and translators to bear this point in

mind in the preparation of the final document.

The CHAIRIIAN: I shall ask the Secretariat to take note of your request.

The Chair will now read out all the itexts; I shall then explain the numbering of
the texts and we shall adopt them. If there is no objection, I shall proceed in
this manner.

First of all working paper 7/Rev.l:

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish, for the duration of
its 1980 session, an ad hoc working group of the Committee bto continue to
negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on effective international:
arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons.

"The ad hoc working group will report to the Committee on the progress
of its work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of

its 1980 session'.
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(The Chairman)

Now I shall read working paper 8/Rev.l which reads as followss -

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working
group of the Commitiee to initiate negotiations on the comprehensive
programme of disarmament, envisaged in paragraph 109 of the Final Document
of the first special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, with a view to completing its elaboration before the
second special session of the General Assembly devoied to disarmament.

"The ad hoc working group will report to the Committee on the progress
of its work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion
of its 1980 session.”

And now working paper 9/Rev.1., which reads as follows:

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish for the duration
of its 1980 session an ad hoc working group of the Committee with a view to
reaching agreement on a convention prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons.

“The ad hoc wérking group will report to the Commitiee on the progress
of its work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of
its 1980 session."”

And working paper 10/Rev.l:

"In discharging its responsibility for the negotiation and elaboration, as
a matter of high priority, .of a multilateral convention on the complete and
effective prohibition of. the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical wecpons and on their destruction, and Committee on Disarmamont decides
to establish, for the duration of its 1980 session, an ad hoc working group
of the Committec to definec, through substantive examination, issucs to be
dealt with in the negotiations on such a convention, taking into account all
existing proposals and future initiatives.

"The ad hoc working group will report'to the Committee on the progress
bf its work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of
its 1980 session.”

Working papers 7/Rev.1 and 8/Rev.1 should also include the proposed
statement of the Chairman. As agreed at our last informal meeting on Friday,
after the adoption of the four texts I shall read the proposed statements of the
Chairman on working papers 7/Rev.l and 8/Rev.l.
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(The Chairman)

The first text, namely CD/77, is equivalent to Working Paper 7/Rev.l. If
there is no objection, I shell consider thet this draft decision is adopted.

It was so decided.

The CHLIRMIN: !llow me then to recad the proposed statement of the

Chairman in connexion with this working paper:

"It is understood that, in accordance with rule 32 of the rules of
procedurc, representaotives of non-member States shall have reserved seats in the

conference room during the meeting of the .d Hoc Working Group."

Mr. ERDEMBIIEG (Mongolia) (transleted from Russian): I apologize for

reverting once again to this question, Mr. Chairman, but as far as my delegation is

concerned, it would be logical if such a statement by the Chairman were to be adopted
by us after the discussion of the requests by non-member States of the Committec,
inasmuch as such a statement applies specifically to those requests. As for the
decision in question, it is quite clearly stated in rule 32 of the rules of

procedure that representatives of non-member States shall have reserved scats in

the conference room during plenary meetings and, if the Committece so decides, at
other meetings, which is why I should like to refer to rule 32 of the rules of
procedure. On that basis, my delegation considers that such a2 statement by the
Chairman should be adopted after the discussion concerning the applications from

non-member States to participate in the work of the Committec.

The CHAIRM:N: I should like to note that the proposed statement of the

Chair, in connexion with working papers 7/Rev.l and 8/Rev.1 was agreed upon at the

informel meeting of the Committec last Friday; it was sgreed upon after consuliations
among all members., Thereforc, if there are no objections, we shall proceed on the
basis of the consensus reached lost Friday.

We shall now turn to the second document, GD/78, equivalent to
working paper 8/Rov.l. If there is no objection, I will consider that the draft
decision is adopted.

It was so decided.

The CHLIRM:N: Similarly, allow me to rced the proposed statement of the

Chairman in connexion with this paper.
"Tt is understood that, in carrying out its task, the working group shall
tcke into account, inter alia, the recommendations adopted by the Disarmament

Comission, 11 documents compiled or tabulated by the Sccreteriat for the
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working group established in 1978 by the CCD on the comprehensive programme
of disarmament, as well as all the working papers and proposals on the
comprehensi-¢ programmc of disarmament which have beei. subm;ttgd‘tq thg
Committec on Disarmament. It shall alsc take into account other proposals
and documents that may be submitted to the Commititee on-Disarmament during
the coursc of its work by members and non-members of the CD,

"In accordance with rule 32 of the rules of procedure, representatives of
non~-member States shall have reserved scats in the conference room during the
meetingé'of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group."

I shall now turnﬂto the third document, CD/79, equivalent to
working paper 9/Rev.1. If there is”no cbjection, I will consider tﬁat the draft
decision is adopted.

"It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAIT: Lot us now consider the fourth document, ¢D/co0, equivalent
to working paper 10/Rev.l. If there is no objection, I will consider that the

draft decision is adopted,

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Bxcuse me,

Mr., Chairman, but before you take a decision, my delegation would like to make the
following statement, namely, that although it would not wish to go- against the
consensus on these decisions of the Committec, it wishes to reserve its right to
revert to this cuestion when the Committie discusses the reuquests of non-member

States to participate in the work of the Committec.

The CHATRIAN: Then I shall consider that document CD/80, equivalent to
working paper lO/Rev.l, is adopted.

It was so decided.

Mr. FEIN (Nethorlands): How that the Committec.on Disarmament has finally
and formally deccided to cstablish an Ad Hoc Working Group on chemical wcapons, I
should like to make a few suggestions to you about the manner in which. the

Vorking Group might procecd with its task.
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(Mr. Fein, Netherlands)

The reasoning behind the proposals I wish to make is the following.

It is obvious that the Working Group on chemical weapons rmust proceed in
an orderly, logical and responsible manncr, working gradually, step-by-step,
towards the final goal of a chemical weapons conventiocn.

Somevhere along the line, and better sooncr than later, the results of
the bilateral talks between the United States and the Soviet Urnion will have to
be fed into the Working Group's proceedings, because it would be useful for us
to know what the two main chemical-weapon Powers have in mind, and it would be
senseless to work at cross-purposes. Tast year, those two countrics made a
valuable contribution by submitting & joint statement. On the other hand, it
would also be useful for those two negotiating Powers to know as soon as possible
vhat are the views and preoccupations of the other members of the Committec on
Disarmament. The United States and the Soviet Union could then take those views
into account in their bilateral talks. It is also conceivablc that the views and
suggestions of thc other members of the CD could be helpful in solving certain
difficulties in the bilateral talks. With this process of gradual "fusion"
between bilateral and multilateral talks in mind, I wish to make the following
Proposals which are of a procedural and crganizational naturc,

The Working Group on chemical weapons might take the following six successive
steps: ’
Step 1 DIxamine working paper CD/41 of 25 July 1979 (submitted by the
Netherlands) containing questions rclevant to a convention prohibiting chemical -
weapons and, on the basis thereof, as well as of any other relevant material
available, draw up an official questionnaire of the CD on chemical weapons.
Step 2 As soon as this is accomplished, hopefully well before the end of the
1980 spring session, the Working Group should report this draft CD chemical

weapons questionnaire to the plenary for adoption and appropriate action.
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(Mr. Fein, Netherlands)

Step 3 The CD plenary should then take a formal decision bringing this CD
chemical weapons questionnaire to the attention of member Governments, requesting
them to submit their views on the questionnaire, preferably in a morc or less
uniform manncr, to the Secretariat of the CD before a certain date, c¢.g. the
beginning of the summer scssion of the CD.
Step 4 During the summer session the Working Group, with the aid of the
Secretariat and of qualified experts from capitals, should cxaminc the
answers received and draw up a report composed of the following four
scctions:
(a) The official CD chemical weapons questionnaire;
(b) A systematic compilation of the answers received;
(c) An analysis of or a commentary on those answers;
(d) An objective, factual, narrative account of the discussions that
took place in the Working Group. (Working paper CD/52 of
13 Avgust 1979, containing an "Evaluation of the discussion in
the Committee on Disarmament in 1979 with respeét to prohibition
of chemical weapons" (France, Italy and the Netherlands) could
serve as o model).
Step 5 The report of the Working Group composed of the above-mentioned four
documents together would form an outline or at least the beginning of an
outline of the Convention, thus laying the basis for further work next year.
Step 6 In order to ensure that the work mentioned above under step 4 can be
accomplished with maximum efficiency, it is desirable that a certain period of,
say, two to thrce wecks during the summer session should be agrced upon well
in advance, so that experts from capitals can be available during that

designated pericd.
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Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish): Iy delegation wishes

¢

to state foxr the record of this mecting of the Committee that Venezuela would have
liked the terms ol reference ol the working groun on chemical weapons to be more
specific and precise. It also would have likzed the Vorking Group to be entrusted with
the tack of immediately undertaking substantive negotiations on the elaboration of a
convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the development, production
and stockpiling of chemical wveapons and on their destruction, in accordance with the
request made to the Committce on Disarmament in many General Assembly resolutions
and, in particulexr, in a very recent one, namely, resolution 54/72. It vas only in
the interest of the consensus necessary for the cstablishment of the ad hoc

voxrking group that my delegation accepted the wording of the decision in the form in
vhich it was adonted. We ncevertheless trust that the VWorliing Group will take duly
into account the fact that the lunction of the Committee on Disarmament is mainly
one of negotiation and that, accordingly, the negotiation ol a convention on
chemical veanons is a matter of high priority, as stressed in the first sentence of

the decision adopted and in operative paragraph 2 of resolution 54/72.

Ifr. GARCIA ROBLES (ilexico) (translated from Sponish): My delegation,

which struggled unsuccessfully for years to have the Conference of the Committee on

Disarmament establish a standing subcommittee of the vhole, considers that the
decision vhich the Committee on Disarmament has just adoptcd for the establishment of
four ad hoc working groups, vhich will be entrusted uvith the task of carrying forward
the Committee's work on various agenda itcms, will go down in the history of the main
multilateral disarmament negotiating body, both because of its intrinsic significance
and because of the precedent it sets.

Vhat has been agreed on today gives us every hope that, before the end of the
first part of the current session, the Committee will be able to adopt a similax
decision for the establichment of a fifth working group to deal with the item
entitled "Nucleaxr test ban'.

Although working groups are the most appropriate mechanism for ensuring the
greatest effectiveness of the Committee's negotiations, it would be wishful
thinking to imagine that they can vork miracles. The decisive factor for mgking real
progress on the road fto disarmament will undoubtedly continue to be the so~-called
"political will" of States. Hence, we consider that, starting today, the members of

the Committee and, in particular, those with the largest nuclear arsenals, will have
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increased responsibilities, for special efforts will have to be made to prevent the
hopes raised among all peonles by the establishment of the new subsidiary bodies

from being dashed.

Mr. AKRAII (Pakistan): 1fr. Chairman, my delegation would also wish to
express its gratification at the adoption of a decision by the Committec to establish
four vorking groups [ox the concrete negotiation of agrcements on priority and
impoxrtant disarmament matters., With regard to the Ad Hoc VWorking Group on Effective
International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-lleapon States Against the Use or
Threat of Usg of Muclear Veapons, I would like to state the understanding of my
delegation concerning the mandate that has been agreed upon.

Our interpretation, Ilxr. Chairman, is that the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group
covers, on the one hand, efforts to conclude arrangements whereby the nuclear-~weapon
States would undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the
non-nuclear-weapon States, as well as steps that need to be taken to clarify and to
reinforce the provisions of Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations regarding
collective and individual self-defence against the use of nuclear ueapons. It is our
hope that the distinguished representative of Egypt, who chaired the Ad Hoc
Working Group on this subject last yeaxr vith distinction, will once again consent to
preside over its negotiations, and that the Group can begin its work without delay.
Indeed, we hope that the vork of the Ad Hoc Group can commence as early as next week.

Regarding the Ad Hoc Working Group on chemical weapons, my delegation would like
to state its complete accord vith the views that have already been expressed by the

distinguished Ambassador of Venezuela.

Mr, HERDER (German Democratic Republic): DMr. Chairman, my delegation
subscribed, vith satisfaction, to the consensus on the establishment of four
working groups. The establishment of working groups will certainly contribute to the
accomplishment of the tasks faced by the Committee, and ve regard this achieveﬁent as
a step in-the right direction. However, at the same time we feel obliged to recall,
in this connexion, the Committee's responsibility for nuclear disarmament. We have
heard many statements and declarations made in this”Cqmmittee on the priority of
nuclear disarmament in our responsible work. Uhfortunafély, ve have not yet been
able to agree on the establishment of working groups on nuclear disarmament and on a

comprehensive test ban.
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(Mr. Herder, Gexman Democratic Republic)

As you are well awvare, the German Democratic Republic and all other socialist
countries-have made many efforts to promote nuclear disarmament and the cessation of
nuclear weapons testing by the establishment of ad hoc working groups. I would
therefore like to use this onportunity to declare that we will continue our efforts
to achieve consensus on the establishment of ad hoc wvorking groups on nuclear

disarmement and on a comprehensive nuclear-weapon-:test ban.

Mr. de la GORCE (France) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, a moment

ago, we heard our colleague from llexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, say that the
decision we have taken to establish four woxking groups will go down in history. The
French delegation very much hopes that the near future vwill prove that prediction to
be true. Ve consider that we have just completed a very important stage in the still
vexry short history of the Committee on Disarmament and that we are {inally going to
deal, with all the necessary seriousness, enthusiasm and conviction, with the
substantive vork that awaits us.

It is probably too early at this stage to present any very specific ideas on the
organization of our wvork. I would nevertheless like to express my delegation's
appreciation foxr the statement made at the beginning of this discussion by our
distinguished colleague from the Netherlands. Ve are of the opinion that such
specific suggestions concerning the work of our groups will provide us with a good
deal of food for thought, which should, however, not go on too long so that we do not
waste too much time on organizational matters. On the whole, we consider that the
proposal by our colleague from the Netherlands provides an excellent basis for the
work that avaits us. I shall confine myself today to two comments prompted by our
concern that substantive examination of the issues should bhegin as soon as possible.
FPirst, we vonder vhether, even belore the official questionnaire referred to in the
document distributed by the Netherlands delegation is prepared, our Governments orx,
more specifically, the appropriate specialized departments within our Govermments,
might not begin to consider their replies to the questionnaire on the basis of the
excellent document distributed last year by the Netherlands delegation. Secondly,
we wonder whether it would not be possible to envisage holding a working meeting,
with the participation of experts, that would last a little longer than the meeting
proposed in the document just submitted by the Netherlands. These are very important

matters of substance and I repeat that, if I have deliberately gone into the details
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of the prornosals by the Netherlands deleration, it is in order to make it clecx from
the start that our concern is that the preparations for our work on the substance of
the matters vith vhich we are going. to have to deal should bc made in a speciflic and

positive manner.

llr. DL-SHAFEI (Bgypt): lir, Chairman, I wish to join previous speakers in

expressing my delegation's satisfaction at the fact that the efforts made rccently
under your chairmanshin and that of your predecessor, Ambassador llcPhail,. have
resulted in the establishment of four ad hoc working groups for a number of priority
items with wvhich this Committee is dealing. We, in our delegation, certainly look
forverd to the establishment of an ad hoc working group on the question of a
conprehensive test ban; indeed, we look forvard to this possibility in the future,
vhen the delegations of the three nuclear-veapon countries negotiating in the
trilateral talks are in a position, hopefully before the end of the spring session,
to submit to this Committee a progress report on the state of their negotiations.

We are looking forwaxd to the establishment of an ad hoc working group on a CTB vhich
would certainly supplement the business-like attitude vhich is prevailing in the

Committec.

Ilr. LIDGARD (Sweden): I, Chairman, last year ve set up a working group on
a very difficult subject, and I think that there vas general agreement that, under
skilled chairmanghip, the worliing group distinsuishes itself as an efficient and
workable instrument. Howvever, I would like to associate mysclf vith the statement of
the distinguished representative of Ilexico when he said that today was a historic day
because ol the important decisions we have talen. Prom our side we had set much
hope in the establishment of vorking groups, and we gincerely hope that the Committee
will nov be able to prove its value as a negotiating orgen on a broader level,

Lagt Friday I made a short statement to express our appreciation of the
agreemnent then reached on the mandate for the working group on chemical weapons, and
I also stated how we interpreted that mandate. I shall not burden you today with a
repetition of that statement. Let me just say that our interpretation follows

completely that presented by the distinguished representative of Venezuela.
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Mr. CORDERO DI MONTEZEMOLO (Italy) (translated from French):

My delegation warmly welcomes the decision just taken by the Committee, as a result

of. in~depth consultations, to establish four working groups on chemical weapons,
radiological weapons, negative guarantees and the comprehensive programme of
disarmament.

It is our hope that, through fruitful and effective negotiations, these
groups will be able to make a genuinely positive contribution to the progress of
our work in these fields.

It is therefore important to proceed now with a certain amount of urgeﬁcy to
the appointment of the chairmen of the four working groups so that they may
begin their work immediately. :

‘With regard to the group on chemical weapons, whose establishment Italy had
been proposing for a long time, I would like to say that my delegation has taken
note with particular interest of the proposals just made by the distinguished
representative of the Netherlands. The approach outlined by the Ambassador Fein
is a realistio one which takes account of the need to proceed step by step and
co~ordinate the Committee's work with the work being carried‘out by the parties
to the bilateral negotiations, which have special responsibility in this area.
Without going into the details of the various stéps suggested, I would like to say
that, on thé whole, we find the brocédure envisaged is likely to ensure that the
work of the Group and of the Committee will be better co-ordinated and structured,
enabling all countries to make known their positions on the various aspects of a
future convention, in the form of replies to the questionnaire.

I would therefore like to express my delegation's support for the proposal
by the representative of the Netherlands, with which we are pleased to associate

ourselves,

Mr. DJOKIé (Yugoslavia): My delegation would also like to express its
satisfaction with the adoption by the Committee of the decision o establish four
working groups to negotiate on various priority problems of disarmament.

We understand and interpret the decision: thgt the Committee has just adopted as a
sign of the readiness of all members 'of the Committee to enter into substantive
negotiations and to contribute more directly to the accomplishment of the
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(Mr. Djokié, Yugoslavia)

mandate which wae entrusted..te.vs by the international community. ..My delegation
has an open mind concerning the programme of work of the four working groups. I am
confident that we will strive to draw up a programme of work which will bring us,
ags soon as possible, to positive and concrete results and which will not be the

product of further long discussions of a procedural character.

Mr., PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany): I would like to join those
who have expressed satisfaction with the establishment of the working groups after

leng discussions during previous weeks. I share the optimistic views of those
who have said that the Committee did a perfect job by agreeing on the mandate for
those groups. It is also a revelation that we have made a major step forward.

We also hope that we are now in a solid position to start work in these the working
groups and to finalize the preparatory work which is still necessary. We would
like to organize the working groups in a business-~like manner. The task of the
working groups will be difficult and comprehensive, but I think that once their
‘mandate is formulated, it will be possible for thém to fulfil their obligations
within a reasonable tiwe,

With this in mind, Mr. Chairman, I would like to support, in particular, the
proposal made by our Netherlands colleague with regard to the organization of the
work of the Working Group on chemical weapons. This is an example which can be
followed by the other working groups, thus providing clear guidelines for the
organization of work in the months to come. I think that if good results are to
be achieved in a reagonable time, it is essential to recognize the various steps
that are necessary. In this context, I wquld therefore support what has been
said by our Netherlands colleague, but I would also like to use it as an example

for the organization of vorlk of the other working groups.

The CHATRMAN: As I announced at our informal meeting on Friday, I

intend to conduct consultations on the question of the chairmanship of the Ad Hoc
Working Groups and, in this connexion, the Chairman and the Secretary may be
informed of the views and aspirations ef members. When this question is resolved, -

arrangements will be made by the Secretariat for the meetings of the various
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(The Chairman )

Ad Hoc Working Groups. The Committee can rest assured that, as regards the
organization of work of each Ad Hoc Working Group, the Chair and the Secretariat
will consult with the chairmen of the various groups, in order to provide ample
notice of the meetings to be held by the Working Groups. We will also try to
ensure that all delegations can cover those meetings.

As agreed by the Committee at our informal meeting on Friday, I intend to
convene an informal meeting immediately after this plenary, to oconsider requests

made by non-members to participate in the meetings of the Committee.

The meeting rose at 5.05 p.m.




