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L. INTRODUCTION

1. The Committee on Disarmament submits to the thirty-sixth session of the
United HMations General Assembly its annual report on its 1981 session, together
with the pertinent documents and records. This report also includes an account of
the organization of the Committee (Part II) and of the Committee's work based on
the agenda adopted for 1981 (Part III). .

II. ORGANIZATION CF THE CdﬁKITTEE

A, 1981 Session of the Comittee

2. The Committee was in scssion fron 3 Febwruary to 24 April and from 11 June to
21 August 1981, During this period, the Committee held 49 formal plenary mcetings
2t vhich members set forth their Governnent's views and recommendations on the
questions beforc the Committee.

2. The Committee also held 45 informal neetings on various subjects, including its
agenda and programme of worl, organizatior and procedures, as well as items of the
agende. and other matiers considered by the Cormittee.

4. In accordance with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the following member States
assumed the Chairman e Committec: France for February, the German Democratic
Republic for liarch, the Federal Republic of Gemany for April and the recess between
the first and seccond parts of the 1981 session of the Committee, Hungary from 1lth
mntil the end of June, India for July, and Indonesia for August and the recess until
the 1982 session of the Commitiee,

B. Perticipants ii: the Vorkz of the Cormitice

5. Representatives of the following nember States participated in the work of the
Committee: Algeria, Argentins, Australis, Belgiun, Brazil, Bulgeric, Burma, Canade,
China, Cuba, Czechoslovakies, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fronce, Geman Democratic Republic,
Germeny, Federzl Republic of, Hungexry, India, Indonesia, Ir~n, Italy, Jsapan, Kenya,
Mexico, Mongolia, Horocce, the Netherlands, Wigeria, Paliistan, Peru, Polend, Romenia,
Sri Lankn, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of Anerics, Venezuels, Yugoslavia and
Zaire, The consolidated list of perticipents in The first and sccond parts of the
session is included as Appendix I to the report. ‘

C. Agende for the 1981 Segsion and Progremme of VWork
for the First and Seccnd Parts of the Session

6. At the 104th plenary meecting, the Chaimon submitted a proposal on the
provisional agenda and the programme of work of the Comittee, for the first part of
the session, in confomity with rule 29 of the Rules of Procedure. In subtmitting
that proposal, the Cheimman stated the folleowing:

"It is understood that the gquestion of the non-stationing of nuclear
weapons on the territories of States where there ore no such weapens at present
can be considered under itcn 2 of the Committee's agenda, 'Cossction of the
miclear amms race and nuclear disarnenent!; It is also understood that the
report of the Cormittee, iten 7 of the cgenda, will deal, inter alia, with the
question of the consideration of the modalities of the review of t@e
nembership of the Cormittee, mentioned in General Assembly resolution 35/156 I.
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I drow the Committee's attention to the fact that organizational questions
are not mentioned in the programme of worlk, in compliance with the Cormittee's
wish. that these questions, and in particular the guestion of amendments to
Section IX of the Rulcs of Procedure, should be dealt with at infommal

neetings."
T At the same plenary meeting, the Committee adopted its agenda and programme of
worlt. Some delegations made statements in conncction with the agenda. The text

of the agends and programme of vork for the first pert of the session
(document CD/144%) reads as follows:

"The Committee on Disarmement, as the multilateral negotiating forunm,
shall promote the attainment of gencral and complete disarmament under
effective international control.

"The Committee, taking into cccount inter alia the relevent provisions
of the Final Document of the first special scssion of the General Assembly

devoted to disammament, will deal with the cessation of the ams race and
disarmament and other relevant measures in the following areas:

ii. Chenical weapons;
IiI. Other weapons of mass destruction;
iV. Conventional weapons;
V. Reduction of military budgets;
VI. Reduction of armed forces;
VIi. bisarmament and development;
VIII. Disarmement and international security;
fX. Collateral measures; confidence-building measures; effectivé
verification methods in relation to cppropriate disarmament

measures, acceptable to all verties concerned;

X, Comprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and
complete disarmament under effective international control.

"Within the above framework, the Cormittee on Disarmament adopts the
following agenda for 1981 which includes items that, in confomity with the
provisions of section VIIT of its rules of procedure, would be considered by
the Committee:

1. INuclear test ban.

2. Cessation of the nuclear arms 1nce and nuclear disarmament.

3. Effective international arrangements to assure non-miclear weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear Wweapons.’

4. Chenical weapons,
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5e Wew types of weapons of mass destruction and new gystens of such
weapons; radiological weéapons.
6.  Comprchensive programme of disarmament.

T Consideration and adoption of the anmual report and any other
report as appropriate to the General Assenbly of the United Netions.

"The Cormittee will conduct its work bearing in mind the contribution that
it should nmake to the success of the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disammament.

FROGRAMITE OF “JORK

"In compliance with rule 28 of its rules of procedurc, the Committee also
adopts the following progremme of work for the first part of its 1981 session:

3~6 Tebruary Statements in the plenary.
Considerction of the agenda and progromme
of work.

9~13 February Statements in the plenary.
Preliminary consideration of the questicn of
the establishment of subsidiary bodies on
items of the agenda.

16~20 February uclear test ban,

23 Tebruary-4 lMarch Cessation of the nuclear amms race and
nuclear disaimament.

5-13 March Comprehensive prograrmme of disarmament.
16-20 March Bffective intemational arrangenents to assure
non-nuclear-weazpon States agoinst the use or
threat of use of nuclear wecopons.

23 March-3 April Chemical weapons.

6-10 April Wew types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons.

13-17 April Further consideration of agenda itens.
20-24 April Interim reports of ad hoc groups, if any.

. "In adopting its agenda and programme of work, the Cormittce has kept in
mind “the provisions of rules 30 and 31 ofits Rules of Procedure."
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8, At the lOStb plendry meeting, the uommlttee also adopted a de01slon on ad hoc
working groups. Statements were made in that connection. The decigion
(document CD/lSl) read as follows: :

"The Committee decides that the ad hoc working group on the comprehensive
- progremme of disarmament established on 17 March 1980 shall resume its woric
forthwith, in accordance with the conclusion reached by the Committee at its
100th plenary meeting (paragraph 68.16 of CD/139).

"The Committee further decides to re-establish, for the duration of its
1981 session, the ad hoc working groups on cffective internaticnsl arrangements
to assure non-nuclear weapen Stotes against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons, chemical weapons and radiological weapons, which were
established on 17 llarch for its 1930 session, so that they may continue their
work on the basis of their former mandates.

"It is understood thot the Committee will, as soon os possible, review
the mandates of the three ad hoc vorking groups with a view to adepting, as
appropriate, their mandates to advance the progress of the process of
negotiations towards the objective of concrete disarmament measures.

"It ig also under tood that the decision taken by the Committee in no
way precludes the urgent consideration of the proposals subnitted for the
establishment of other ad hoc working groups.on items 1 and 2 of the Committee's
agenda, as well as tie cons sideration of the establislment of other subsidiary
bodies which have been or may be proposed.

"The ad hoc working groups will report to the Cormittec on the progress of
their work at any appropricte time and in any case before the conclusion of its
1981 session."

9. During the second part of the 1981 segsion of the Committee, the Chairman
submitted, at the 129th plenary neeting, a proposal on the programme of work for the
second part of the session. In ubmlttlng that proposal, the Chairman made the
following statement:

"In conmncction with the adoption of the progrorme of work of the Committee
for the second part of its 1981 scssion, the following understanding will be
kept in mind:

"The closing date of the session will be in August and will not go beyond
27 August. The actual closing date will be determined not later than 31 July,
teking into account the requirenents of the Committee'!s work as required by
rule 7 of the rules of procedure. :

_ . "The Committee will meet in plenary sessions ordinarily twice a. week, on
Tuesdays and Thursdays, subject to - the understanding that if no speakers have
been inscribed for a particular plenary meeting 24 hours in advance, that
meeting will be cancelled and the time thus obtained reallocated by the
Chairman after appropriate consultations.
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"The following questions relating to the orgenization of work would be
considered at informal neetings during the week ending 19 June as well as
subsequently:

(a) The proposal to revise the existing mandate of the Ad Hoc
Vorking Group on Chemical Veapons:

(b) The proposal to estoblish additional subsidiary bodies, and

(c) The proposal to hold infomal meetings with the participation of
experts to consider the item 'New types of weapons of mass destruction and
new -systems of such weapons!.

"The following additionel questions relating to the organization of
work would alsoc be considered at informel meetings to be scheduled by the
Chairmen during the session:

(a) Consideration of the modalities of the review of the membership
of the Cormittee on Disarmement, including the views expressed by members
concerning the improved and effective functioning of the Cormittees

(b) Amendnents to section IX of the rules of procedure;

(c) Fommat of the report of the Cormittee on Disarmoment to the
General Assembly, taking into account the need for economy in documentation.

"It is.envisaged that the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
to Consider International Co-operative HMeasures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events will be duly considered at o plenary necting in August after its
submission.”

10, At the same plenzry meeting, the Committee adopted the programme of work
proposed by the Chaimman (CD/186%). Tt read as follows:

"Tn compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the Committec on
Disarmement adopts the following programme of worlt for the second part of its
19381 session:

11-19 June Statement in the plenary meetings.
Congideration of the programme of work for the
second part of the 1981 scssion, as well as of
the establisiment of additionnl subsidiary bodies
and questions relating to the orgenization of work. 1/

22-26 June Muclear test ban

29 June-3 July Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disommenent.,

l/ These questions are spelt out in the stotement of the Chairman.



cD/228
page 8

6-10 July

13-17 July
20-24 July
27-31 July
3-7 August

10-... August

New types of wezpons of masgs destruction and new
systems of such weapons; radiological weapons.

Chemical weapons.

Comprehensive programme of discrmanent.

Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-wveapon States agoinst the use or threat

of use of nuclear weapons.

Turther considexction of agenda items and ocutstanding
questions relating to the organization of work. 1/

Congideration of the wreports of subsidiary bodies.
Congideration and adoption of the annual report and

any other report as appropriate tc the General Assembly
of the United Wations. 2/

"The ad hoc working groups already established by the Cormittee shall
continue to hold at least one neeting per week, starting on 16 June, as follows:

~ Bffective international srxrrongenments to agsure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threzt of use of nuclear weapons on
Tuesday afternoons;

~ Chemical weapons on Vednesdey afternoons;

- Comprehensive programme of disarmement on Thursday afternoons;

~ Radiclogical weapons on Friday nornings.

"Additional meetings of the ad hoc working groups may be convened weekly
after consultations between the Cheirmon of the Committee and the Chairmen of
the ad hoc working groups according to the circumstances and needs of the

various groups.

"The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co—operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events shall meet from

3 to 14 August.

"In adopting its programme of work, the Committee has kept in mind the
provisions of rules 30 and 31 of its Rules of Procedure."

1/ These questions are spelt out in the statement of the Chairman.

2/ The annual report of the Committee will, inter alia, deal with the question
of the consideration of the modalities of the review of the membership of the

Committee,
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11. At its 125th plenary meeting, .the. Committee decided to close ‘the first part
of its annual session on 24 April and to start the second part on 11 June. At its
142nd plenary meeting, the Committee also decided to close its 1981 session on

21 August.

D. Participation by States not members of the Cormittee

12, In conformity with rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the following States not
members of the Committee attended plenary meetings of the Committee: Austria, Chile,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Finland, Greece, Holy See, Iraq, Madagascar, Norway,
Spain, Switzerland, Turkey, United Arab Emirctes and Viet Ham.

13.. The Committee received and considered requests to participete in its work from
States not members of the Committec. Several delegations made statements in this
comnection (CD/PV.104;, In accordance with the Rules of Procedure, the Cormittee
invited:

(a) the representatives of Austria, Denmark, Finland, Norway and Spain to
participate in 1981 in the discussions on the substantive items on the agenda at
plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, as well as in the meetings of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament;

(b) the representative of Switzerland to participate in 1981 in the discussions
on the ifems relating to chemical weapons and cffective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear

weapons at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, and in the meetings of
the Ad Hoc Working Group on the same items on the agende;

(¢) the representative of Finland to participate in 1981 in the meetings of
the Ad Hoc Working Groups on Chemical VWeapons and on Effective International
Arrangements to Assure Non-Huclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use
of Nuclear Weapons;

(d) the representatives of Denmexrl: and Horway to participate in 1981 in the
meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons; and

(¢) the representatives of Austria and Spain to participate in 1981 in the
meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groups on Effective International Arrangements to
Assurce Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons,
on Chemical Weapons and on Radiological Weapons.

E. Proposal for an Addition tc Rule 25 of the
Rules of Procedure

14. The delegations of Mexico, Higeria, Pakistan, Sweden and Yugoslavia submitted

on 30 July 1981, for possible consideration at the 1932 session of the Committee,

a working paper contained in document CD/204, entitled "Working Paper -~ Establishment
of Subsidiary Organs". '
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F., Consideration of the modalities of the review of
the membership of the Committec

15, The Committee also considered the modalities of the rcview of its membership,
referred to in General Assombly resolution 35/156 I.

16, As announced by the Chairman of the Committee at its 129th plenary mecting on
16 June 1981, the Committee held a number of informal meetings for the consideration
of that question, including the views expressed by members concerning the improved
and effective funciioning of the Commitice.

17. In connection with the latter guestion, the Committec had before it

document CD/ZOO*, dated 24 July 1981, submitted by a group of socialist cowntrics
and entitled "Increasing the effectiveness and improving the organization of work of
the Committee on Disarmement'. :

18. In considering the modalities of the review of its membership, the Committee
kept in mind paragraph 11% of the Final Document of the first special session on
disarmament, which declared, inter alis, fthat the negotiating vody for the sake of
convenience should have a relatively small membership., The Committee also took into
account paragraph 28 of the Final Document which says, intcr alia, that all States
have the right to particinate in dicarmament negotiations, as well as

paragraphs 120 (g) and (h) of the Finsl Document.

19. Many members were of the opinion that the Committec's present membership was
adequate and representative of the world community of States, and that an expansion
was premature as the Committee had bheen in operation for only three years. Some
members expressed themselves in favour of a very small incrcase in the Committee's
membership. The vicw was expressed that any cventusl change in membership could take
the form of either expansion, or reduction,; or rotetion of members within the
respective regions or groups. However, many delegations were of the view that there
was no strong reason at the moment for modifying the present membership.

20. The Committee is aware of the neced to facilitate the participation of non-member
States in its work. It was generally recognized that all cfforts should continue

to be made to facilitate such participation by non-member States. The Committee
intend to review this question next ycar so that the interest displayed by non-member
States in disarmement measures may be met as fully as possible. '

21, Proposals submitted by members for the improved and ceffective functioning of the
Committee were also discussed, The Committec agreed to continue its consideration
of these proposals early during the 1982 session (see CD/PV.149).

G. Communications from Non-Govemmental Organizations

22. 1In accordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Proccdurc, lists of all communications

from non-governmental organizations and persons were circulated to the Committee
(documents CD/NGC.3 ond 4.
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ITT. WORK OF THE COMMITTEE DURING ITS 1981 SESSION
23, The work of the Committee during its 1981 session was based on its agenda and
prog?ammes of work adopted for the year. The list of documents issued by the
Commlttee, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as Appendix IT to the
report. An index of the verbatim records by country and subject, listing the

statements @ade by delegations during 1981, and the verbatim records of the meetings
of the Committee are attached as Appendix III to the report.

24. The Committee also had before it a letter dated 2 February 1981 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations (CD/140) trensmitting all the resolutions
on d%sarmament adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session in 1980, in
particular those entrusting spscific responsibilities to the Committee on Disarmament :
35/46 ] "Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade"
35/144 B "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"
35/145 A "Cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons"

35/145 B "Prohibition of all nuclear-test -explosions by all States for all time"

35/149 ~  "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"

35/152 B "Nuclear weapons in all aspects"
35/152 C "Nuclear weapons in all aspects"

35/152 B "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the tenth
special session" )

35/152 G "Paragraph 125 of the Final Document”

35/152 J "Report of the Committee on Disarmament"

35/154 "Conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening of the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use

of nuclear weapons"

35/155 "Conclusion of an intornational convention tc assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'

35/156 C "Non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where
there are no such weapons at present”

35/156 F  "Study on nuclear weapons"

35/156 G "“Conclusion of an international convention prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons'

35/156 H "Prohibition of the produotibn of fissionable material for weapons
purposes"

35/156 I  "Report of the Committee on Disarmament"
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25. In the same letter, the Secretary-General drew attentlon, in particular, to the
following provisions of those resolutions:

"(1) 1In the Anmex to resolution 35/46, paragraph 12 states that all efforts
should be exerted by the Committee on Disarmament urgently to negotlat: with a
view to reaching agrcement, and to submit agreed texts where possible before
the second special session devoted to disarmament on: (a) a comprehensive
nuclear-test~ban treaty; (o) a treaty on the prohibiticn of the development,
production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and their destruction;

(¢c) a treaty on the prohibition of the development, production and use of
radiological weapons; (d) effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use cf nuclear weapons,
taking into account all proposals and suggestions that have been made in this
regard.

"(2) In resolution 35/144 B, operative paragraph 3 urges the Committec on
Disarmament to continuec, as from the begimming of its session to be held in 1981,
negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons
and on their destruction as a matter of high priority, taking into account all
existing proposals and future initiatives; and operative paragraph 4 requests
the Committee on Disarmament to report on the results of its negotiations to
the General hssembly at ite thirty-sixth session.,

"(3) In resolution 35/145 A, operative paragraph 4 urges all States members
of the Committec on Disarmament: (a) o support the creation by the Committes,
upon initiation of its session to be held in 1981, of an Ad hoc working group
which should begin the multilateral negotiation of a ftreaty for the prohibiticn
of all nuclear-wcapon tests; (b) to use their best endeavours in order that the
Committee may transmit to the Genersl hssembly at its thirty-sixth secssion the
multilaterally negoticted text of such a treaty.

”(4) In resolution 35/145 B, operative paragraph 5 requests the Committee

on Disarmament to take the necessary steps;, including the establishnent of a
working group, to initiate substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test
ban treaty as a matter of the highest priority at the beginning of its session
to be held in 1981; cperative paragraph 6 further requests the Cormittee on
Disarmament to determine, in the context of its negotiations on such a treaty,

- the institutional and administrative steps nccessary for establishing, testing
and operating an international seismic wonitoring network and effective
verification system; operative paragraph 7 urges all members of the Committee
on Disarmament to co-operate with the Committee in fulfilling its mandate and,
to this end, to suppert the creation of a working group on a comprehensive
nuclear test banj; and cperative paragraph 8 calls upon the Committee on
Disarmament to exert all cfforts in order that a draft comprehensive nuclear
test-ban treaty can be submitted to the Genecral Assembly no later than at its
second special sesegion devoted to disarmament, to be held in 1982,

"(5) In resolution 35/149, operative paragraph 1 requests once again the
Committee on Disarmament, in the light of its existing priorities, to continue
negotiations, with the assistance of qualificd governmental experts, with a view
to preparing a draft comprehensive agrcement on the prohibition of the

development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons, and to draft possible agreements on particular types of
such weapons; and operative paragrzph 2 requests the Committee on Disarmament %0

submit a report on the results achicved to the General As ssembly for consideration
at its thirty-sixth session,
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"(6) In resolution 35/152 B, operative paragraph 1 notes the decision of
the Committee on Disarmament to resume intensive consideration, at its session
to be held in 1981, of the item on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament; operative paragraph 2 believes it necessary to intensify
efforts with a view to initiating as a matter of high priority, negotiations,
with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States, on the question of the
cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, in accordance with
the provisions of paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session
of the General Assembly; operative paragraph 3 calls upon the Committee on
Disarmament, as s matter of priority and for the purpocse of an early conmencement
of the negotiations on the substance of the problem, to undertake consultations
in which to consider, inter alia, the establishment of an ad hoc working group
on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and of nuclear disarmament with a
clearly defined mandate; and operative paragraph 4 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to report on the results of those negotiations to the General Assembly
at its thirty-sixth scssion.

"(7) In resclution 55/152 C, operative paragraph 1 urges the Committee on
Disarmament tc establish, upon initiation of its session to be held in 1981,
an ad_hoc working group on the item which in its.agenda for 1979 and 1980, was’
entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament'; and
cperative paragraph 2 considers that, in the 1light of the exchange of views held
on this subject during the last two annual sassions of the Committee on
Disarmament, it would be advisable that the working group begin its
negotiations by addressing the question of the elaboration and clarification of
the stages cof nuclear disarmament envisaged in paeragraph 50 of the Final Document
cf the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, including identification
of the responsibilities of the nuclear-weapnn States and the role of the
non~-nuclear-weapon States in the process of achieving nuclear disarmament.

"(8) In resolution 35/152 E, operative paragraph 4 recommends that the

Committee on Disarmament should concentrate on the substantive and priority items
on its agenda with a view tc achieving tangible results.

"(9) In resolution 35/152 G, operative paragraph 2 invites the appropriate
international bodies in the field of disarmament to continue, in accordance
with the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly,
efforts aimed at achieving positive results in curbing the arms race in
accordance with the Programme of iction set forth in section IIT of the
Final Document and the Dcclaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade,

"(10) In resoluticn 35/152 J, operative paragraph 1 urges the Committee
on Disarmament to continue or undertake, during its session to be held in 1981,
substantive negotiations on the pricrity questions of disarmament on its agenda,
in accordance with the provisions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly and the other relevant resclutions of the Assembly
on those questiong; operative paragraph 2 invites the nembers of the Committec
on Disarmament involved in separatc negotiations on specific priority questions
of disarmament to intensify their cfforts to achieve a positive conclusion of
those negotiations without further delay for submission to the Committee and,
at the same time, to submit to the Committee 2 full report on their separate
negotiations and the results achieved in order to contributec most directly to
the negotiaticns in the Committee in accordance with paragraph 1; operative .
paragraph 3 requests the Committee on Disarmament, at its sessicn to be held in
1981, to continue negotiations on the claboration of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament, and to submit the programme in time for consideration by the
General Assembly at the second special sessinn devoted to disarmament
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operative paragraph 4 also requests the Committee on Disarmement to intensify its
work on priorit} questions of disarmament, so that it may be in a position to
contribute through concretc accomplishments, to a favourable climate for the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament; and
operative paragraph 5 further requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a
report on its work to the General Assenbly at its thirty-sixth session.

"(11) In resolution 35/154, opcrative paragreph 3 requests the Committee
on Disarmament to continue on a priority basis, during its session in 1981,
the negotiations osn the quostion of strengthening of scourity guarantees of
non-nuclear-weapon Statess; and cpcrative paragraph 4 -calls upon States
participating in talks on the question of providing guarantces to non-nuclear
States against the use or threat »f usc of nuclear woapons to make efforts for the
speedy elaboration and ccnclusion of an internsticnal convention on this matter,

"(12) In resolution 35/155, operative paragraph 4 recommends that the
Committee on Disarmanent should actively continue negetiations with a view to
reaching agreement and concluding effective international arrangements during
its next session to assure non-nuclear-weapon Statces against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons, taking intn account the widespread support for the
conclusion of an internaticnel convention and giving consideration to any other
proposals designed tc secure the same objective.

"(13) In resclution 35/1)6 C, operative paragreph 1 requests the Committee
on Disarmament to proceed without deleay to talks with a view to elaborating
an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such wsapons at present; and operative
paragraph 3 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a report on the questio
to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session.

"(lﬂ) In resolution 35/156 F, operative paragraph 4 recommends that the
Committee on Disarmament should take the report of the Group of Experts on a
Comprehensive Study o Nuclear Weapons‘(ﬂ/55/392) and its . conclusions into account
in its efforts towards general and complete disarmament under effective
international control, in particular in the ficld of nuclear disarmament.

"(15) In resolution 35/156 G, operative paragraph 1 calls upon tho
Cormittee on Disarmament to continue negotiations with a view to claboratlng .
a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons and to report on the results to the General Assembly at
its thirty-sixth sessicn; and operative paragraph 2 notes in this connection
the recommendaticn of the 4d Hoc Working Group, in the report adopted by the
Committee on Disarmament, to set nup at the boginning of its session to be held in
1981 a further ad hoc working group, under an appropriate mandate to be
determined at that time, to continus negotiations »n the elaboration of a treaty
prohibiting radiological weapons.

"(16) In resolution 35/156 H, its opsrative paragraph requests the Committee
on Disarmament, at an appropriate stage. of its work on the item entitled
"Nuclear weapons in all aspects', to pursue its consideration of the question of
adequately verified cessation and prohibition of the production of fissionable
material for nuclear weapons and other nuclear cxplosive devices and to keep
the General Assembly informed of the progress of that consideration.
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"(17) In resolution 55/156 I, operative paragraph 2 requests the
Committee on Disarmement to continue %o consider the modalities of the review of
the membership of the Committee and to report on this subject to the
General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session; operative paragraph 3 recommends that
the first review of the membership of the Committee on Disarmament should be
completed following appropriate consultations among Member States, during the
next special session of the General Assembly desvoted to disarmament; and.
operative paragraph 4 reaffirms that States not members of the Committee, upon
their request, should be invited by it to participate in the work of the
Committee when the particular concerns of those States are under discussion."

26. By the same letter and in compliance with paragraph 7 of General Assembly
resolution 35/156 D, the Secretary-General transmitted to the Committee the study on
21l the aspects of regional disarmament which is contained in document A/35/416.

In accordance with General Assembly resolutions 35/149, 35/152 G, 35/156 C and
35/156 G, the Secretary-General also transmitted to the Committee.all documents
relevant to the subjects considered by those resolutions.

27. At the 10lst plenary meeting of the Committee on 3 February 1981, the

Personal Representative of the Secretary-General and Secretary of the Committee conveyed
to the Committee a message from the Secretary-General at the opening of the 1981

session (CD/PV.101). '

28. The Committee received the following documents concerning various items of the
agenda and related matters, the other documents being listed under specific items:

(a) Document CD/141, dated 5 February 1981, submitted by a group of Socialist
States, i/ entitled '"Considerations on the Organization of Work of the Committee on
Disarmament During its 1981 Session".

(b) Document CD/158, dated 26 February 1981, entitled "Statement on the occasion
of thé deposit by the Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt of its Instruments of
Retification of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons',

(¢) Document CD/160, dated 3 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Inion of Soviet Sccialist Republics, entitled '"To strengthen peace, deepen détente,
and curb the arms race".

(d) Document CD/162, dated 11 March 1981, entitled "Considerations of a group of
socialist countries in the Committee on Disarmament concerning negotiations in the
Committee on Disarmament on the cessation of the nucleédr arms race and nuclear
disarmament, and also on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests'.

(e) Document CD/165, dated 20 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Venezuela, entitled "Address given by His Holiness Pope John Paul II at the
Peace Memorial Park, Hiroshima, on Wednesday, 23 February 1981".

(f) Document CD/166, deted 23 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Peace, disarmament and international
security guarantees".

(g) Document CD/170, dated 31 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of India,
entitled "Extracts from the section entitled 'Review of the International Situeticn!
contained in the New Delhi Declaration issued at the conclusion of the Ministerial
Conference of Non-Aligned Countries held in New Delhi from 9 to 13 February 1981".

f/ Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Denocratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia,
Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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(h) Document CD/182 dated 24 April 1981, entitled "Statement of a Group of
Socialist countries on the results of the first part \f the 1981 session of tho
Committee on Disarmament”. :

(i) Document CD/18}, dated 15 June 1981, subnitted by the delegation of Pakistan,
entitled "Resclutions adopted by the Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers
held in Baghdad from 1 to & June 1981".

(3) Docunent CD/189, dated 25 June 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mongolia,
ontitled "BExtract from report ~f Central Cormittcece of the Mongolian Peoplae's
Revoluticnary Party delivered by Yu.Taedenbal, General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Mongolian People's Revolutionary Party''. -

(x) Docunent CD/191, dated 30 June 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Uni-n of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Appeal of the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Parliaments and pecples of the weorld",

(1) Decument CD/201, dated 30 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mongolia,
entitled "Appeal of the Creat Pecplz's Khural of the Mongelian People's Republic
to Parliaments of all aAsian and Pacific countries',

(m) Document CD/ZOZ, dated 30 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
United States of america, entitled "innocuncement made on 16 July 1981 by the
President of thie United States of America, concerning the non-proliferation and peaceful
nuclear co-operation policy of the United States of america’.

(n) Document CD/206, dated 6 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitlzd "Working Parer: Views on Disarmament and its related questions'.

ted 13 August 1951, submitted by the delegation of Cuba,
atement made on 26 July 1981 by Dr. Fidel Castro-Ruz,
tates and of Ministers of the Republic of Cuba."

(o) Document LD/
entitled "Extract from
Chairman of the Councils of

211,
‘the

dat
st
)

A, Nuclear Test Ban

29. Thc item on the agenda entitlad "Nuclear Test Ban" was considered by the
Committee, in accordancs with its programme of work, during the pericds 16-20 February
and 22-26 June. The Committee further considered this agenda item during the

periods 13%-17 April and 3%-7 August. '

30. 'The Committee had before it the progress reports on the Eleventh and Twelfth
Sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measurss to Detoct and Identify Seismic Bvents (documents €D/150 and
CD/ZlO ), which met from 3 to 12 February and from 3 to 12 August 1981, '

31, In addition, the following documents were presented to the Committee during the
year in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/lBl, dated 24 April 1981, entitled "Statement by the
Group of 21 **/ on item 1 of the agenda of the Committeec on Disarmament entitled
'Muclear Test Ban''", :

**/ Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,
iran, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, V~nezuela,
Yugoslavia, Zaire.
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(b) Document CD/192, dated 8 July 1981, entitled "Statement of the Group of 21:
Item 1s DNuclear Test Ban'. ‘

(c) Document CD/194, dated 13 July 1981, entitled "Stetement of a Group of
socialist countries concerning a nuclear test ban', . ‘

32, The Committee also had before it the relevant parts of document CD/171 of

31 March 1981, entitled "Tabulation of Proposals on Nuclear Disarmament since the
First Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmenent', which was
prepared by the secretariat at the request of the Chairman of the Committee
(cD/PV.116).

33. At its 113th and 147th plenary meetings on 10 March and 18 August 1981, the
Committee adopted the recommendations contained in the progress reports on the
Eleventh and Twelfth Sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. A number
of delegations welcomed those reports and commented on them.

34, In accordance with its programme of work for 9-13% February, dealing with the
consideration of the question of the establishment of subsidiary bodies on items on
the agenda, the Committee held, at the beginning of the first part of the session
and subsequently, a number of informal meetings on the establishment of an ad hoc
working group on item 1, "Nuclear Test Ban'".

35, After informal consultations and following a statement by the Chairman at the
116th plenary meeting on 19 March 1981, on which several delegations expressed views,
the Committee devoted two informal meetings to the consideration of item 1, taking
into account paragraph 51 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in particular the Assembly's recommendation
that the trilateral negotiations should be concluded urgently and the result submitted
for full consideration by the multilateral negotiating body with a view to the
submission of a draft treaty to the General Assembly at the earliest possible date.

36. In accordance with its programme of work for the second part of the session, the
Committee considered the establishment of a subsidiary body under item 1 on its agenda
between 11 and 19 June, as well as subsequently.

37. At the 137th plenary meeting, on 14 July 1981, at the request of the Group of 21
(document CD/192), the Chairman put before the Committee for decision the proposal
contained in document CD/181, on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on

item 1 of the agenda., Some delegations made statements in connection with the
proposed decision. At the end of the discussion, the Chairman noted that there was
at present no consensus on it. '

38, At the 140th plenary meeting on 23 July 1981, at the request of a group of
socialist countries, the Committee considered document CD/194 dealing, inter alia,
with the establishment of an ad hoc working group on item 1 on condition that all
nuclear-weapon States took part in it. The Chairman noted that there was also
absence of consensus at present on that proposal. Some delegations made statements

during the discussion.

39, The Committee recognized once again that among measures in relation to disarmament,
a nuclear test ban had always been regarded as a matter of highest priority. While
Nuclear~weapon States bore special responsibility for the cessation of nuclear weapon
tests, all States had a legitimate interest in the very early conclusion of a nuclear
test ban treaty that could inspire universal adherence. The Group of 21, a group of
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socialist countries and other delegations supported early in February the proposals

of the previous year to establish an ad hoc working group, but this did not obtain the
consensus of the Committee. Thereafter, on the initiative of the same countries, the
Committec decided to hold informal meetings to undertake substantive examination of
concrete issues under this item.

40, At the informal mectings held on 6 and 1% April 1981, many delegations expressed
views reinforcing previous proposals to proceed at once to negotiations in a working
group on the formulation of a draft treaty. Accordingly, on 24 April 1981 the

Group of 21 submitted a proposal (CD/181) for the cstablishment of an ad hcce werking
group for the purpose of negotiating the provisions relating te the scope,
verification of compliance and final clauses of a draft treaty, taking into account
existing proposals and future initiatives, as well as the reports on the trilateral
negotiations among the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom and the
United States bf America. That proposal also drew attention to the specific questions
addressed to the trilateral negotiators during the first part of the scssion end
sought further information concerning the role envisaged by them for the Committes

in the multilateral negotiation of a nuclear tust ban, as well as on the scope,
verification of compliance and other clauses of the treaty they had under negotiation.

41. A number of delegations said that there was an urgent need for the Committee to
commence work on a comprehensive test ban. To that end, some explicitly supported
the establishment of an ad hoc working group. Several noted that the international
situation had not been conducive to reaching agreement on how to proceed on this
priority agenda item. Somc expressed the view that even if it could agree on nothing
else, the Committee should begin to work on institutional arrangements of an
international system for exchange of seismic data.

42. During the second part of the session, the Group of 21 requested that the proposal
contained in document CD/181 regarding the establishment of an ad hoc working group
and the formulation of its mendate, be taken up by the Committee for a formal decision,
It was pointed out that joint or separate answers from the tripartite negotiators

to the questions raised in CD/lBl would be welcome (CD/19€).

43. A group of socialist countries made a statement on 1% July (CD/194) advocating
that an early conclusion of a treaty on the complete cessation of nuclear weapon tests
by all States in all environments for all time would improve the international climate,
create favourable conditions for curbing the nuclear arms race and promote the
strengthening of the non-preliferation régime. They favoured the establishment of

an ad hoc working group for the purpose of concluding such a treaty, with the
participation of all nuclear-weapon States which should assums appropriate obligations
under the treaty. They appealed for the immediate resumption of the trilateral
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics, the United Kingdom and
the United States »f America with a view t» theifr rapid and successful conclusion.
They also recommended that the tripartite negotiators jeintly zlaborate answers to

the questions put to them by the Group of 21 in document,CD/181. Furthermore, they
considered that the two nuclear-weapon States that did not participate in the
above-mentioned negotiations should define more clearly their attitudes to the creation
of an ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban and oxpress their readiness to
participate in the negotiation of a treaty and assume their obligations under it.

44+ The prdposal of the Group of 21 for the establishment of an ad hoc working group
contained in document CD/181 was put to the Committee on 14 July at the 137th plenary -
meeting. Two Western States spoke on this proposal. One nuclear-weapon State
explained that the review of its policy concerning nuclear testing, including the
question of negotiations on the test ban, had not yet been completed and in the
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circumstances it was not in a position to agree to the establishment of a working group.
Another nuclear-weapon State reaffirmed its position that the most effective pursuit of
a comprehensive test ban treaty was through the continuation of the trilateral™
negotiations. In regard to the questions posed in CD/181, these two nuclear-weapon
States indicated that they had nothing to add to the tripartite report given on

30 July 1980. As regards the further handling of this item, the two nuclear-weapon
States said they would be prepared to co-operate in finding alternative ways for

the Committee to undertake active consideration of this issue. In the light of these

two statements, the Chairman noted that there was for the present no consensus on the
proposal.

45, The third participant in the trilateral negotiations, a member of the socialist
group, supported the~proposa1-(CD/194) to set up an ad hoc working group to consider
the problem of nuclear tests in all their aspects for the sake of the speediest
conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapons

‘tests with the participation of all the nuclear-weapon States. It also stated its
readiness to prepare jointly replies to the questions put to the trilateral negotiators
by the Group of 21 and suggested that the necessary consultations among the three
negotiating parties be held to that end. It provided replies to some of the questions.
It further declared that it attached, at the same time, great importance to the
tripartite negotiations and was ready to resume them immediately.

46. Some members reiterated that they did not insist on & joint reply to the questions

contained in CD/lBl and would welcome individual answers from any of the trilateral
negotiators.

47. The delegation of a nuclear-weapon State not participating in the tripartite
negotiations recalled that, subject to the terms which might be proposed for its
mandate, it would not oppose a consensus on the establishment of an ad hoc working
group. For this delegation, a nuclear test ban should be an integral part of an
effective process of nuclear disarmament and should be considered in that framework.

48. Another nuclear-weapon State also not parti¢ipating in the tripartite

negotiations stated that it had no objection in principle to the establishment of an

ad hoc working group. It held that the vanning of nuclear testing would be instrumental
in reducing nuclear threats only when carried out in conjunction with the implementation
of nuclear disarmament measures.

49. The Group of 21, in document CD/192, had expressed the belief that if it were not
possible to reach a positive decision this year on its proposal for the establishment
of an ad hoc working group, it might be necessary to examine further steps to be

taken to ensure that its Rules of Procedure were not used in such a way as to prevent
the Committee from taking procedural decisions enabling it to conduct negotiations on
the items included in its annual agenda, Accordingly, five members of that Group
presented a proposal in CD/204 to the effect that an addition be made to rule 25
providing that:

"The rule of consensus shall not be used either in such a way as to prevent
the establishment of subsidiary organs for the effective performance of the
functions of the Committee, in conformity with the provisions of rule 23."

50. The sponsors of the proposal expressed the view that the decision taken‘t@is year
not to establish a working group under this item had been contrary to the spirit of
the rule of consensus. They added that if the same situation were to face the
Committee next year also, the proposal to amend rule 25 might have to be formally
considered in plenary session by the Committee.
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51. At the 140th plenary meeting on 23 July, the Committee considered at their request
document CD/194 of a group of socialist countries, and the Chairman noted once again
that there was for the present no consensus on the proposal for the establishment of
an ad hoc working group.

52. Widespread disappointment was.ekpressed in the Committee at its failure to commence
negotiations on a nuclear test ban treaty.

5%. The Commlttee, recognlzlng that this. item is of the highest prlorlty, 1ntends
during its next session to pursue efforts towards the conclusion of a nuclear test ban
treaty, taking into account the proposals and views prescnted during the Committee's
1981 session, *¥¥/

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

54, The item on the agende entitled "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear
Disarmament" was considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work,
during the periods 23 February-4 March and 29 June-3 .July. The Committee further
considered this item during the periods 13-17 April and 3-7 iLugust.

55, The following documents were submitted to the Committee during the session in
connection with the items:

(2) Document CD/143, dated 11 Fehruary 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mexio,
entitled '"Working paper on item 2 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament for
1981 entitled 'Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament!",

(b) Document CD/171 dated 31 March 1981, prepared by the Secretariat at the
request of the Chairman of the Committee (CD/PV 116), entitled "Tabulation of -
proposals on nuclear disarmament since the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament'. '

""(¢) Document CD/180, dated 24 April 1981, entitled "Statement by the Group of 21
on item 2 of the ag.nda of the Committee or Disarmament entitled 'Cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament'",

(d) Document CD/188, dated 17 June 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mexico,
entitled "Working paper on item 2 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament for
1981 entitled 'Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament'!.

(e) Document CD/193, dated 9 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled "Considerations on the further proceeding of the
Committee on Disarmament concerning item 2 of its agenda',

(f) Document CD/213, dated 13 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Some viewpoints on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament",

(g) Document CD/216, dated 17 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Statement by Tass".

(h) ‘Document CD/219, dated 17 August 1981, entitled "Statement of a group of
socialist countries on the need for the urgent establishment in the Committee on
Disarmament of an ad hoc working group on the prohibition of the production,
stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons'.

*¥*%/ The delegation of the United States pointed out that it was not in a
position to state what United States intentions might be regarding this issue at the
beginning of the Committee's next session, and therefore it reserved its position M
paragraph 53. v
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(i) Document CD/225, dated 20 August 1981, entitled "Statement of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Cuba made on 19 [aoust 19817,

(3) Document CD/226, dated 20 August 1981, entitled "Statement of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of the Mongolian People's Republie".

(k) Document CD/227, dated 20 August 1981, entitled "The Chinesec delegation's
deniel to the Soviet allegation regarding China's position on the question of the
neutron bomb",

56, 1In conformity with its programme of work for 9-13 Fabruary, which included

the consideration of the question of the cstablishment of subsidiary bodies on items
on the agenda, the Committee held, early in the first part of the session and
subsequently, & series of informal mectings on the establishment of an ad hoc
wvorking group under item 2, -

57. nufter informal consultations and following a statement by the Chairman at the
116th plenary meeting on 19 Merch 1981, on which soveral delegations commented, the
Comnittee devoted two informal meetings to the examination of the prerequisites for

negotiations on nuclear disarmament as well as doctrines of deterrence and other theories
concerning nuclear weapons,

52, In accordance with the programme of work for the second part of the session, the
Committze considered the establishment of a subsidiary body on item 2 of the agenda
between 11 and 19 June, as well as subsequently.

59+ At the 137th plenary meeting on 14 July 1981, at the request of some delegations,
the Chairman submitted to the Committee for decision the proposal conteined in

document CD/180 on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on item 2 of the agenda,
wvith the mandate to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and to identify substantive
issues for multilateral negotiations. Several delegations made statements in

connection with the proposed decision. 4Lt the end of the discussion, the Chairman
announced that the e was no consensus at present for adoptiorn of the proposal in
dcoument CD/180.

60. At the 140th plenary meeting on 23 July 1981, at the request of some delegations,
tha Committee considered document CD/193, which proposed that the Chairman hold
consultations on the further proceeding of the Committee concerning item 2. In
reporting to the Committee on the results of his consultations, the Chairman noted
that some members who wers not in a position at present to agree to the establishment of
an ad _hoc working group were willing to consider the setting up of a contact group

to deal with the gquestions raised in document CD/lBO presented by the Group of 21.

The Chairman also stated thet, in the circumstances and in view of the very limited
time available for further discussion of item 2 during the rest of the 1981 session,
he wag of the opinion that further consultations night be deferred to the beginning

of the next annual session. He also expressed the hope that interested delegations
would informally exchange views with one another on how the Committoee might proceed
further during the next scssion. The Commrittee agreed to the recommendation of the
Chairman. Some delegations commented subsequently on the subject under consideration,

61, At the 148th plenary meeting cn 20 Lugust 1981, at the request of some delegations,
the Chairman submitted to the Committee for decision the proposal contained in

document CD/219 on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on the prohibition of
the production, stockpiling, deployment and use of 'nuclear neutron weapons'.

Several delegations made statements in connection with the proposcd dceision and the
Chairman announced that there was no conssnsus for the adoption of the proposal
tontained in document CD/219.
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62. Several delegations expressed grave concern over the continuing nuclear arms race,
the risks inherent in doctrines of nuclear deterrence and the danger of the outbreak of
nuclear war, which would threeten the survivel of mankind. They urged that the
Committee should, as a matter of the highest priority, initicte negotiations on
concrete measures relating to item 2 of its agenda, Other dclegations, while
emphasizing their belief that efforts should be made to reduce tension and the level of
nuclear confrontation, expressed the view that the existence of nuclear weapons had been
e critical factor in preserving stability in a large part of the world for many years,
They believed that negotiations on matters of nuclear disarmament should be undertaken
initially by the nuclear-weapon States concerned, and drow attention to the
complexities of undertaking such negotiations in the Committee as a whole.

f%, At the beginning of the session, the Group of 21 reiterated its proposal for the
setting up of an ad hoc working group to undertake multilateral negotiations on the
clabeoration of the stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the
Final Document cof the first Special Session on disarmament, the clarification of issues
involved in reliance on doctrines of nuclear deterrence and in the prohibition of the
use of nuclear weapons as w2ll as measures To ensure an effective discharge by the
Committee on Disarmament of its role as the single rwltilateral negotiating body in the
fiezld of disarmament and its relationship with negotiations in otherforums concerning
this item (CD/116)

64. As this proposal did not securs consensus in the Committee, it was dscided to hold
informal meetings of the Committee to undertake a substentive examination of the
concrete issues involvad in respect of this item. Taking into account various
proposals, it was recommended by some socialist countrics and agreed on 19 March 1981,
that informal meetings should consider, inter alia, the prereguisites for negotiations
cn nuclear disarmament as well as doctrines of deterrence and other theories concerning
nuclear weapons. In agreeing tc the decision to held informal meetings, the
Group of 21 expressed the view that substantive discussions should aim at clarifying
concrete issues and concepts that could usefully facilitate multilateral negotiations
the Committee on Disarmament on nucleer disarmerent,

65. At the informe . meetings held on 23 ar. 30 March 1981 th. complex character of bus
item involving security concerns and strategic doctrines, the wide range of the
difficult issues it encompasses, its relationship to the infernational situvation and
the need for urgent action to reduce tensions and eliminate the danger of nuclear war
were generally acknowledged, The discussions, inter elis, referred to consulitations
and preparations for multilateral negotiations, the importance of political will to cngag
in them, and the risks involved in the nuclear arms race, deterrence policies, and the
use of nuclear weapcns. Some delegations criticized doctrines of deterrence as tending
to escslate the nuclear arms race and increase the risk of nuclear war, Many members
stressed that international weace and security would be considerahly cnhanced by the
cessation of the nuclear arms race snd measures of nuclear disesrmament, including the
non-use of nuclear weapons.

66, Certain nuclear-weanon Stetes srpresssd the view that nuclear disarmament should
take place ag part of a general process of disarmamcnt invelving conventional armaments
and armed forces in their entirety, Otherwise, serious military, and hencz, political
destabilization could result. They considered that this process of disarmament could
not be isclated from the security reguircments of Statzs and from the international
political and militery situaticon. In their view the first aim of the maintenance of 2
military capacity, including nuclear capacity, was to prevent war by demonstrating the
ability to defend a State against any level of potential attack, and convincing an
adversary that the risks of launching such an attack far outweighed the potential
henefits., They considered that in this way deterrence had served and continued to
serve as an essential component in maintaining cquilibrium between the two major militaw
alliances, and thersby sontributed to stability on a global scale.
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67. A nuclear-weapon State expressed its views on issues related to the prevention
of nuclear war, limitation of the nuclear arms race, and nuclcar disarmament, setting
forth the contents of the specific proposals on these issues as reflected in

document CD/lGO. It also drew attention to the utmost importance of the

General hssembly's resolution on the non-use of force in int.rnational relations
concurrently with the prohibiticn of the usc of nuclcar woapons for all time.

¢8. In connection with the consideration of the item, the Secretary;General's report,
"Comprehensive Study on Nuclcar Weapons" (4/35/392), was taken into account.

69. Attention came to be focused on the nature of the multilateral action that should
be taken by the Committee. It was the position of some delegations that this item
provided relatively little scope for useful work by the Committee at the present time.
While recognizing the widespread concern at the prasent lovels of nuclear stockpiles,
they considered that the most effective route to nuclear arms control lay through
ncgotiations between the nuclear powers, particularly the United States and the

Soviet Union, since the only States which could cffectively contribute to controlling
the nuclear arms race were thosc in a position to undertake obligations to control

or reduce their nuclear armourics. They alsc stressed their view that it still was not
clecar what subjects were suitable for negotiations in the Committee on nuclear
disarmament. : :

70. The Group of 21 put forward the view that doctrines of nucleér deterrence, far
from being responsible for the maintenance of international peace and security, lie

at the root of the nuclear arms race and lead to greater insecurity and instability

in international reclations. It held that the competitive accumulation of nuclear arms
by the nuclear-wesapon States could not be condoned on grounds that it is indispensable
to thelr security. Morecver, the Group of 21 also rejected as politically and morally
unjustifiable that the sccurity of the whole world should he made to depend on the
state of relations existing among nuclear-weapon States.

7l. In the opinion of the Group of 21, the existence of nuclear weapons in the arscnals
af 2 handful of Powecrs and the continued escalation in the nuclear arms racc directly
and fundamentally ‘eopardigzed the vital scourity interests ¢ all States and enhanced
the risks of a nuclsar war, which wiuld cndenger the survival of mankind., All States
therefore had, in its view, a right to participate in negotiations on nuclear .
disarmamcnt, even though bilateral-and other regional negotiations on such issues may

be useful and should be intensified. For this reason, it was convinced that
miltilateral negetiations on concrete measurcs of nuclear disarmament such as those
identified in CD/116 should be initiated without delay and that the Committee on
Disarmament provided the most appropriate forum for this purposc.

2. i group of socialist States, while londing full support for the establishment of

a working group, drew attention to their own proposals-(CD/4) for starting negotiations
on cnding the production of nuclear weapons and destroying them and also for the
holding of consultations by way of preparations for such negotiations. In their
opinion, any attempt to launch a preventive nuclear strike was bound to provoke a no
less powerful retaliatory attack and no region would be spared from the conscquences

of the ensuring nuclear conflict. No task was therefore more important than the
prevention of nuclear war. It was their belief- that cessation of the production,
reduction and climination of nuclear wecapons should be implemented on a stage-by-stage,
mitually acceptable and agreed basis, and the degree of participation by nuclear-weapon
Statcs in the various measures under cach stage should be determined with due rcgard for



the quantitative and qualitative significance of the existing arsenals of the
nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned. The present balance of nuclear
arms should, in their vicw, remain undisturbed at all stages during the gradual lowering
of the levels of arsenals; and the security of all States should remain undiminished.
The measures for the limitation of the nuclear arms race and for nuclear disarmament
should be linked to the strengthening of the political and legal guarantess of the
security of States. As one of the measurcs in this conncction, they proposed that

there should be no deployment of nuclear weapons on the ferritories of States whers
there are ro such weapons at present. They expressed their continued readiness to
begin negotiations on the whole spectrum of issucs concerning nuclear disarmament.

73. The delegation of a nuclear—weapon State expressced the view that the question
of the cessation of the¢ nuclear arms race and nuclear disermament was dominated

by two fundamental realities. First, nuclear weapcns were to an overwhelming degree
in the hands of two powers and secondly, the exisfence of nuclear weapons was a
fundamental element of balance and hence of security in a certain region of the world.
Any progress towards the halting of the nuclear arms race and then towards nuclear
disarmament therefore depended on a two-fold effort, which had alrecady begun:

(a) that of the two Powers, which should agree on the definition of balance and on
ceilings and then, at a later stage, on the gradual lowering of those ceilings;

(b) the effort to be made within the geographical area of Europe to improve
conditions of security and confidence and then gradually to reduce the level of
conventional weapons. The objectives sought in the one case as in the other were
very closely allied, for an over-all balance was inseparable from balance in the
Buropean theatre, It was that two-fold balance which provided the deterrent effect.
On both sides, it results from both nuclear and conventicnal components. Deterrence
did not in principle imply an attempt to achieve superiority, nor did it therefore
imply an arms race and the risks of destabilizaticn arising thercefrom. On the
contrary, the maintenance of deterrence normally led to endeavours to eliminate or
prevent destabilizing effects; and it sh-ould te compatible with the halting of the
nuclear arms race and with the gradual reduction of such weapons, In view of the
disproportion among nuclear arsenals, it was only after a radical reduction of
armaments by the two major Powers that the other nuclear-weapon States could accept
undertakings concerning the reduction of their own armaments.

74. Other delegations stated that neither the concept of balance nor of deterrence,
however conceived, could ensure peace and security either regionally or globally.
Recourse to nuclear weapons as a means to offset perceived asymmetries in conventional
armaments was considered by them as untoneblie, in view of the fact that nuclear-
weapons, which are weapons of mass destruction, could not be equated with conventional
armements., They also warned that such doctrines could also provide justification

for the introduction of nuclear weapcons in .other regions of the world.

15. A& group of socialist countriecs, while opposing attempts to upset the existing
military-strategic balance, did not in any way consider that that balance, with a
high level of military confrontation, should be maintained in the future. The purpose
of the entire policy of those countries in matters of disarmament was to strive for

a reduction in the level of military confrontation and to promote general and

complete disarmament under effective international control. They considered that the
genuine security of States, as well as international security in general, could be
guaranteed not by continuing the arms race but by limiting it.

76. It was pointed out by one delegation that some States, while opposing the
theories of deterrence, in fact practised them.
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77. The view was expressed that there existed a wide gap in the sige and quality of
the armaments of nuclear-weapon States with the largest stockpiles of nuclear

weapons and other nuclear-weapon States. The former should therefore first take the
lead in drastically reducing their nuclear armaments, thercby creating favourable
conditions for other nuclear-weapon States to join them in a further reduction of
nuclear armaments according to raticnal procedurcs and ratics.

78. In making an assessment of these informal meetings, the Group of 21, in

Ancument CD/lSO, expressed the conviction that the need for urgent multilateral action
on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, through thz
negotiation and adoption of concrete measurss, had once again been amply demonstrated.
In the light of this -assessment, the Group of 21 urged that the Committee on
Disarmement should continue and intensify the search for a common approach that

would enable it to discharge the mandate entrusted to it by the United Nations

General Assembly in the ficld of disermament.

79. The substantive examination of concrete
agreemnent on an acceptable basis for multila
prerequisite for such negotiatinns.

issues, however, did not yield any
ersa ati

"
teral negotiations or on the

0. The Committes took up again during the seccond part of its session between

11 and 19 June the consideration of the establishment of a subsidiary bedy for
further handling of this item. The formal provpesal of the Group -of 21 contained

in CD/lSO for an ad hoc working group was then submitted to the Committee for decision
sn 14 July 1981, and there was for the vresent no consensus in favour of it. It

wae axplained by one nucloar-weapon Stote that the item "Cessation of the nuclear
armg race and nuclear disarmament' embraced a broad spectrum of issues and measurss,
eny one of which posed enormously complex negotiating problems. According to it,
tne matters proposed for inclusion in the mandats of the preoposed working group

were already under consideration in other working groups. However, it was prepared,
togathier with other delegatiins, to co-operete in finding alternative ways for

the handling »f this item including the holding »f informal meetings, in place of a
separate working group. ’ )

41, ancther nuclear-weanon Stete, together with a group of sccialist countries,
supprrted the proposal for a working group and favourced immediate commencenent of
negntiations o the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Some
dzlegations oxvressed the view that, without prejudice t» the role and responsibilities
of tha Committes, questions relating to nuclear weapons limitation and reduction

vere primarily matters of & bilateral and regional nature and came within the
compotence of the directly ceoncarrned States, which should undertzke negotiations in the
first instance.

82, Some delegations stressed the usefulness of the discussions which tock place in
the informal meetings. They considered that, at this stage, such a nethod remained

eppropriate for the substantive consideration of these issues by all members cf the

Committee »n Disarmament with the participetion of the five nuclear-weapon States,

83, At the reguest ~f a group of sccizlist States, the Committee considered on

23 July their proposal in C€D/193 and agrecd that the Chairman hold eonsultations

¢n, the further proceeding of this item. The Chairmen's consultetions revezled that
the members who were not in a position to agree to the eetting up of 2 working group
were willing to consider the csteblishment of 2 contect group to deal w%th the
fuesticns raised in document GD/lBO presented by the Group of 21.  In view of the
limited available time, the Chairman asdvised that further consultationg might be
deferred till the beginning of the next sussion and the Committoe egreed., Srme
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delegaticns who had proposed the creation of an ad hoc working group reserved the
right to revert to their proposal at the next session. Some other delegations
held that those whe could not agree to the establishment of a working group should
come forward with proposals they deemed essential for furthering the work of the
Committee under this item. In this context, meny delegations held the view that
the mementum created by the exchange of views at the informal meetings should not
be lost, and 2ll possibilities of the Committec should be appropriately used.

84, It was stressed by all members thet acts of aggression, c¢xpansion, foreign
occupation and other violations of the Charter of the United Nations have an

adverse impact on negotiations on disarmament, including nuclear disarmament. In the
context of promoting the goals of disarmament, the necessity of eliminating such
manifestations and of resolving existing international disputes through

negotiations was underlined.

85, The Committeé on Disarmament agreed to resume intensive consideration at ifs
next session of the item on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament taking into account the proposals and views- presented during the 1981
session of the Committee.

86. The question of the nuclear neutron weapon was raised several times by
delegations in the course of the 1981 session. Some delegations denounced the
decision in August of the United States Government to begin production of nuclear
neutron weapons and considered it a challenge to world opinion which had been
demanding nuclear disarmament., In their view, this new weapon would increase the
danger of nuclear war, cxacerbate the threat of a new qualitative leap in the arms
race and gravely complicate the solution of disarmament problems. In this connection,
a group of Socialist States called upon the Committee to initiate without delay
negotiations on the elaboration of a convention prohibiting the production,
stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons and to set up within the
Committee an Ad Hoc Working Group to that end (CD/219). The draft of such a
Convention had been submitted by a group of Socialist States in 1976 (in

document CCD/559). These socialist countries emphasized that they advocated the
prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons in the form of an international treaty.

87. Some delegations stated that the exchange of views on the proposal in

document CD/219 had re-enforced their view of the necessity of establisning an

Ad Hoc Working Group to negotiate on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmement, &s proposed by the Group of 21 (CD/116 and CD/lBO) in the first
instance on measures to halt and reverse the qualitative and quantitative development
of nuclear weapons.

88. One delegation, referring to various factors surrounding the build-up of
armaments of the two major nuclear Powers, considered the issue of the nuclear neutron
weapon to be a product of the nuclear arms race between them.

89. BSome delegations stressed that since the enhanced radietion weapon was only one
particular type of nuclear weapon it fell within the general problem of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament. There was therefore no reason for giving it
special treatment or for meking specific provisions with respect to it in treaty form.
Thus the establishment of a working group for the purpose of negotiations on that
subject appeared unjustified.
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90. One delegation expressed concern about the present and potential escalation in
the nuclear arms race in its quantitative and qualitative aspects including the
deployment of the SS-20 mobile missile and the production of the enhanced radiation
weapon. It stated that the present was not the time for self-serving postures or
proposals but for ise statesmanship. It proposed that the Committee should issue

an urgent appeal to the Unitad States and USSR to open early negotiations to halt and

reverse the escalation in their nuclear arms race in its quantitative and qualitative
terms.

91. In answer to this, attention was directed to the statement of the highest
leadership of one State, which belongs to the Group of Socialist States, to
discontinue the deployment of its medium-range missiles in the Buropean part of its
territory on the same day when negotiations on the substance of this question will
begin, on condition that the other side acts likewise. Moreover, reference was made
to the numerous concrete proposals in the sphere of curbing the arms race and
disarmament made by this State including those made in the Committee.

92. Some delegations, in opposition to the views expressed concerning the effect of
this weapon, recalled that in 1978 the United States Covermment had not proceeded with
the manufacture and deployment of the weapon, and they stated that the recent decision
was related to developments in the deployment of forces particularly in the European
theatre. According to them, this weapon, which is properly referred to as an
enhancedvradiation/reduced blast weapon, had been designed not to make nuclear war morc
thinkable, but to make aggression less so. It was designed and intended, for
maintenance of deterrence against mass armoured attack. They rejected categorically
the view that this weapon would make it easier to cross the threshold into nuclear war.
In their view, for this and other reasons, it was not necessary to cstablish urgently
the proposed Ad Hoc Working Group to deal separately with this particular nuclear
weapon.

93%. A group of sooialist'oountries re-affirmed that the introduction of this weapon
essentially lcad te a lower nuclear threshold and increased the possibility of the
escalation of an armed conflict to the level of an all-out nuclear war.

94. At the 148th Plenary Mceting the Committee considered the proposal in
document CD/219 concerning the urgent establishment of an Ad Hoc Working Group and
the Chairman declared that there was no consensus in favour of the proposal and
therefore it was not adopted.

C. Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States
Against the Usc or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons

95. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, from

16 to 20 March and from 27 to 31 July. The Committee further considered this item
during the periods 13 to 17 April and % to 7 August.

96. The following new documents were before the Committee in connection with the
items

(2) Document CD/153, dated 18 February 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Bulgaria, entitled 'Working Paper: Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'.,
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(b) Document CD/161, dated 4 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of Pakistan,
entitled "Working Paper: Effective international arrangements to assurc
non-nuclear-weapon States against the usc or threat of use of nuclear weapons'.

(¢) Document CD/176, dated 10 April 1981, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Sccialist Republics, entitled "Reply of the General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Leonid Brezhnev, to the question put by the ureek
newspaper Ta Nea',

(d) Document CD/177, dated 10 April 1981, submitted by the delégation of the
United Kingdom, entitled '"Working Paper on the subject of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the usc or threet of usec
of nuclear weapons'.

(e) Document CD/S 7, dated 6 iugust 1931, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Papcr on the question of security azssurances'.

97. At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 Pebruary 1981, the Committee decided to
re-establish, for the duration of its 1981 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group con
Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against

the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, which had been established on 17 March
for its 1980 session, so that it might continuve its werlk on the basis of its former
mandate. The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group would raport
to the Committee on the progress of its work at eny apnroprlat time and in any case
before the conclusion of its 1981 seszion (QOﬂument CD/l)l

98. At its 107th plenary meeting of 17 February 1981, the Committee also decided
to nominate the Deputy Permanent Representative of Italy as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working Group.

99. At the 127th plenary meeting on 24 April 1981, the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc
Working Group made a statement reporting -n the activities of the A4 Hoc Working Group
during the first part of the annual session,.

100, The Ad Hoc Working Group held 23 mectings between 17 February and 13 August 1931,
and the Chairman also conducted informal consultations during that period. A4s a
result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group ~ubm1tt0d a report to the
Committee (document .CD/215). ‘

101. At its 148th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee adopted the report
of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an intcgral part of this report and reads as
follows:

"I. Introduction

"At its 105th plenary meeting, on 12 Februery 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament adopted the following decision, relating to item 3 on its agenda,
contained in document ©D/151, inter alic:

!

The Committeec further decides to re-establish, for the duration-of its -
session, the ad hoc working groups on cffective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States agasinst the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons, chemical weapons and radiclogical weapons, which were established on

17 March for its 1980 scssion, s0 that they mey continue their work on the basis
of their former mandates
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It is understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible, review the
mandates of the three ad hoc working groups with a view to adapting, as
appropriate, their mandates to advance the progress of the process of.
negotiation ‘towards the objective of concrete disarmament measures. -

LI

The ad hoc workiﬁg groups will report to the Committee on the progress of
their work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of its
1981 session.! o ’

"IT, Orgahization of Work and Documentation
"At its 107th plenary meeting, on 17 February 1981, +he Committee on

Disarmament appointed Minister Antonio Ciarrapico, representative of Italy,

as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Dr. Lin Kuo-Chung, United Nations Centre

for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group held 23 meetings between 17 February and 21 April
and between 16 June and 13 August 1981, s

'"0n 24 April 1981, the Chairman of the Working Group presented orally to the
Committee on Disarmament at its 127th plenary meeting his summary account of the
work of the Working Group during the first part of the 1981 session (CD/PV.127).

"At their request, the Committee on Disarmament, at its 109th plenary
meeting on 24 February 1981, its 113th plenary meeting on 10 March 1981 and
its 122nd plenary meeting on 1 April 1981, decided to invite the respesentatives
of following States not members of the Committee to participate in the meetings
of the Ad Hoc Working Group: Switzerland, Finland, Austria and Spain.

"In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group took into account
paragraph 59 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the
General Assem"ly devoted to disarmame:t, in which "... the nuclear-weapon States
arc called upon to take steps to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States againse
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The General Assembly notes the
declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States and urges them to pursue efforts
to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". During the course
of its work, the Working Group also tock into account other relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group also took note of the letter of the
Secretary-General in document CD/140,'transmitting resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session, and took note in particular of
resolutions 55/154 and 35/155, as well as resolution 35/46 which was also relevant
to the subject. Paragraphs 3 and 4 of resolution 35/154 read as fpllowss.

'3. Requests the Committee on Disarmement to continue on a priority
basis, during its session in 1981, the negotiations on the question of
strengthening of security guarantees of non-nuclear-weapon States;

4, Calls upon States participating in talks on the question of providing
guarantees to non-nuclear States against the use or threat of use of .
nuclear wéapdné'to make efforts for the speedy elaboration and conclusion
of an international convention on this matter.! :
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Paragraph 4 of resolution 35/155 reads as follows:

'4. Recommends that the Committee on Disarmament should actively continue
negotiations with a view to reaching agreement and concluding effective
international arrangements during its next session to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons, taking into account the widespread support for the conclusion of
an international convention and giving consideration to any other
proposals designed to secure the same objective.’

Paragraph 12 of the Annex to resolution 35/46, which qutaips the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade, states, inter alia:

120 essa All efforts should be exerted, therefore, by the Committee on

- Disarmament urgently to negotlate with a view to reaching agreement, and

to submit agreed texts where possible before the sccond special session
devoted to disarmament ong

(d) Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into
account all proposals and suggestions that have been made in this regard.!

"In addition to the official documents of the Committee on Disarmament
submitted under item 3 on its agenda (namely CD/153, ¢D/141, CD/176, CD/177,
CD/184 and CD/20() and the previous documents before the Ad Hoc Working Group
which are listed in.document CD/SA/WP.1/Rev.2,1/ +the following documents
were submitted for consideration during the 1981 session:

(a) A working paper submitted by the Chairman, entitled 'Stages of
consideration of the substance of effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons' (CD/SA/CRP.4/Rev.l and 2; CD/SA/MWP.5) 2/;

(b) A working paper submitted by the Chairman, entitled 'Identification

of the Javlous features of the assurances not to usc or threaten to use

nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States! (CD/SA/CRP.S5) and its
revised version (CD/SA/CRP.5/Rev.l); ‘

(¢) A working paper submitted by the Netherlands containing a suggested
'common formula! for negative security assurances to be incorporated in a
Security Council resolution (CD/SA/CRP 6) (CD/SA/WP 6) _/, :

(d) A working paper submitted by Pakistan containing proposals in
connection w1th Alternatlve D in Stage Two of document CD/SA/WP 5

(CD/SA/CRP 7) (CD/SAMP.T) 4/;

_/ See Annex & of this report.
2/ Document CD/SA/CRP. 4/Rev.2 was subsequently issued as CD/SA/WP 53

see Amnnex B to this report.

j/ Document CD/SA/CRP.6 was subsequently issuved as CD/SA/WP.6.
4/ Document CD/SA/CRP.7 was subsequently issued as CD/SA/WP.?.



(e) L working paper subnitted by Bulgaria containing considerations
in comnection with 'Altemative D (Stage Two, document CD/SA/WP.5)' and
the suggestions nmade under it (“D/SI/CRP.Q and Corr.l) (uD/SA/WP 8); Q/
retariat ~lse nrowered o focunient ontitlad
'h compilation of statements made on thc question of effective

internationel arrangements tc assurc non-nuclear-weopon States against t
use or threat of usc of .uclear weapens during the thirty-rfifth scssion
of the General issembly!', os listed in CD/SA/WP.1/Rev,.2."

iIn addition, the Sce:

"ITIT, Substontive Negotiations

"In carrying out the trsk entrusted to i, the Vorking Group
particularly bore in mind the rccommendation contained in paragraph 18 of
the report of the previous od hice working group cstablished during
1980 session (CD/125%) whicli stated that: ! we.e., She Working Group
recormends to the Committee on Disamanent to explore ways and necans to
overcome the difficulties encountered in the negotiations of the
Working Group and %o continue to negotiatc ot the beginning of its
1981 session with a view to reaching agrecement on effoctive international
arrangenents to assure non-nuclear-wcapon States %é%Lnst the usce or threat
of use of nuclear weapons'. It took note of the exbtonsive discussions on
the subject and intensive ncgotictions on the elenents during the previous
ad hoc working group with o vicw 5 reoching agroement on & cormon approach.
It also recalled the recognition that the search sheuld continue for a
cormon epproach acceptable to 11 which could be included in an
international instrunent of 2 logally binding choracter.

"In the conduct of its work, the 4d Hoc Working Group decided to
concentrate essenticlly its attention on the uhaﬂlnutlﬂh of the substancce
of the assnrances given on the understonding thet an agreenent on the
substance could facilitate an agrecnent on form., Lccordingly, a prograime
of work (CD/SA/WP.B) was subnitted by the Chairnan as a general guideline
for deliberations and negotintions, talting into account various vicws
cxpresscd and proposals submittcd. It contained principally two stoges of
work for the current session, nomcly, (1) stoge one: identification of the
various featurcs of the assurences not o usc or threaten to usc nucleor
weapons against non-nuclenr-weapon Stotsu;  (2) stage two: consideration of
possgible alternatives which cen e aplored in the scarch forx o 'comuon
approach' or 'formula!

"In pursuancce of the objoetive outlined in stage onc of the programe
of work, various vicws wcre cxpressed ond different propesals, including sonc
tabulations and ontlines, werce gubmitted during the course of deliberations
with a view tc identifying systenmatically these claments contained in the
wdertakings assunced by nuclear-weapon Su@tce and in the propesals made by
non-nuclear-vecpon States, as contoined in decunment Ch/Si/VP.2. In this
procese and in order to facilitate the work of the Worizing Group, the
Chairman produccd worliing papers (CD/SL/CRP.S and Rov.l) in which he attonpted
to synthesize the views and positions held by delegations. It was generally
felt that docver wnderstending of the verlous positions, btheir sinilaritics
and differcnces, had been rooched as o rosult of the dloCUSSiOH.

5 Docurient CD/on CRP.2 mnd Corr.l wos subscquently issucd as
CD/SL/WP.S.
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"In carrying out the task outlinad in stage two of the programme of work
(CD/SA/WP.5) the Working Croup examined thoroughly, in the manner of a comparative
analysis, possible alternatives for a 'common approach' or  formula' with a view
to concentrating efforts on the most promising among them.

"During the course of in-depth analysis of the above-mentioned alternatives
in paragraph 10, the following positions and ideas, relating to effective
international arrangements to assurce non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons (also referred to as security sssurances or
security guarantees), were advanced or reaffirmed in the Working Group by various
delegations:

- since any use of nuclear weapons, which constitute the greatest threat to
humanity, would affect the security of belligerents and non-belligerents
-alike there should be a complete prohibition on the use of nuclear
weapons, pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament. In this
connection a view stated wone that the usz ~f nuclesr waspong should be
prohibited concurrently with the renunciation of the use of force in
international relations: another view was expressed that a complete
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons could be envisaged only in the
framework of an effective process of nuclear disarmement as part of
progress towards general disarmament;

~ tho extension of security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of us:s of nuclear weapons without any ccenditicns or
limitations as an integral part of and initial step tewards the complete
prohibition of tho use of nuclear weapons and the achievement of nuclsar
disarmament ;

- the extension of sccurity assurances to non-nuclcar-weapon States which
have no nuclear weapons on their territory;

- the extension of seeurity assurances to those States which rencunce the
production and accuisition of nuclecar weapons and do not have them on
their territories. In this connection, a view was expressed that
reaching an agreement on non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States wherec there are no such weapons at present would
be a step conducive to the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-—
veapon States;

~ the extension of security assurances to non-nuclear weapon States parties
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or any other comparable internationally
binding commitment not to acquire nuclear explosive devices, except in
the case of an attack on the nuclear-weapon State extending the assurance,
its territories or armed forces or allies by such a State allied to, or
associated with, a nuclear-weapon State in carrying out or sustaining
the attack;
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- the extension of security assurances tc any non~-nuclear-weapon State
that has committed itself not to manufacture or receive nuclear weapons
(or other nuclear explosive devices) or to acquire control over them
provided that thet State does not undertake, or partake in, an attack
upon (the territory or the armed forces of) a nuclear-weapon Stete or
its allies with ths support of another nuclear-weapon State; h

- the extension of security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States not
parties to the nuclear sscurity arrangements of somz nuclear Powers;

- the extension of sccurity assurances by means of conclusing conventions
with non-nuclear-weapon States partics to a nuclear-freec zone, in order
to give these assurences & mutually binding character.

"Without prejudice to further exploration of other alternatives, which could be

elaborated in the future, the Working Group decided to concentrate its cfforts,
at this stage of consideration, on Alternative D in conjunction with
Alternative B contained in Stage Two of the programme of work. 6/ Thesc
alternatives called for'a "common formula'" for security assurances containing
such elements as may be raised in the negotiations in the Committee on
Disarmament and agreed upon by all concerned' and 'a '"common formula" which
could reconcile the elements contained in the existing unilateral undertakings
of the nuclear-weapon States!, In this conncction, a working paper.
(CD/SA/MWP.6) was submitted by the delegation of the Netherlands which contained
a draft 'common formula' for negative security assurances to be incorperated in
a Security Council resolution., The delsgation of Pakisgtan also proposed,
without prejudice to its own positicn, three alternatives (CD/SA/WP.?) as a
basis for further consideration of a 'common formula'!', together with additional
elements relating to the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons and to
nuclear disarmament. With reference to those two working papers the

delegation of Bulgaria submitted a working paper (CD/SA/WP.B) containing
comments concerning the formulations proposcd as well as some queries with
rcgard to the appropriate direction cof the search. The discussion of those
proposals focused on their main ¢loements and included in-depth consideration of
proposals related to the eligibility for the assurances and of the desirability
and the nature of a2 possible 'suspension clause!.

"Different approaches to the guestion of develeping a 'common formula'
bacame apparcnt in the discussions. Under one approach the nuclear-weapon
States would provide assurances tco all non-nuclear-weapon States without any
conditions, qualifications or limitations. Undcr another approach various
criteria would be provided to describe the non-nuclear-wecapon States included
in the scope of the assurances. Divergent views on these approaches and criteria
continued to be maintained. '

é/ See Annex B of this report.
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"Divergent views were expressed concerning the circumstances in which security

assurances could be suspcnded and on whether or not such suspension should be
provided for.

"In considering the pocsible 'common approach! or 'formula', the question
of an appropriate form was also raised. Although therc was no objection, in
principle, to the idea of an international convention, the difficulties involved
were also pointed out. Furthermore, the idea of interim arrangcements was
considered, particularly tcking not: of the proposals for on appropriate
Security Council resolution on which divergent views were ¢xpressed. At the same
time, it was pointed out that the value of any interim arrangement would depend
on its substance. & number of delegations belicved that interim measures
should not be a substitute f£or an internetional convontion or other international
arrangements of a lcgally binding character.

"TV. Conclusions and Recommendations

"The Working Group reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
effectively assured by thc nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons. Thore was continuing recognition of the urgent need to
reach agreement on c¢ffective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclcar-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
especially in view of the goal of nuclear disarmament and of gensral and complete
disarmament. Negotiations on the substance of the cffcctive arrangements
revealed that specific difficulties were related to differing perceptions of
some nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States as well as to the complex nature
of the issues involved in evolving a 'common formula' acceptable to all
which could be included in an internationel instrument of a legally binding
character. The Working Group recognized that adegquate consideration needed to
be given to the sceurity interssts of non-nuclear-—wcapon States. It regarded the
efforts devoted to the scarch for a 'common approach' or !'formula' as a
positive step towards the agrecment cn the question cf security assurancoes.

"hfgainet this background, the Working Group rccommends to the Committece on
Disarmament that variocus altcrnative approaches, including in particular those
considered during the 1981 session, should be furthor cxplored in order to
overcome the difficulties cncountered. In this context further efforts should be
devoted to the search for a 'common apvroach' acceptable to all, and in
particular for a 'common formula'! which could be included in an international
instrument of a legally binding charaeter. Accordingly, a working group should be
cstablished at the beginning of the 1982 scssion for the purpose, as recommended
in United Nations General Assembly resolution 35/46, referrcd to in paragraph 7
above, 'urgently to negotiate with a view to reaching agrecment, and to submit
agreed texts where possible before the second special session devoted to
disarmament', on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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ANNEX A

"List of Documents on. the Question of Effective International

Arrangements o Assure Non-Nuclear-Veapon States Against the

Use or Threat of Use of Huclear Weapons

"Official documents of the Committee on Disarmament

(1) N1 -

(2) /1o -

M

(3) ofe3 -

(4) cp/e5 -
(5) /271 -
(6) c/53 -

(ippendix II)

(1) c/55 -
(8) /75 -
(9) /11 -

(10) cb/izo -

oontalnlng General Assembly resoluulono )3/7QA and B.
4 Janvary 1979,

submitted by Pakistan, entitled 'Conclusion of an International
Convention %o Assure Non-Huclear-Weapon States against the
Use or Threat of Use of Huclear Veapons'. (27 March 1979)

submitted by Bulgaria, Ccechoslovakia, German Dewocratic Republic,
Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
entitled '"Draft indternational convention on the btrengthenlng of
guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States (21 June 1979)

gsubmitted by Pakistan, entitled 'Bffective International
Arrangements to ﬁssure Non—wuclear—”eanon States against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Yeapons!. (26 June 1979)

submitted by United States of America, entitled 'Prcposal for a
CD Recomwendation to the United Hations General Assembly
Concerning the Security of Non-luclear-leapon States against
Nuclear Attack'. (2 July 1979)

containing Report of the 'Ad Hoc Working Group to consider and
egotiate on, effective international arrangements to assure

non~nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat of use of

nuclear weapons'! to the Commitiee on Disarmament. (14 August 1979)

containing General Assembly resolutions 34/84, 34/@5 and 34/@6.
(5 February 1930)

submitted by Finland, entitled 'Letier dated 12 March 1980
addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament from the
Permanent Representative of Finland to the Uhited Hations Office
at Genceva subnmitving 2 vorking d o 1ment containing the views

of the Finnisch Government'. (14 March 1930)

containing o decision of the Committee on Disarmament to
establish an ad hoc worklnv group to continue to negotiate with
a view 1o re auhzxg agreement on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the

“use or threat of use of nuclear veapons. (17 March 1980)-

submitted by Pakistan, entitled ”Possible draft resolution for
adoption by the United i:tions Security Council as an

interim measure on 'IZffective iniemational arrangements to
agsure non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons''. (17 July 1930)
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- (14) /153 -~

Arraengements o Assure Non—nuclear-wembon States against the

"II.

(11) cp/125% ~

Report of the 'Ad Hoc Working Group to continue to negotiate
with a view to reaching agreement on effective. international

- -arrangements  to assure- non-nuclear—weapon States -against the

(12) cp/140 -

(13) cD/i51 -

(15) cp/161 B

(16) QD/176 -,

(17) /77 =

(18) cp/184 -

Vorking papers

-use--or- threat of use of nuclear weﬁpon - to- the Committee on

Disarmements - (7 August 1960)

containing General Assembly resolutions- 35/154 and - 3)/155
(3 February 1981)

containing a decision of the Committee on Disarmament to
re-establish the Ad Hoc Working Group on effective international
arrangements to assure non~-nuclear-veapon States against the

use or threat of use of nuclear veapons under its former

"mandate during 1980 session. (13 February 1931)

submitted by Bulgaria, entitled ’Fffeotiv~ ternational
Use or Threat of Use of Huclear Weapons'. (18 Tebruary 1981)

submitted by Pakistan, entitled 'BEffective intermational
arrangements to assure non-nuclear—-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear veapons'. (4 March 1981)

submitted hy USSR, entitled 'Letter dated 7 April 1981 addressed
to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament from the
Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
transmitting the reply of the General Secretary of the

Central Committee of the Communist Farty of the Soviet Union and
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
Leonid Brezhnev, %o the guestion put by the Greeck newspaper,

Ta Wea'. (10 April 198“)

submitted by the United Kingdom, entitled 'United Kingdom
working paper on the subject of effective international
arrangements U0 assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear vweapons'. (10 April 1981)

submitted by Pskistan, entitled 'Letter dated 12 June 1981 from

the Permanent Representative of Pakistan addressed to the
Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament transmitting
resolutions adopted by the Twelfth Islamic Conference of
Foreign Ministers held in Baghdad from 1 to 6 June 1981!',
containing 'Resolution No. 28/12—P: Strengthening the security

of non-nuclear States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weaponsi, (15 June 1981)

of the ad hoc working group on effective international

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-veapon 3tates azainst the use or threat

of use of nuclear weapons

(1) cp/sAMP.1 ~ List of documents on the question of effective international

and Rev.l

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-veapon States against
the use or threat of use of pucluar'w eapons. (25 April 1980
and 20 February 1981)



CD/22%
page 37

(2) cp/safp.2

1

submitted by the Chairman, entitled 'Effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-uveapon States against

the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons: A. Scope and nature
of the arrangements!', (25 June 1980)

(3) CD/SAAP.3 - submitted by Pakistan, entitled "Possible draft resolution
by the United Nations Security Council as an interim measure
on 'Bffective international arrongments to assure
non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat of

use of nuclear weapons‘”. (15 July 1980)

(4) cp/safip.4

submitted by Bulgaria, entitlied 'Forms of arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons'. (17 July 1980)

submitted by the Chairmen, entitled 'Stages of consideration
of the substance of effective intérnational arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons'. (26 March 1981)

(s) cp/safip.5

(6) CD/SAMIP.G - submitted by the Wetherlands, containing a suggested !common
(CD/EA/CRP.é) formula' for negative security assurances to be incorporated
in a Security Council resolution. (3 July 1981)

(7) CD/SAMIP.7 - submitted by Pakistan, containing proposals in comnection
(CD/SA/CRP.7) uith Alternative D in Stage Tuo of document CD/SAATP.S.
(13 July 1981)

(8) CD/SA/WP.B - submitted by Bulgaria, containing consideration in connection
(cn/3A/CRP.8  with "Alternative D, Stage Two, document (D/SAAP.5" and
and Corr.l) the suggestions made under it. (21 July 19¢1)

"ITI. A cowpilation of material for the use of members of the ad hoc working group
established by the Commitiece on Disarmement on 5 July 1979 to consider and
negotiate on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclesr-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

(1) Statements made at the plenary and ad hoc commitiee meetings of the
tenth special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament;

(2) Statements made at the plenary and the First Committee of the
thirty-third sessicn of the General Assembly

(a) Plenaxy
(b) First Coumittee (General)
(¢) TFirst Committee (Soviet Draft Convention);

(3) Declarations made by the five nuclear weapon States containing assurances
not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-vweapon States;

(4) Security Council resolution 255 (1963);

(5) General Assembly resolutions on the non-use of nuclear weapons;
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(6) Regolutlon on security assurances auopted by the Non—nuclear Weapon
States Conference of 19685

(7) Part o: the 1975 NFT Review Conférehce Finel Docrinent, relevant to
security assurances;

(8) Final Documen® of the tenth special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmement, paragraphs 56-59 on sccurity assurances;

(9) Addendum and suppléments Yo the Compilation:

(i) 'Proposal of the United States of America on strengtheing confidence
of non-nuclear-veapon States in their security against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons! (A/C. l/ 3/7, 17 November 1978);

(i1) General Assembly resolution 2936 (XIVII): Non-use of force in
: " international relations and permanent prohibition of tke use of
nuclear weapons;

(iii) ‘*Working paper containing a draft additional protocol to the Treaty

' on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons regarding the establishment
of a system of security assurances vithin the framework of
the Treaty! (NPT/COIF /22, 15 May 1975);

© (iv) Declarations made by the United Kingdom, China, France,
’ United States of America and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
regarding Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

"IV. A compilation of statements made on the question of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-veapon States agninst the use or threat
of use of nuclear veapong during the thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly

"V.q“A;compilati;n,offstatements,made on the question of e“fective intemational
~ arrangements. to assure non-nuclear-ucapon. States against the use.or threat
of use of nuclear weapons during the thirfy-Ffifth session of the General Assembly

"WI., Unofficial transcriptions of th prooeedings of the ad hoc working groups on
securlty assurances '

(1) Unofflclal transcriptions of seven meetings of the ad hoc working group
during 1979. ’
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"ANIEX B

"CHAIRMAN'S WORKING PAPER
"Stages of consideration of the substance of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
hreat of use of nuclear veapons

It is %o be noted that in the report of the previous Ad Hoc Workinz Group it was
pointed out that an agreement on the substance of the arrangements to assure
non-nuclear—icapon States against the usc or threat of use of nuclear veapons could
focilitate the agreement on the form of the arrangements.

Bearing this in mind, it would seem 1o be appropriate and advisable for the
Yorking Group, for the time being, to concentrate its work on the questions of
substance of the arrangements with a viev to evolving, as much as possible, a common
approach. In the light of various vieus expressed and proposals submitted by
delegations regarding the scope and substance of the work of the Working Group for
its 1981 session, certain stages of consideration on the subject could serve as a
general guideline for deliberations and negotiations in the Vorking Group on
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

"STAGD OME: Identification of the various featurcs of the assurances not to use or
threaten to use nuclear veapons against non-nuclear-veapon States

A g reflected in the uadertalidings assumed by nuclear—ueapon States, as formulated
in their wnilaternl declarations contained in document (D/SAAP.2 (Annex B to
document CD/12%%).

B. As reflected in the proposals made by non-nuclear-weapon States, as contained in
docunent CD/SA/VP.Z (innex B to document CD/125%),

"STAGE TVO: Consideration of possible alternatives which can be explored in the
gearch for a 'common apprcacht! or 'formula'

A, Pending nuclear disarmement, a complete prohibition on the use of nuclear weapons.,

B. A categorical assurance by the nuclear-weapon States to all non-nuclear-veapon
States not 1o use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against them.

C. A categorical assursnce by the nuclear-meanon States to all non-nuclear-weapon
States not to use or threaten to use nuclear wveapons against them with accompanying
interpretative statements by each nuclear-veapon State.

D. A common formuila for security assurances containing such elements as my be
raised in the negotiations in the Committee on Discrmament and agreed upon by all
concerned. '

B. A common formula wvhich could reconcile the elements contained in the existing

wmilateral wndertakings of the nuclear-ueapon States.

T, Solemn tmilateral declarations, identical in their substance, made by the
nuclear—venpon States concerning the non-use and non-threatening use of nuclear
veapons against non-nuclear-weapon States having no such veapons on their territories.
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G. Pogsible consideration of the investiture of more formal and legal status to the
existing unilateral declarations of the nuclear-veapon States.

H. Commitments by means of conventions zoncluded betueen nuclear-weapon States and
participants in nuclear ueapon-Iree zones. Cee

SN RS BN
S 'y A

"Examination and negotiation on the specific content and wording of a common
formula could be considered at a later stage, pending the progress achieved in regard

to the two stages of disccussion within the Working Group."

- I8l K, YT o e
D, fChemical Veonons

102. The item on the agenda entitled '"Chemical Weapons" was considered by the
Committee in accordance vith its programme of vork, from 25 March to 3 LApril and from
13 to 17 July. The Committee further considered this item during the periods

13 to 17 April and 35 to 7 fugust.

1C3. In addition to earlier documents, the following were before the Committee in
connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/142, dated 10 Tebruary 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled '"Working Paper: Prohibition of retention or acquisition of a
chemical warfare capability enabling use of chemical weapons'.

(b) Document CD/164, dated 19 Ilarch 1981, submitited by Finland, entitled
"Creation of chemical weapons control capacity - present phase and goals of the
Finnish project".

(¢) Document CD/167, dated 26 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entifled "Werification and control fequirements for a chemical arms control
treaty based on ¢1 analysis of activitier™.

(4) Document CD/168, dated 27 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper - Prohibition of Chemical Yeapons: on the Definition of
Chemical Warfare Agents'. '

(e) Document CD/169, dated 27 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper: Dismantling of Production Facilities/Means of Production
for Chemical Weapons".

(f) Document CD/1T3, dated 3 April 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "Disposal of Chemical Agents®,

(g) Document CD/178, dated 16 April 1981, submitted by Finland, vhich addressed
an invitation of the Finnish Government to a Chemical Weapons Verification Workshop.

(h) Document CD/124/Rev.l, dated 24 April 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Indonesia, entitled "Revision of (/124 on the Definition of Chemical Agent and
Chenical Warfare Agent'.

(i) Document CD/195, dated 14 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Yugoslavia, entitled "Working Paper: Incapacitating Agents'.
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(j) Document CD/196, dated 16 July 1981, submitted by Finland, enti%tled "Trace
Analysis of Chemical Varfare Agents'.

(k) Document GD/lQ?, dated 17 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of Romania
entitled ”Vorklng Paper - Suggestions for Elements of a Chemical Veapons Convention:
Definitions and Criteria'. : : : :

(1) Document €D/199, dated 24 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Czecheslovalkia, entitled "Working Paper: Definition and Characteristics of the
Tozlns" :

(m) Document CD/203, dated 30 July 1931, submitied by the delegation of the
Hetherlands, entitled "Consultation and Co-overation, Verification Measures and
Complaints Procedure in the framework of the Convention on the complete and effective
Prohibition of the Development, Productlon and Stockpiling of all Chemical Weapons
and on their Destruction.

(n) Document CD/212, dated 13 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Some Viewvpoints on the Prohibition of Chemical Veapons'.

104, At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee decided to
pre~establish, for the duration of its 1981session, the 4d Hoc Vorking Group on
Chemical Veapons, which had heen established on 17 March for its 1980 session, so
that it might continue its work on the basis of its former mandate. The Committee
further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group would report to the Committee on the
progress of its work at any appropriate time, and in any case before the conclusion
of its 1981 session (document CD/151).

105. At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 February 1931, the Commitiee also decided to
nominate the representative of Sweden as Chailrman of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group.

166. At the 127th plenary meeting on 24 April 1981, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Yorking Group introduced his progress report on the work of the Ru hoc Uorkln@ Group
(document CD/179 and Add.1),

107. At its 137th plenary meeting on 14 July 1981, the Committee <ecided, in responsec
to a request of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group, to invite the
Director-General of the Vcrld Health Organization end the Dlrehtor of the Regional
Office for Burope of the United HNations Environment Programme, to nominate
representatives to attend certain meetings of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemical
Ueapons, for the purpose of providing technical information, vhen it is deemed
necessary, in respect of establishing toxicities of chemicals and the international
register of potential toxic chemicals.

102, At the 141st plenary meeting on 28 July 1981, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Yorking Group made a statement (CU/TV 141) vhich was the result of the negotiations
he had been asked to undertake on the question of the revision of the mandate for
the A¢ Hoc Vorking Group. Several delegations commented on that statement.

109, The Ad Hoc Working Group held 23 meetings betueen 18 February and 17 August 1981,
and the Chairman also conducted. informal consultations during that period. As a
result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a repcrt to the
Committee (document CD/220).

110, At its 148th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee adopted the report
of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group, vhich is an integral part of this report and reads
as follows:
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"I, INTRODUCTION

"At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee on.
Disarmement adopied the following d-cision:

'"The Committee further decides to re-establish, for the duration of
its 1931 session, the ad hoc working group on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, chemical weapons and radiological
veapons, vhich vere established on 17 March for its 1980 session,

so that they may continue their work on the basis of their former
mandates,

It is understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible,
review the mandates of the three al hoc working groups vith a view
to adapting, as appropriate, their mandates to advance the progress
of the process of negotiations tovards the objective of concrete
disarmament measures. '

2 e

The ad hoc vorking zroups will report to the Committee on the progress ~
of their woxlt at any approprlate time and in any case before the
conclusion of its 1981 session.! (Document ”D/iBl)

"IT, ORGANIZATION CF YWORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"t its 107th vplenary meeting on 17 February 1981 the Committee app01nted
Ambassaoor C. Lidgard, Sveden, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc VWorking Group.
Mrs. L. Waldhein-Hatural, Chief, Geneva Unit, United Nations Centre fox
Disarmament, served as SLCr@tafy of the Ad Hoc Yorking Group.

"The A¢ Hoc Vorking Group held 12 meetlngo from 17 February to
22 April 1981 and 11 meeting: froi 17 June to 17 Lugust 1981,

MAt their recquest, the Committee on Disarmament, at its 104th plenary
meeting on 10 February 1931 ond its 122nd plenary meeting on 7 April 1931,
respectively decided %o invite the representative of the following States
not members of the Committee to participate in the meetings of the
Ad Hoc Working Group: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Norway, Spain and Switzerland.

"On the basis of the decision taken by the Committee at its
137th pleanry meeting on 14 July 1981, the Yorld Health Organization and
the Buropean Office of the United Hations Environment Programme vere
invited to nominate representatives to attend certain of the meetings of
the Ad Hoc Vorking Group o provide technical information wvhen necessary.
In response to this invitation Dr. Mercier and Dr. Parizek of the
TL0/UNEPATHO International Programme on Chemical Safety (IPCS) and
Dr. Huismans and Dr. Gilbert of UNEP's International Register of Potentially
Toxic Chemical (IRPTC) attended consultations of the Chairman or meetings
of the Yorking Group concerning toxicity determinations,
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"In carrying out its mandate the Ad Hoc Yorking Group took into
account paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the first special session
of the General fLssembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament,
vhich in part read as follouws: 'The complete and effective prchibition
of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons
and their destruction represent one of the most urgent measures of
disarmament. Consequently, conclusion of a convention to this end,
on vhich negotiations have been going on for several years, is one of
the most urgeny tasks of multilateral negotiations.! The Vorking Group
also took into consideration A/FES/55/144 B vhich in operative paragraph 7
'Urges the Committee on Disarmament to continue, as from the beginning
of its session to be held in 1981 negotiations on such a multilateral
convention as a matter of high priority, taking into account all
existing vroposals and future initiatives.!

"During the 1981 session the following official documents dealing with
Chemical Yeapons were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:

- (D/142 svbmitted by Sueden entitled 'Prohibition of retention or
acquisition of a chemical warfare capability enabling use of
chemical weapons (4 Annexes)!

- OD/1G4 submitted by Finland entitled 'Creation of Chemical Veapons
Control Capacity -- Present Phase and Goals of the Finnish Project'

- CD/167 submitted by Canada entitled 'Werification and Control
Reguirements for a Chemical Arms Contreol Treaty based on an Analysis
of Activities!

- 0D/163 submitted by China entitled 'Prohibition of Chemical Weapons:
on the Definition of Chemical Uarfare Agents!'

- (D/169 submitted by China entitled 'Dismantling of Production

Tacilities Means of Production for Chemical ¥Weapons'
- CD/l?B submitted by Canada entitled 'Disposal of Chemical Agents'

~ CD/124/Rev.]l submitted by Indonesia entitled 'Revision of CD/124
on the Definition of Chemical Agent and Chemical Warfare Agent!

- CD/179 and Add.1 entitled !'The Chairman's Progress Report to the.
Committee on Disarmament on the vork of the Ad Hoc Working Group

on Chemical Yeapons'

- CD/185 submitted by Canada entitled 'A Conceptual Vorking Paper on
Arms Control Verification!

-.GD/195,submitted by‘Yugoslavia entitled 'Incapacitating Agents!

- CD/196 submitted by Finland entitled !Trace Analysis of Chemical Warfare
Agents' '
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- CD/197 submitted by Romania entitled '& Suggestions for elements of a
Chemi,cal Veapons Convention!

- CD/199 submitted by Czechoslcvakia entitled 'Devinition and Characteristics
of the Toxins'

~ €D/203 submitted by the Netherlancs entitled 'Consultations and
Co~operation, Verification Measures and Complaints Procedure!

"In the conduct of its work during its 1981 session, the following working
paperc vere circulated o the Vorking Group:

~ CD/CWAIP.7 and Rev.l entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for
the vork of the group —-- Part 1!

o= CD/bW/WP.B and Corr.l entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for
the uvork of the group -—- Part 2°

- CD/CVAP.9 submitted by Canada entitled !'Verification and Chemical
Vleapens!

- CD/bU/UP 10 and Corr.l entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chalrman for
for the work of the group -- Part 3!

- CD/cWAIP.11 submitted by Mongolia, Poland and the USSR entitled
'Chemical Veapons: types of activity to be covered by a convention
on the prohibition of chemical weapons!

- CD/CWAIP.12 entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for the
work of the group ~~ Part 41!

~ CD/CUAIP.13 entitied 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for the work
of the group —- Part 5! :

- GD/CW/HP.14 entitled 'OQutline suggested by the Chairman for
the work of the group —-— Part 6!

- CD/bH/WP.lB submitted by Bulgoria, Hungary and Poland entitled 'Chemical
weaponss definitions!

~ CD/CWAP.16 submitted by France entitled !'Declarations and destruction
of materials and facilities!

- GD/CU/UP 17 submitted by Tranoe entitled 'Chemloal veapons -- definitions,
criteria!

- CD/CWAIP.18 submitted hy Australia entitled 'Tnitial Comments on the
Consolidated Outline suggested by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Chemical Veapons!

- CD/bW/UP.19 entitled 'Suggestions by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Veapons for elements of a chemical weapons convention!

- CD/bV/UP.ZO entitled 'Suggestions by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Weapons for elements of a chemical weapons convention!
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CD/bW/WP.Zl entitled 'Suggestions by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Veapons for elements of a chemical veapons convention'

CD/bW/VP.ZZ and Corr.1 and Rev.l entitled 'Report of the Chairman
to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons on the consultations held
on issues relating to toxicity determinations!

CD/bU/UP.ZB submitted by Australia entitled 'Chemical Weapons
Verification Consultative Committee of Experts!

CD/CUAIP,24 submitted by Australia entitled 'Chemical Veapons
Convention: Assisgtance to Partieg!

- CD/@U/WP.ZS submitied by Australia entitled "Chemical Veapons

Verification: The HMethyl-Phosphorus !Finger Print ™!

"The following Conference Room Papers uere also submitted during the
Committse's 1981 session:

CD/CY/CRP.5 and Rev.l and 2 entitled !'Suggestions by the Chairman for
particular technical issues to he addressed during CD's 1981 work
on chemical uveapons'

CD/bW/bRP.6 entitled 'Tist of topics to be discussed with regard to
the definitions and criteria of importance for a chemical weapons
convention!

CD/CH/CRP.? submitted by Belgium entitled 'Proposed definitions
(revision of document CD/94)F

GD/CU/CRP.S submitted by France entitled 'Criteria for definition!

CD/CY/CRP.9 entitled 'List of questions put to the delegations of the
USSR and the United States of America at the meeting of 30 March 1981
with respect to the bilateral report, CD/ilQ, and outlines by the
Chairman for the work of the Yorking Group'

CD/CU/CRP.10 and Add.l and 2 and Corr.l and Rev.l entitled 'Draft
Progress Report to the Commitiee on Disarmament!

CD/CY/CRP.11 entitled 'Note by the Chairman'

GD/CU/CRP.IQ cntitled !Suggestions for consulitations on toxicity
determinations'

GD/CU/CRP.IB and Corr.l entitled !'Consolidated text of suggestions for
elcments I, I (bis) and Amnex I of a Chemical Weapons Convention,
received as at Friday, 26 June 1981

CD/CW /CRP.14 submitted by Australia entitled 'Delegation Amendments
to CD/CUAIP.19 and CD/CWAIP.20, Subject to Revision!

CD/CV/CRP.15 and Add.l entitled 'Revised Suggestions by the Chairman
for elements of a Chemical VWeapons Convention'
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- CD/CU/CRP.IG and Add.1 entitled !'Compilation of suggested amendments
to the draft Blements and Annexes proposed by the Chairman in
documents CD/CVAP,19 to 20!

~ CD/CW /CRP.17/Rev.1, 4dd.1 and 2 and Rev.2 and 3, and Corr.l entitled
Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Uorxing Group on Chemical Weapons to
the Committee on Disarmament!

-~ CD/CV/CRP.18 entitled 'Suggestion by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Veapons for “ecommend tion by the Working Group to the
Committee on Disarmament regarding Jdecision on further work to be
wnderiaken on methods for toxicity determinations for a Chemicel
Veapons {rnvontion!

"TIT. SUBSTAITIVE: COM3MMERSTIONS DURING THL 1931 SBSSION

"Tn accomplishing its dask, the Working Group carried out another
substantive and meore detailed examination of fhe issues fto be dealt with
in the negotiation on a multilateral convention on thie complete and effective
prohibition of the development production and stockniling of chemical weapons
and on their destruction. During the firsi part of the Commitiee's 1961
session the Vorking Group conducted its worl on the basis of the outline
suggested by the Chairman as contained in documents CD/CW/WP.?, 8, 10, 12,
13 and 14. The Chairman at the Committee's 127th plenary mwecting on
24 April 1981 presented his report on the uork of the Group zuring the firss
part of the 1991 session as contained in document 3D/179 During the second
part of the session the Vorling Group conceidered the draft elements of ¢
chemical weapons con : By the Chairman and contained in
Cp/CuATP.19, 20 and

"On the basis of statrments as well as of oral and writlten comments by
delegotions, the Chairmen, in an effort to elavorats Ule imitial frameuork
for a future chemical uvenpons convention wvhich could fz:ilitate further
vorl, prepared revized vergions of the drait elesments for ouch a convention,
These revised elements do not, hovever, reflect all the views vhich emerged
on certain issues and ncluie elements on vhich the delegationts vieus
differed. Some cdelegabions did nut deem it advisable, at the present stage,
to enter into discussion on cerlain elements, in particular some related to
the issues of verification, procesding fuom tre belief that it was too early
to do this until general agreement had been reached on the gcope of the
prohibitions. Others, however, expressed t”flr oninions on these elements,
proceeding from the belief that they could be examined at the present stoge
of the work and contribuie o future nesotiations. The revised text of the
Chairman's elements as well as dissenting vieuvs as outlined in the comments
are presented belov. These comments do not, however, record all the poaitions
of delegations vhich opposed these dissenting vievs. Delegations reservec
themselves the right 1o further consider those and other proposals at the
appropriate tims.

et
=]

-

-

"Elements suggested by the Cheoirman and summaxy of related comments

I

"General provision

"Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake, as sct forth in
the follouving ulcnenta, never under any clrcumsiances to develop, produce
otherwise acquire, stockpile, reloin or iransfer chemical weapons and 1o
destrcy or othervise dispose of existing siocks of chemical veapons and
means of production of such uveapons.
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"Comments
- '"Some delegations regarded this element as superfluous on the ground

that it would complicate the structure of the main prohibition under the
convention and would render this prohibition less distinct. They asserted
that mentioning in this element some prohibitions but not others would give
rise to ambiguities regarding the scope ef a convention. Others, vho agreed
with this element, believed that it was essential because it stated in clear
terms the tvwo main purposes of a convention, nomely a set of prohibitions
and an obligation to destroy the existing stocks of chemical weapons and

the means of production of such veapons. Furthermore, this element would
ensure the binding character of the undertakings to he entered into by the
Parties to a fubture convention,

- "Some delegations felt that a convention, so as tc be comprehensive in
nature, should aim at prohibiting chemical veapons in all their asvects and
therefore also include a prohibition of use of chemical weapons in the scope
of e convention. They held, inter alia, that this uould strengthen the prohibition
contained in the 1925 Genevz Proteocol by adding measures of verification to

it and by enlarging it 2 cover some hostile situations which they deemed

not to be covered hy the Protocol, vhose scope of prohibition, in their

viev, only covers the use of chemicals in war. Others felt that o comprehensive
prohibition of use was already contained in the 1925 Protocol, and that it
should therefore not bhe restated beczuse it would lead to the veakening

of that Protocol. ALccoxding to sowe delegations the verification mechanism
of a future convention would also entail the division of States Parties to the
Protocol inte tvo categories on {the basis of their obligations, namely those
vho have become Parties to a convention, and thus accepted the obligations

of verification under it and those vho have not become Farties to a convention
and therefore have no such onligations. It was further felt by some that
restating the prohibition of use would case doubts on the recognized value

of the Protocol, ill agreed however that nothing in this convention should
detract from the effectiveness of the 1925 Protocol.

- "Some delegations supporited the ldea of including in the scope of a
convention a prohibition specificelly of plamning, organizaticon and training
intended to enable the utilization of toxic properties of chemicals as
chemical weapons in combat, in order to completely eliminate chemical warfare
capability. Others objected that such a prohibition would be difficult to
implement and verify. It was asserted, in addiiion, that the prohibition

of the development, production, stockpiling and refention of all means of
chemical warfare, including corresponding chemicals, munitions, devices and
equipment as vell as means of production of chemical ueapons would lead to the
elimination of the actual chemical wvarfare potential.

- "Some delegations felt that the scope of a convention should include the
prohibition of development etc. oi chemicals for hostile purposes, involving the
utilization of toxic properties of such chemicals not only against man but

also against aniwals and plants. Some celegations indicated that they would
prefer the scope of a convention to be extended to all chemicals capable of
having toxic effects on all components of the environment. Others thought that
the prohibition should refer to hostile purposes, invelving the utilization of
toxic properties of chemicals against man only, because inter alia, the
videspread civilian use of some of these chemicals would make verification

very difficult.

-~ "Some delegations suggested that the link between the scope of the Biological
Veapons Convention and that of a chemical weapons convention should be referred
to wherever appropriate.
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II

"General definition of chemical weapons
1. "Chemical weapons, as referred to in Element I, would comprise:

(a) super-toxic lethal, other lcthal, and other harmful chemicals
as well as precursors of such chemicals, inftended for hostile or
military purposes involving the utilinzation of the toxic prope“tles of
such chemicals as weapons, provided their types are compatible with and
that their quantities are sufficient fox such purposes;

(b) mumitions and devices, speciiically designed to cause death or
other harw thrvough ftoxic pl?pCT?iQS of chemicals releesed from them ag well
as equipment specifically designed for usc directly in connection with
the employment of such munitions ox devices.

2. "Definitions of super-toxic lethal chcmicals, other lethal
chemicals, other harmful chemicals and precursors would be given in
Lrnex I,

"Comaents

~ "Some delegetions suggested that clements I and IT, for increased
clarity, should be combineé and formuleted along the lines in element I in
CD/CU/UP 19, The Prokibition would then cover the development, procuction,
acquisition, stockpiling, and retention of: (a) super—toxic lethal, other
lethal anc other harmful chemicals, and precursors of such chemicals, except
those intented for non-nostile purposes or nilitery purposes not involving
the use of chiemical weapons, provided their btypes and guantilies arc
consistent with such purvoses; (b) any rmunitions or devices, specifically
designed to cause death or other harm thwough the toxic properties of the
chemicals released a2s a result of theemplorment of these munitions ox devices;
(c) any equipment specificelly designed for use directly in comnection with
employment of such munitions or Jevices., Otlier delegations would prefer to
maintain the formulestion of element T, which seemed to ther te veflect in
a vexy clear mzimmer the nmein purposes of a convention, which deals with a
set of pwohibitiens, on *he one hand, and witlh o precise ohligation to
destroy existing stocke and means of prx ﬂductlou on tiwe ouncL. Llement IT
cher

would then contain the definition of both Tor the purpose
of the prohibitions aind for the purpo

- "4 delegation suggested that or lozical grounds the svbpavagv“ph° in
paragreph 1 of the clement sbould be presented in the reversed order.

- - "Some delegations suggested the insewrtion of the words 'chemical warfare
agents, made up of' after '(a) and before 'super-toxic lethal',

- "Some delegations also wished to have delinitions of 'chemical warfare
egents', 'hostile purposes', 'non-hosbile purposes', 'permitted purposes’',
'chemical munitions' and 'means of production of chemical weapons' included.
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- "Some delegations felt that all the definitions should be included in
the main body of a convention and not in an annex. However the technical
details such as those related to methods for toxicity determinations should
remain in the annex. N

- "Some delegations suggested tnat chemical weapons should be understood
to include certain chemical substances which, even if they are not toxic in
nature could be employed as chemical weapons, for instance, psychochemicals
and herbicides. Others saw great practical difficulties in this proposal.

- "Some delegations considered that the general purpose criterion was
not made sufficiently clear in this element. In their view the definition
of chemical weapons should be formulated so as to state that these weapons
include all kinds of chemical warfare agents whose toxic properties can be
used for hostile purposes to cause death, injury or harm to human beings,
animals and plant life." :

VANNEX I

"Mefinitions and Criteria

1. "Definitions, criteria and methods in this Annex would be agreed
upon for the purpose of this Convention.

2. "A ‘'super-toxic lethal chemical'! is any toxic chemical, however
produced, with a median lethal dose which is less than or,equal to

0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg—min/m3
when measured by the methods set forth in paragraph 6 of this annex.

3 "Any 'other lethal chemical! is any toxic chemical, however produced,

with a median lethal dose which is greater than 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous
* administration) or 2,000 mg—mln/b (by inhalation) and which is less than

or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg~min/m3

(by inhalation) when measured by the methods se* forth in paragraph 6

of this annex.

4. "Any 'other harmful chemical' is any toxic chemical, however produced,
with a median lethal dose which is gveatex‘tnanlomg/kg (suboutaneous
administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m” (by inhalation) when measured by the
methods set forth in paragraph 6 of this annex.

5 "tPrecursors' are sets of chemicals, which, when made to react
chemically with each other, form among others also such chemicals as are
mentioned in paragiapiis £ - 4 0ol ulils AnNnex.

6. "Methods for toxicity determiﬁetions and identification of chemicals.

[to be elaborated]

"Comments

- "It was generally felt that the definition of 'precursors' required
further study. :

- "Some delegations objected to the expression 'however produced' in
paragraphs 2 - 4 on the grounds that it would lead to confusion with regard

to the Biological Weapons Convention.

(by inhalation),
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III

‘”Prohibition of transfer

"Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake:

. A{a) not to transfer to anyone, dlrectly or lndlrectly, any
chemical weaspons ; - .

(b) not to transfer to anyone, directly or indirectly, except to
a State Party, any super—tox1c lethal chemicals produced or otherwise
acquired for permitted purposes, of types and in quantities which are
suitable for chemical weapons purposes;

(c) not to assist, encourage or induce, directly or indirectly,
anyone to engage in activities from which the State Party itself would
be obliged to refrain under the Convention.

"Comments

- "Some delegations thought that the prohibition to transfer super-toxic
lethal chemicals should be extended to other lethal chemicals. A delegation,
however, felt that the prohibition on transfer of super-—toxic lethal chemicals,
except to State Parties, contained in (b) above, was subsumed under (c), ¥Wo
special provision therefore needed to be made with respect to super-toxic lethal
chemicals, especially since thls might imply less than strict application of

the provision under (c).

- . "A delegation considered that the right implied in element III to transfer
super—tox1c lethal chemicals in types and quantities suitable for chemical
weapons purposes -to another State Party should only apply when these chemicals
are intended for.permltted “purposes.

- ”Somé delégations suggested that States Parties should be permitted to
transfer to other States Parties their existing stocks of chemical weapons for
_ the purpose of the destruction of these weapons.

- "Some delegations felt that the wording of this prohibition was not
sufficiently clear because of the ambiguity in the definition of chemical
weapons.,

v

"Declarations

1. "Tach State Party to this Convention should undertake to declére
within 30 days after the Convention has entered into force or the
State Party has adhered to it:

(a) its possession or non-possession of chemical weapnns-
(b) 1ts stocks of chemical weapons and means of productlon of
such weapons;
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(c) its plans for the destruction or, where appropriate

according to Element V, diversion for permitted purposes of declared
stocks of chemical weapons;

(d) 1ts plans for the destruction, dismantling .or, where appropriate

accordlng to Element v, convers1on of declared means of production of
chemical weapons.

2. "Super-toxic lethal chemicals, acqﬁired for non~hostile military
purposes, should be declared. The location of facilities where super-
toxic lethal chemicals are produced for such purposes should also be

declared. Matters concerning the content and form would be set forth
in Annex II.

"Comments

- "Some delegations considered that this element does not ensure a
differentiated approach to the declarations, each of which has its own
specificity. The element would have to be rearranged as regards the scope
of activities to be declared and the time frames for various declarations.

- "Some delegations suggested that all States Parties possessing stocks
of chemical weapons and means of production of such weapons should
simultaneously make the relevant declarations.

- "Some delegations thought that all declarations should be'made immediately
at the entry into force of the convention or at the time of accession of
States Parties.

- "Some delegations felt that declarations concerning the lecation'of the
stocks of chemical weapons could not be provided within the time limit
stipulated in the element.

- "Some Jdelegations suggested that chemical weapons munitions filling - -
facilities and specific weapon systems designed for the employment of chemical
warfare agents should be declared at the entry into force.

- "Some delegations considered that States Parties should declare not later
than 10 years after the entry into force of the convention the complete
cessation of activities and the destruction or conversion of materials and
facilities which are needed for the planning, organization and itraining
intended to enable the utilization of toxic properties of chemicals as
chemical weapons in combat., '

= . . "Some delegatlons felt that the wording of this element was not
sufficiently clear because of the ambiguity in the definition of chemical
weapons.
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ANNEX II

'"Declarations of possession of stocks of chemical weapons and means

of production of chemical weapons, plans for their destruction or

dlversion for permitted purposes and time frames as well as forms
for making such declarations :

1. "The declarations stlpulated in Element IV should contain
1nformat10n about: . :

(a) types and amounts of stocks of chemical weapons and of their
location; . :

(b) location and capacity of means of production of chemical
weapons, including specialized facility for permitted production of
super—-toxic lethal chemicals;

(¢) plans for destruction or diversion of stocks of chemical
weapons, ineluding timing and specification of types and amounts and
the location of plants for destruction and diversion;

(d) plans for the destruction, dismantling or conversion of means
of production of chemical weapons, including their location and capacity.

2. "Declarations as stipulated in Element IV should be forwarded to
the Depositary, who would distribute them to the other States Parties ‘to
the Convention within one week after having received them.

3, "Declarations should be sufficiently informative to allow independent
"verification of the information by national and international means of
verification available to other States Parties to the Convention.

"Comments

- "Some delegations felt that it was premature to suggest the nature and
content of declarations as long as no preliminary agreement had been reached
on the general aspects of declarations in Element IV.

- "It was generally felt that further details would have to be elaborated
concerning the standardization of forms for declarations.

- "Some delegations felt that States Parties should not have to declare

the location of stocks of chemical weapons at the.entry into force of the
Convention but rather the location where they would be assembled at a specific
time after the entry into force. :

- "Some delegations felt that the wording of this annex was not sufficiently
clear because of the ambiguity in the definition of chemical weapons.
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v

"Destruction, diversion, dismantling and conversion

1. "Bach State Party to this Convention should.undertake to:

(a) destroy or divert for permitted purposes its stocks of
chemical weapons; : '

(b) destory or dismantle its means of production of chemical weapons.

2. '"Means of production of chemical weapons could be converted -
temporarily, before final destruction or dismantling, for the purpose of
destroying stocks of such weapons. The destruction, diversion and
dismantling stipulated in this Blement should be completed within 10 years
after the Convention has entered into force or a State Party, which has

to fulfil these provisions, has adhered to it.

3. '"Matters concerning procedures, including nctifications, in
connection with what is stipulated in thisElement would be set forth in
Lrnnex III. o

"Comments

- "Some delegations expressed their objection in principle to the implied

possibility of conversion/diversion. They could, however, accept the temm
'conversion' provided it was only temporary conversion of means of production
of chemical weapons for the purpose of destroying stocks of such weapons.

- "Some delegations felt that destruction of stocks of chemical weapons
should not take as long as 10 years., They thcught, however, that if destruction
must take so long, the stocks of chemical weapons should in the interim period
be kept under international supervision.

- "Some delegations suggested that appropriate forms of international co-
operation should be envisaged in order to facilitate the implementation of
provisions related to the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons for all
States Parties.

- Some delegations felt that stocks of chemical weapons belonging to a
State Party could be transferred for destruction purposes to another State Party
and destroyed there.

AWREX ITI

"Destruction, dismantling or diversion for permitted purposes of declared
stocks of chemical weapons and their means of production

1. "Preparation for the destruction or diversion for permitted purposes
of stocks of chemical weapons should start immediately after the entry into
force of the Convention. So-called mothballing of means of production of
chemical weapons should be undertaken immediately at the entry into force
of the Convention and remain until their destruction, dismantling or
diversion for permitted purposes would begin.

2 "The provisions given in Element V should be performed in a manner
allowing their verification through national and international means of

verification,
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Je "The progress of destruction ox diversion of stocks of chemical
weapons and of destruction, dismantling or conversicn of their means of
production should be notified oii & yeaily basis to the Depositary until
the State Party declares the final abolition of its stocks and means of
production. The Denository weuld transmit such notifications to the
other States Parties to the Convention within one week after having
received them,

"Comacnts

uﬂlcoutlons felt that the contents of this annex must be furtherxr

Som
claborat eﬁ

- Some delcgations felt that the suggested content of this amnex to a large
extent had no direct relation to clement V, but dealt with aspects which were
provided for in other elements and opposed this annex.

- Some delegations felt that mothbhalling oi means of production of chemical
weapons should be under international supervision.

"Super-toric lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes

"Tach State Party should undertsalo 0 nossess supev-toxic lethal
cinemicals for non~hostile military PULDOSOS in arn aggregate quantity,
which at any time cxceads one thou ilegrammes. O State Party
producing super-toxic letinal chemicals ror non-hostile military purposecs
snall carsry out such production et 2 inﬁle spocialized facility, the
cepacity of which shall not exceed

93]
W
o i3

o (;‘

"Comments

- Some delegations questioned whether it was appropriate to permit all States
Parties, irrespective of their size, to possess as much as 1,000 kilogrammes of
super~toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes. Others
considered the amount of 1,000 leO““ammcs for the mentioned purposes cicessive
for any State Paxty.

Vit

"Relationship with other trecties

"Wothing in this Convention should be interpreted es in any way limiting
or detracting from the obligations assumed hy any Statée under the Protocol
for the Prohibition of the Use in Wer of Asphyriating, Poisonous or Other
Gases, and. of Bacteri ological Methods of Werfare, sisned at Geneva on

17 June 1925, oz wgd - the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development,
Production and Stoci llng of Bacteriological (Biclogical) and Toxin
Veapons and on Thei: Destruction, opened for signature on 10 April 1972,
or any other internmational tveaty or any existing rules of international
lav governing exmed conflicts
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" Comments
- Some (elegations considered that mention should also be made of the

Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Othé&» Hostile Use of
Envirommental Modification Techniques (ENMOD) Convention among the treaties
referred to. Others would have preferred to see all references to specific
treaties deleted.

- Sone @ﬁlc ations thought that {the words '‘by any State under' should be
replaced by "oy States Parties to'.

- Scme delega ns proposed the deletion of the words 'or any existing rules
of internatlonal lﬁw governing armecd conflicts' while others suggested the
deletion of the word 'existing' only.

VIIT

"International co-opcration

(1) This Convention sheuld be implemented in a manner designed to
cvolid hampering the econonic or technological development.of States Parties
to the Convention or interneticnal co-oneration in the field of peaceful
and protecitive chemicel activities, including the international cxchange of
chemicals and equipment for the production, vrocessing or use of chemical
agents fox peaceful anc protective purposes in eccordance with the
provisions oi %ae Convention.

(2) Dach State Party to this Convention should undertake %o facilitate,
promote ant participate in, the fullest possible exchange of equipment,
materials end scientific and technological infoxmetion for the use of
chenicals for peacceiul and protective npurpoces consonant with tihe aims of
this Convenvion.

(3) Erch State Party to this Convention should undertate to zllocat
a substantial port of possible savings in military expenditures as a
result of disarmament measures agreed upon in this Convention o economic

and social cCevelopment, perticularly of the developing countries.

(0]

“Comments

- Come delegations considered that this element should contain categorical
abligations for assistance to develoo:mb countries in training aend equipping
tliem with protective mezsures. 4 delegation further thought that a convention
aliould include a provision {or assistance to a 3tate Party threatened with or

i

subjected to o chemical attaclk,

- Some delegotions ciupressed concern, witlhiout cuestioning the importance of
inveinationcl co-operaticon measures wefevred to in this plemen*; about the
cansers of the transier from one State Porxty to enother orf the technical
Inculedyge necessary to preoduce cheidcal weopons.

- Soue dclemntions expressed douvta avout the realism of the undertoking
Quvisoged in ~grvaph 5 oand suggested that it was inappropriate fox inclusion
in a chemical weapons convention. Others pointed out Lﬂru the paragraph
weferved to 'possible sovinge ' end cnbodied o vrincivle already accepted in

otiier docuncnts ob the United Nations.
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IX

HGeneral provision on verification

1, Tor the purpose of previding assurence oi compliance with the
provisions of this Convention, the States Parties should agree that

verification would consist of national as well as international mecasures
which should be considexred as ccomplementary to each other, as set forith

in the following
e Such verification would be cavwvied out througli:

(a) monitoring of compliance with the obligetions in Elements I-IV
concerning proinibition of develcmment, production, other acquisition,
stockpiling, retention and transfer of chemical w mpons;

(b) monitoring of compliance with the obllv,tlons in BElements I and V
concerning -

- destruction or diversion for permiticd purposes of stocks of

- chemical weapons,

- destruction ox dismantling of meens of production of chemical
weapons .

- temDoLaIy conversion of means of production of chemical weapons
for the purnose of destroying stocls of such weapons;
(c) monitoring of comnlicnce with the owligations in Element VI
concerning super-tozic lethal chemicals for non-hostile militaxy purposes;

(d) enquiry into fec t3, including vherc necessary on-site inspections,
concerning alleged ambiguities in or viclotions of the compliance with
tiie Convention.

3. National measures of verificotion would bhe carried out by a national
verification systenm, O“ganlveo. desiguated o1 employed by each State Paxty
in accordance with its ovm legislati

4. As regards internationgl measures of verification a Consultative
Committee of ciperts should e established in order to provide a permanent
body for the monitoring of the implenentation of and complience with the
provisions of this Convention on behalf of the international communit ty by
ensuring the availability of international data and expert advice to
provide & basis for assessing such compliance,

"Comaents

oonie delegations stressed the importance of confidence-building measures,

whicih ought to e discussed in context with the verification issues, especially
those related to declarations.
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- (Para. l) Some delegations thought that international verification measures
should form the basis for verification and that national measures could only
be complementary to international mecsures.

- (Para. 1) Some dclegations considered that notional verification measures
should form the basis for verification and that international measures were
only supplementary, even though necessary, means.

- (Pa"a, 2 (b)) Some delegations stated that the temporazy conversion of
means of production of chemiccl weapons was unacceptable.

- (Para. 2 (d)) Some del egaulon° suggested the deletion of the words
"including where necssary on-site ingvection',

- (Paxra. 2 (d)) A delegation considered the term 'ambiguities' as not
sufficiently clear,

- (Para. 5) Some delegations thought that it should be left to each
State Party to decide vhether any specific national organization was required
Toyr national vexrification.

- (Para. 4) Some delegations suggested the® the words 'on behalf of the
inteimational community by ensuring the availability of international data and
expert advics to provide a basis for assessing such compliance' be deleted,

in order not to confuse the role of the Consulitative Committee with regard to
the verification of compliance as detailed in element XIIT and ennex V,

- (Para. &) ‘Some’d ielegations voxld pLC'C ' to see the words tinternational
comaunity’ renlaced by States fiest.

e Consultative Committee should

1s iow this activity should be
egations thought however that the

h State Party individually.

arc. /) Some delegetions felt that -
also assess the collected data and that det
given in Element XIII and Annex V. Gther &
assessment should be nade principally

- (Para. 4} Some delegations suggested that the following words should
replace the text after the words 'be established’; ‘to ensure the aveilability
of international date and expert advice to provide a basis for assessing the

da2

implementation of and compliance wich the provisions of this convention as
described in Kleme:it XIII and Annex V,'°

- (Para. 4) Some delegaulons congidered that the temm 'monitoring' was not
sufficiently clear and that they therefore resevved their positions on this
clement.

- Some delegations suggested the “pp¢acemept of the word 'monitoring' by the
word ‘verification' throughout the element.
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"National legislation and verification measures

1. "Bach Stete Party to this Convention should undertake to take any
measures it considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional
processes to prohibit and prevent any activity in violation of the
provisions of the Convention anywhere under its jurisdiction or control,
including a national verification system according to Element IX.

2. "Recommendations and guidelines concerning the functions and
organization of the national verification system would be set out in
fnnex IV,

"Comments

- Some delegations queried the necessity of this element.

- Some delegations suggested the deletion of the wowrds 'it considers
necessary'in paragraph 1.

- Some delegations suggested the deletion of the words 'including ... to
Element IX' at end of paragraph 1.

"innex IV

"Recommendations and guidelines concerning the functions and
orgenization of the national verilication system

(The contents of this amnex remzin to be claborated)
"Comments

- Some delegations would prefer to sce more emphasis put on the functions
of guch a system than on its organizational stiucture.

Ve
Fie

"MMational ‘technical means of verification

1. "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to use national
means of verification, including national technical means, at its disposal
for the purpose of monitoring compliance with the provisions of this
Convention only in as far as it is consistent with generally recognized
principles of international law.

2. "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake not to impede,
including through the use of delibe:ate concealment measures, the national
technical means of verification of othe. States Parties operating in
accordance with paragraph 1 of this Element.
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"Comments

- Some delegations proposed the insertion of the words 'as appropriate and
in eaccordance with paragraph 1 of Element IX' between the wordo 'Convention’®
anc 'Ghou1d unGCﬂLakﬁ' in paragraph 1.

- pome delegations stated that they could agrec to thwuxelenenu only aftexr
it had been made clear to what extent States Perties should undertake to
disseminate to other States Parties information obieained through national
teclinical means of verificotion.

- L delegation consider.ed thot the term ‘deliberete concealment measures’
should ve further elahorateld #nd clarvificd

"Consultation and co-operation

1. 'The Gtates Parties to this Convention should undertake to consult

one another and to co-operate, especially through the Consulictive Committee,
refervel to in Element IX, in solviag eny provlems which may avise in
relation to the objectives of, ov in the apniicoation of the provisions of,
the Convention. ’ ‘

2. “’HJ State Party to this Convention, which hag wreason to believe that
any othex State Party is aclting in bwrecch of its obligation undexr this
Conventicn should haove the right to request informetion either bilaterally
or thiough the Consultative Commitice in oxder to clarily *the situation.
such o wequest should be accompanied by approvdriate explanations of the
ceasons for concern.

De "Consultation and co—operﬂtion.nursac1t to. this Element could also be
undertalien through appropriate international prcoedures within the fromework
of the United Hations 2nd in accordence with its Charter. These
international procedures could inclule the sevvices of cppropriate
international orgeniuvations, in addition to those of the Coasultiotive
Committec.,

YCorments

- Sone delegations considered that the complzints nechanism which 1s dealt
with in this element as well as in element XITT should be structured mere
cleavly.

- A delegation felt that the words 'in solving any problems' in paragraph 1
were too vegue and required further elaboration.

- Inother delegation considered. that it was ‘zgsential to-meke it clezr To
what extent the vilateral consultative process veferred to in this element
implied obligations to mcke informetion available to other States Parties.
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- Some delegations felt thot the word 'appropriate' before texplanations'
in paragraph 2 was not sufficiently precise and should be either further
elaborated or deleted.

- Some delegations thought that the procedures, referred to in paragraph 3,
should include a specific reference to the General Assembly and the

Security Council, Opinions differed however on whether both or just one or
the other should be referred to.

XITT

"Consultative Committee

1. " he Consultative Committee, referred to in Elements IX and XII, should
be estoblished at the entry into force of this Convention. Bach State Party
to this Convention could appoint one representative to the Committee. The
representative could be assisted by one or more advisers. The Depositary or
his personal representative should serve as President of the Committee and
convene it at least once a year, or immediately upon receipt of a request from
any State Party.

2. "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to co-operate fully
with the Committee in carrying out its tasks. Iach representative should
have the right, through the Chairman, to request from States Parties, and
from international organizations, such information and assistance as the
representative considers desirable for the accomplishment of the Committee's
work,

-

e "The Consultative Committee should:

(o) monitor the destruction and diversion for permitted purposes of
stocks of chemical weapons, as well as the destruction, dismantling and
temporory conversion of means of pro” iction of chemical weapons as stipulated
in Llement V; '

(b) monitor permitted production of super-toxic lethel chemicals in
accordance with Element VI:

(c) make appropriate findings of facts and provide expert views relevant
to problems raised pursuant to the provisions of +the Convention by a '
State Party, in particular concerning alleged ambiguities in, or violations
of the compliance with the Convention at the request of a State Party;

. (d)'facilitate compliance with the Convention, e.g. by developing
international standardization of methods and routines to be applied by national
and international verification organs;

(e) receive and distribute data relevant to the provisions of this
Convention, which may be made available by national verification systemss;

-(f) otherwise closely co-operate with national verification systems and
provide them with necessary assistance,
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4. "The Committee should, after consultation with the State Party concefned
be competent to undertake OD—Qlte inspections:

(2) in order to confirm received information concerning planned, on-going
or .effected measures according to subparagraph 3(a) of this Element;

(b) in order to carry out monitoring according to subparagraph 3(b) of
this Elcment. : :

5. "Any State Party which has reason to believe that any other State Party

is acting in breach of its obligations deriving from the provisions of thisg
Convention would have the right to request an investigation by the Committee
of the circumstances which have given rise to concern. Such a request could
include o request for an on-site inspection to determine in accordance with
ubparagraph 3(c) of this Element, the facts of the situation and should be
accompanied by an appropriate explanation of why an invesiigation is considered
necessary. ©On-site inspection should teke nlace only after consultation with
the 3tate Party concemned. If that Stete Porty does not agree o on-site
inspection, it should give ocppropriate explanations to the effect that an
on-site inspecticn would at that time jeopawdize its supreme national interests.
The requesting Paerty could in this casec wlvsae the complaint within the
frameworlk of the United Nations in accewxdance with Element XII, paragraph 3.

g. "The work of the Committee should be orgenized in such a way as to permit
it to performz its functions in an effective, fair and impartiel manner., It
could for specific tasks set up sub-commitiees and verification teams. The
Coumitiee should decide procedural guestions relative to the organization of
its woriz, vhere possible, by consensus, but otherwise by a majority of those
present and voting. There should be no voting on mattevs of substance. If

the Commitice is unable to provide for a unanimous wreport of findings of fact
or in giving expext views, it should present the different views of the experts
involved,

7. "The Committee should present an anmiel repoxt of 2ll its activities to
the States Perties to the Convention., The Committee shoulda further, whenever
it has been vequested by o State Party to carry out fact-finding oxr provide
expert views concerninz a specific questicn, transmit to the Depositary a
swamary of its flnﬂlncs or eypert views incorporating all views and

information nresented to the Committee duxring its p“oceedings. The Depositary
should distribute the summary to all States P‘** e3. :
a8, “The Committee should at all stages consider the posaivility of a bilateral

solution to any dispute and be pr*nwreu to assist therein., Nothing should
impede the right of a State Party to request information from the Stete Party
concerned as regards presumed treaty violations.

9. "Details of the organization and procedures of the Committee, rights and
duties of members, rights and duties of designated personnel for inspection,
inspection procedures and rules for reporis would be set cut in Amnex V.
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"Comments

- Some delegations felt that this element had to be further elaborated.
They emphasized that cgreement on verification procedures could promote a
convergence of views on the scope of the convention. Other delegations noted
that the functions of the Consultative Committee as well as other international
verification measures can and should be considered and elaborated only with
due regard to, and in inextricable interrelationship with the scope and the
neture of the prohibition under a future convention. Therefore they had
refrained so far from stating their views in detail on the tasks and terms

of reference of the Consultative Committee,

- (Para. 1) Some delegations considered thet the efficiency of the
Consultative Committee would diminish if it were to include a representative
of each State Party. It was therefore suggested that the Committee should
consist of a limited number of members elected from experts nominated by
States Parties. The Chairman sharing this concern drew the attention to the
1961 Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs as & possible model.

- (Para. 3) Some delegations considered that the competence of the
Consultative Committee should include enquiry into facts concerning allegations
of use of chemical weapons by or with the assistance of o State Party on the
grounds that evidence of use would indicate a breach of the obligations assumed
not to develop, acquire, transfer, steckpile or retain chemical weapons.

- (Para. 3) Some delegations suggested that verification of the
non~production of chemicals for prchibited purposes should be based on a
pragmatic on-site inspection system. They believed that this could be undertaken
without prejudice to the interest of the chemical industry. Some delegations
felt that such inspections should be undertaken periodically on the basis of
random selection so as to take place in a businesslike and co-operative
atmosphere. Others asssrted that there was nc evidence that on-site inspection
of chemical industry was feasible without harming cconomic interests.

~ (Para. 3) Some delegations emphasized that the tesks in (a) and (b) do
not only belong to the Consultative Committee tut also to the national
verification systems,

- (Para. 3) Some delegations stated that they did not see any necessity
for en obligation to set up specific national verification organs.

- (Paxa. 3) A delegation proposed that there should be specific provisions
in the functions of the Consultative Committee for technical assistance in
protection measures on request to Stotes Parties. '

- (Para. 3) Some delegations suggested that procedures for the verification
of allegations of use, which is forbidden by the 1925 Geneva Protocol, could
also be elaborated outside the fremework of the envisaged convention on
chemical weapons.

- (Para, 4) Some delegations felt that on-site inspections as a means to
confirm information received from States Parties counld contribute to the
fostering of distrust emong nations and could therefore not be accepted.
They also felt that these provisions had not been sufficiently discussed.



- (Pela 5) Some delegations felt thet only the first sentence was
able

- (P@:a. 5) Some delegations suggested that the words 'of the circumstances
viaich have given wise to concern' were not sufficiently precise and should
tlerelofe e deleteq. '

- (Para. 5) Some delegations considered that even if it was within the
rignt of each State Party to request on-site inspection, this should not be
specifically mentioned. They considered thot the Consultative Committee should
decide to undexrtalie an on-site ingpection only if it could not obtain the
necessary information to investigate the corplaint by other means.

- (Para. 5) Some delegations suggested that there should be a provision in
this clement to enabic a State Party to recuest on-site inspection within ites
o territory,

- (Paxa. 5) Some delegations suggested the inclusion of a provision to the
effect that the Consultative Committee should consider and undertake action to
establish the facts of the case, which may include vrequests for infommation
and if nccessary a proposal for on-site inspectiomn.

- ( ara, ) pome delegations considered that the existing fourth sentence
snould stop after the words ‘appropriate explanations'.

- (Para. 5) Some delegations thought that the entive complaints mechanisn
siiould be dealt with in a separate element.

ANNEX V

Consuliative Commitiec

(The contents of this Annex vemain to be elaborated)

JComments

v
"imendments
Any State Party could propose amendments to this Convention. Amendments
should enter into force for each State Party accepting the amendments upon
their acceptance by a maJorlty of the States Parties to the Convention and

thereafter for each remaining State Party on the date of ccceptance by it.

"Comments
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A

"Review conferences

1. "Pive years after the entry into force of this Convention, or earlier
if it is requested by a majority of Parties vo the Convention by submitting
a proposal %o this effect to the Depositary, a conference of Staves Parties
to the Convention should be held ot Geneva, Switzerland, to review the
operation of the Convention, with a view to assuring that the purposes of
the Convention are being realized. Such veview should take into account
any new scientific and technological developments relevant to the
Convention. Proposed amendments Lo the Convention could also be
considered at the conference.

2. bpyrther review conierences should be held at intervals of five years
the-eafter, and at other times if requested by a mejority of the States
Parties to this Convention.

"Comnents

- Some delegations considered it premature to suggest time-frame for meetings
of review conferences.

- A delegation suggested that the last sentence in paragraph 1 should be put
in element IV,

VI

"Duration and withdrawals

1. "This Convention should be of uwnlimited duration.

2, "Bach State Party to this Convention should in exercising its national
sovereignty have the right to withiéraw from the Convention, if it decides
that extraordinary events related to the subject matter of the Convention,
have Jecpardized its supreme interests. It should give notice of such
withdrawal to the Depositary three months in advance. Such notice should
include a statement of the extreordinary events it regards as having
Jeopanrdized its supreme interests.

"Comments

- _‘Some delegations suggested that States Parties should be required to give
notice of withdrawal not only to the Depositary but also to the Security Council
on the grounds that extraordinary events which jeopardizge their supreme
interests have to be invoked for such withdrawal. ]

- A delegation suggested the deletion of the reference to 'extraordinary
events' as a corresponding rephrasing of thc element.
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XVIT

"Signature, ratification, accession
= A

1. "This Convention should be open to all States for signature. Any
State which does not sign the Convention before its entry into force in
accordance with paragraph 3 of this Element could accede to it at any
time.

2. "This Convention should be subject to ratification by signatory
States. Instruments of ratification or accession should be depesited
with the Secretary-General of the United Natioms.

3 "This Convention should enter into force upon the deposit of
instruments of ratification by 20 Governments, in accordance with
paragraph 2 of this Element,

4, "For those States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited after the entry into force of this Convention, it should
enter into force on the date of the deposit of their instruments of
ratification oxr accession.

5. "The Depositary should promptly inform all signatory States and
States Parties the date of each signature, the date of deposit of each
instrument of ratification or accession and the date of the entry into
force of this Convention and of any amendments thereto, as well as of
the receipt of other notices, :

6. "This Convention should be registered by the Depositary in accordance
with Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations.

T " Ahexes I to V should be considered an integral part of this
Convention.
"Comments

- Some delegations considered that the Convention should enter into force
only upon the deposit of instruments of ratification by a specific number of
States including those of the permanent members of the Security Council.
Other delegations objected to this on the grounds that State Parties should
not be treated in a different manner,
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"Distribution of the Convention
"This Convention, of which the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian
-and Spanish texts are equally authentic, should be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, who should send duly certified
copies thereof tc the Governmments of States members of the United Nations
and its Specialiged Agencies.
"Comments

Iv., RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

"The Working Group toocknote of the report of the Chairman on consultations
held on issues relating to toxicity determination, as contained in
CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.l and decided to make the following recommendations:

(a) that the Committee on Disarmament take note of the CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.l
of 23 July 1981, and consider it a suitable basis for the delegations to prepare
further work on methods to be agreed for toxicity deteimminations for a chemical
weapons convention;

(b) that the following issues be discussed at the Committee's 1982 session,
using the toxicity values for super-toxic lethal, other lethal and other
harmful chemicals given in CD/112 as a starting point for the work:

(i) Specific testing methods for determination of acute lethal toxicity,
using the relevant points found in Amnex V of CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.l;

(ii) Civcumstances in which inhalation criteria will be required, including
the possibility of supplementing inhalation toxicity measurements
with intravenous injections

(iii) Possible criteria based on other types of harmful effects;

(iv) Inventory- of international resources for toxicity determination and
the possibility of international co-operation.

Expertise, particularly in toxicology, as well as scientific and technical
background material, which may be provided by delegations, will be of value
for such discussions.
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(o) that further consultatlons, similar to- those held this year, should
ake place in the week 1-5 March 1982, on the issues mentioned under (b) unless
.the Committes on Disarmament decided othefw1oe at the beginning of its
1982 session.’
(d@) that the questions related to possible applications of toxicity
criteria in a chemical weapons convention should be taken up within the Committeec
in the week thereafter,

"The substantive consideraticns of thz Working Group reaffirmed the
conclusions, reflected in the Final Document of the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that the prchibition of chemical
weapons ‘and their destruction represented one of the meost urgent measures of
disarmament and that the conclusion of such a convention ig of the highest
priority in multilateral negotiaticns. The urgency of achieving concrete
results to this end was especially recognized in the light of the second speclal
session to be held in 1982,

"After the extensive examination of the various issues related to a chemicel
weapons convention, both in 1980 and 1981, the Working Group considers that a
convergence of views has emerged on many 1ssuess but that some important
divergencies of views still exist on certain elements. The Group also expresses
the hope that the Committee will teke due account of the resulis of its woxl,
as presevted in this wreport, so that it will contribute to the process of
negotiating and alaborating a chemical weapens convention,

. '"While it was gene“al~" agreed that the Group made substantive progress
curing its 1981 sessior, wany delegations regretted that it was not possible
to obtein a revised mendate which would enable the group to initiate
negotictions on the text of a convention. Emphasizing the responsibility of
the Committee on Disarmasment for the negotiation and elaboration of a chemical
weapons convention, the Group recommends that the Committee at the beginning
of its 1982 session re-establish the ad hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons'
with an appropriately revised mendate, which will eneble the Committee to
build upon the areas of convergence and to resolve the differences of views
which were identified by the Group during the 1980 and 1981 sessions, sc as to
to achieve agreement on a chemical weapons convention at the earliest date."
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E, New types of weapcons of moss destruction and new systems
of such weopons; radiclogical weapons

111. The item on the agenda entitled "few types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons; radiologicel weapons' was considered by the Committee,
in accordance with its progremme of work, from ¢ to 10 fpril and 6 to 1C July. The
Committee further considered this iten during the periods 15 to 17 April and

3 to 7 iuguste :

112, The following deocument was receivel by the Committee during its session in
commection with the item:

Document CD/174, dated 7 !pril 1981, submitted by the delegation of Hungary,
entitled "Working Faper: Proposcl for infommal mectings of the Committee on
Disarmement with the participation of qualified governmental experts on the

prohibition of development and manufacturc of new types cf weapons of mass
destruction and new systems of such weopons™

;_

113, it its 105th plenary meeting on 12 Yebruary 1981, the Committee decided to
re~establish, for the duration of its 1081 sescion, the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Rudlologlcql Weapons which had been estoblished on 17 March for its 1980 session,
so that it might continus its woric on the bosis of its former mandate. 'The
Committee further decided that the id Loc Vorking Group should report to the
Committee on the progress of its work at any appropriate time, and in any case
before the conclusion of its 1981 scssion (documcnt CD/151).

114, &t its 107th plenary mecting on 17 Iebrucry 1981, the Commifttce also decided to
nominate the representative of lungary es Chairman of the id Hoc Vorking Group.

115. 4t the 127th plenary mecting on 2/ [pril 1981, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Vorking Group made = siatement reporting on the activities of the Ad Hoc
Vorking Group during the first part of ho annual session.

116, The Ad Hoc Working Group held 71 neetings between 20 February

14 fugust 1981 and the Chaimean olso conducted informal consultotions during that
period. As a result of its deliberctions, the Ad Hoc Working Croup submitted-.a
report to the Committec (cp/21s),

117. 4t its 148th plenary mecting on 20 lugust 1981, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group. There was ne consensus, however, for the
preposal contained in Dur@gr<pn 11 of the report, as well as for thc resumption
of the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 13 January 1982, rcferred to in
paragraph 25 of the report. The report of the id Hoc Working Group reads os
follows:

I, INTRCDUCTION

"4t its 105th plenery meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committce on
Disamament adepted the following decision rclating, inter alia, to item 5
of ifs agenda:

'The Committes further decides to re-cstablish, for the duration of its
1981 session, the ad hoc Vorking Crouns on effﬁctlvc international
arrangcments tc assurce non-nuclear weapon 3tates against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, chemical weapons, and radiological
weapons, which werc established on 17 Merch for its 1980 scssion, so
that they may continue their rork on the basis of their former mandates.!
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In addition, the Committec on Disamement decided that thd ad hoc
Working Groups would rcport to the Committoe on the progress of its we work at
any oppropriate time and in qmy cose before the conclusion of its 1981 scssion
(documnnt C“/151 PATAS. 2 )>‘

ORGANIZATION OF VORK /17D DOCULMIIFUATICH

_ "‘t its 1C7th plencry mecting on 17 Februery 1081 the Committec on
D samemont appointed fmbassador Dr, Imre mives unrary) s Chalmon of
the Ad Hoc Vorking Group., Mr. Cuennady Gfimov of thc United Fations Centrec

for Disamement was appointed os Lecrctery of the Vorking Group.,

"The Ad Hoc Vorking }roup wld 21 meetings between 20 February to

23 lpril 1981 ond between 106 Junc vo 14 lfugust 1961,

"Delegates of 211 mamber States of the Committee on Disarmenmont

-participated in the work of the .4 iloc Vorking Group.

"A£t the 127th plenary mecting of the Committee on Discrmoment, con
24 spril 1981, the Chairyman uuu¢tﬁcg o »rogress report on thv work done

Iy

by the 4d Hoc Working Group {(CD,/PV,127),

"4t its 129th and 132nd plenory mectings on 16 June and 24 Jwune 1981
respeetively, the Committee on Disamomont decided to invite, at their request,
the representatives of the following Stotes not mombers of the Commiitee to
participate in the mectings of the .4 Iioc Veorking Group: .ustria, 3pain,

"In fulfilling its n <nd“up, the =@ dee Yorking Group tocok into
consideration paragraph /o of the ¥inzl Document of the Iirst Speeial Session
of the United iations Genoeral Juscaolv deveted te disamament which stated
that a convention should be cencluded prohibiting the developnent, production,
stockpiling and use of radiologicel weapens. The Working Group olso took
into considerction the relevant recommendations of the United Naticons
Disamement Commission, in porticuler those adopted in conncction with the
Second Disamnamcent Decadce in 103b The Verking Uroup further tock into
account resolution ;5/156& cf the Ceneral Asscmbly cntitled 'Conclusion of
an international conventicn prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiologicel weapens'!, in which operetive paragroph 1
rcads as follows: .

'l Calls upon the Comaitiec on Ddsammaent to continue negotiations

with = view to cloberating o treaty prohibiting the development,

production, stockpiling ond usc of rndiclogical weapens and te rcport

on the results to the Concral issembly ot its thirty-sixth scssion'e

"In the conduct of its work the .d Iloc Vorking Croup hod before it the
following documents and working pﬂpk res

- CD/31 — Letter dated 9 July l)/O addressed to the Chaimen of the Committee
on Disameoment from the Hevrcesentative of the Union of Scviet Socialist
Republics tronsmitting o docunent entitled 'igrced joint USSR=United States
proposal on major clanents of o tr :ty prohibiting the developnent,
production, stockpiling ond v of Nediological Weopons!?,
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- CD/32 ~ Letter dated © July 1979 addressced to the Chaiman of the
‘Cormittee on Disarmanent from the Lenresontotive of the Unitced States
of inmcrica transnittinrg o ccunert ontitled 'igroced joint United Statos-USSR
proposal on major claients of o treaty prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and usc of radiclogicel weancns!.

~ CD/40 ~='Yorking paper on the draft preambular part of the Treaty on
the Prohibition cf the develommont, nonufecture, stockpiling ond use
of radiclogical woeporet, doted 02 July 1279, subritted Y the delegation

Of l‘hméxg.v Ya

on droft parograph XI, subparagroph 3, =nd

- OD/42 — 'Working poper
paragraph XIT, subperogroprh 3 of the Treaty on the Prchibition of thc
Davelopaent, Manufactu vre, otockpiling and Use of Radiclogical Veapons
dated 25 July 17279 i thod T

4 by the delegation of thoe CGerman Democra tlc

Republic.

- CD/RIfIP.3 — Canado:  Comments on najor clanents of a Treoty prohibiting
the development, prOuuctan, gtoclkpiling and usc of radiological weopons,

- CD/RW/WP.4 —— Fedorsl _Npuol‘c of Gemony: Propesal for o now irticle V.

ey

~ CD/RISWP.5 ~- Federal | O“ubLlC of Gemony: Comments on major clements of
a Treaty prohloltlng thL dovelopment, production, stockpiling and usc of
radiological wcopons.

-~ CD/RI/WP.6 — Bwoden: Yroposcls for articles I, IT and ITI, o o Troaty
prohibiting the development, production, sto ck}171ng end usb of rodiological
Weapons.

~ OD/TW/WP.7 — Itzlv: Comments on mojor clements of a Treaty prohibiting the
develeopment, production, stoclpiling ond usce of radiclogical weapons
(Docs CD/ZL and CD/32). -

- CD/W/WP. ~~ France: Yropcsed ¢endnents to the a_recd joint
USSR-United Stetes propocal oo nojer claients of o Treaty prohibiting the
developnent, production, stocikpiling and usc of radiological weapons.

~ CD/®W/WP.9 —— Pelkistan: Pronoscls for o revised srticle V and o new
article after .rticle V,

- CD/RU/UP 10 — Yugeslavin: DTCTCﬂﬁl for an article of the Treaty rclated
to the definition of radiclogical weopons.

Z CD/RI/WP,1L — argenting: Ubservations on a Treaty prohibiting radiological

weapons.
- CD/RI/WP,12 ~— Venezuclo: Proposals for a2 title end for substitution of
the Articles I, IT and 11T of tho fagreed joint USSR~United States

proposal on major clenonts of o treaty prohibiting the devclopment,
productien, stockpiling ond use of rodiological weaponst,

- CD/RIMNP. 14 -~ Sreden: Tropesal for o study or IABA safeguards.



CD/223
page 71

CD/RY/HF.15 -~ Tobuletion of proposals submitted to the L4 Hoc
Working Group on Radiclogical ‘eapons on o treaty prohibiting radiclogical
wenpons (prepared by the Sccrotariat).

CD/RI/WP,15/4dd.1/Revel —— ;gg;e: Proposals for emendments of

irticles I, II, IIT, V ond VII of the clements of the proposed Draft Treaty
on the 3 rnhlbltlon of Rediclogical Veapons., '

CD/RI/WP,15/4dd.2 ~ Indencsia: Stetement dclivered by the delegation of
Indonesia at the fourth r Weotlnm of the .Ld Hoc Working Group on Radioclogicsl
Yeapons held on 13 March 1981. ’

CD/RINE,15/44d.2/Supp.] — Indoncsia: Comment or the agrecd joint
USSR-United States CD/31-CD/32 cepceia 11y paragraph’ 3, irticle VIII
concerning eonpliance ond verification and on the French proposal
contained in'CD/R‘v!/m?.S. ' ‘

CD/RI/P.15/4340% ~- gggp§lg;;e; Proposal for esmendments to Article IX

of -the cluments of the prmeposcd Droft Treaty on the Prohibiticn of
Redislogical Veapons.

CD/RI/4P16/Revs1 =~ Report to *the Committee on Disammement.

CD/WI/WP.17 — The Cheirman': of de a
the Ad Hoc Voerking Group on La:;ological WJeapons hel; on 20 u,bruM 1981.

CD/RI/VP.16 ~— The Chaimion's Vorking Poper containing alterative texts
cf firticles on definition and scope of prohibition of =z fuburp treaty.

CD/R/%P,18/4ad,1 =~ The

Cheimen's Vorking Faper containing alternotive
taxts of frticles on activi

ics and cobligations snd peaceful uses,

CD/R /WP 18/ A2 mm The Chairmon's Vorking Peper containing zlternctive
texts of jrticles on weiotionship with other disarmanent measures and
agroecnents ond complience and verificotion.

CO/RINP, 18/ rad, ’>/Sum. 1 —= The thairman's Yorking Paper containing
altermative text for innci.

D/lf/w*.La,u¢u.3 — The Choimen's Working Paper containing alternative
texts of Jirticles on ineandments, Duraotion and Withdrawal, Review Confcrences,
Adherence Mntry inte Force, bepositaxy.

CD/RI/WP,19 ~~ Sweden: liomorondum on certain aspects of o convention
prohibiting radiclogical warferc,

CD/RW/WE,.20 — The Choimaonts Yorking Paper containing consolidated text
based cn prepescls subnitted by the Choiman.

CD/II/WP 20/ 24841 Jweden: Uropesal for Article VI of the consolidated
text by the Chalrnﬁm.

CD/TV /WP .20/ icde1/Supp.1 — lloroccs: Proposel for Article VI of the

oA ey

consolidated text by the Chaiimen.



oo /2

prge 12
- CD/RV/UP,20/4dd.2 —— _Jam_: ‘Troposcd onendment to Article V of CD/RW/WP,20

- CD/R‘vf/WP.QO/ﬂdd.B — Tederal niepublic of Gemany: Proposal for irticle VII
and fmnex of the consolidated text by the Chaiman,

- CD/RW/WP,20/.dd.4 —— Tucdcn: Proposel for Srticle VIII of the consolidated
text by the Cheirmen., '

- OD/RI/WP.20/234.5 ~— Vencmuelo: Proposcd amendmont to irticle IX of
document CD/’%\HJP.L“

- CD/RI/VP.20/1dd.5 —- lmoges: Proposed amendment to irticle VIT of
document CD/EI/WP,20, :

~  CD/RI/WP.20/idd.T —— e Choimmonts Yorling Poper on definition and scope
of prohibition.

- CD/H\‘I/\«."P.ZO/;‘;dc 8 —~— The Chaiman's Verking Paper on pcaéeful uscs.

~- CD/RAP,21 ~— The Chaimants Vorking Paper containing time-teble for the
work of the \Thr’l(lnb Group curing the Scecond part of fthe CD 1981 session.

~ CD/Ri/WP.22 — lustrolin: Worling Paper on Scope and Definition of the
Puture Treaty orn Radiologlcal Venpons.

~ CD/RIJNP,23 ~— Vorking Po
Convention cn the Prohibi

oper of the Croup of 21 on certain clcnonts of the

tizn of Radiclogical Veapons.,

- Cp/ R‘J/UP.Lz ~— Droft Report of the Ad Hee Working Group on Radiological
Weanons.

- CD/RM /"1‘.24, ReVyl == Draft lcport of the Ad Hoc Verking Group on. Rediological
Weapons.

"In addition to thesc dccuments, the Working Group took into consideration
the vicws expressed by delegotions the questicn of the prohibition of
radiological weapons in the Commitiec on Ii samanent as well as during the
thirty-fourth and thirty-fifth scesions of the Ceneral issaably.

"At the request of the Group, the Secrcteria \mpllul in 15 conference room
papers and their addende vroposals and sy:gcstlons node by “ustralia, Belgiun,
'Pulgarlc., Canada, Bgypt, Ironce, f"cr"‘m,n Damocratic Nepublic, Gemmony, Tederal
Republic of, Hungary, Indi-~, Ttaly, llexico, Morocce, ‘”L'tnC“"l".ndo, Pgliistan,
Romania, Sweden, Union of Sovicet Dociclist Ropublics, United States of fmerice,
Venezucla and Yugoslavie. £ list of aocumonts orking papcrs and confercnce
rocm papers was also prepoaced by the BGecretari t (QD/RW/‘!P 13/Reve2).

"At the recquest of one dolerzntion the Ad Hoe V’*~rki*1g; Group agrecd that
it would benefit the work of the Croup if, in confommity with irticle 41 of
the rules of proccdure of the Committec on Disamement, the Dircector—General
of the ILBA could be invited tc provide information on the possible
relationship between a draft convention prohibiting the development,.production
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steckpiling and usc of rodiologicnl werpons ond the Vienma Convention on the
Physical Prctection of Iuclocr loterial as well as the guidelinces for physicel
protection of nuclear materiel. Conscquently the Chaiman of the 4d Hoc
Working Group wrotc o letter 4o the Choimeon of the Committec on Disamencnt
asking hinm *> initiate consultations with the Comnittc: on this request,

Some delegations oxprossod thein roservations +¢ this prepossl,  Some
delegations stated that the infomeotion should be technical and in the nature
of providing rclevant fects tc delegations whe moy require thom. Some
delegations stated thet it should heve no bearing on the process of
negotiation on the e¢loboretion of o treaty prchibiting the develommont,
procuction, stockpiling and use of reodiclogicel weopons within the

Ad Hoc Working Group.

SUIMELRY OF THE DISCUSSION

"In fulfilling its mendetc the .4 Hoc Verlidng Group congidered the mein
claments of a treaty prohibiting redislogicel wenpons on the basis of the
Cheirmen's consolidated toxt and other Jocuments and yproposcls submitted with
a view to elaborating craft provigions for the future treaty. The activitics
of the Ad Hoc Working Croun shored 5 wnile further efforts were mads o
narrow devn the cxisting differcences, dvergences still exist, particularly
on the secepe of prohibition, the definiticn of radioclogicel weapens, the
procedure Ior veorifying conplionce, neaccful uscs and the rclationship of the
proposed treaty with other internotionel cgrowaments end othoer measurcs in the
field of disameoment including nuclcor digscimamnent,

"In commection with the scepe of the treaty, scveral specific suggestions
were yut forwvard., Dome dolegetions steatoed that the developrnent cf specific
radiological weapons as defined in thoe Chaimen's consclidated text and the
joint USSR/nited St opsenl vas o veory rancte possibility. Thoy recallced
that these weoopons & >t exist rnd in thelr vioew they could hardly beconc
practical wenpons cf mass destruction. Yhoy considcred however thot thore
cxisted o very real rislt of nmo Jestraction from dissamiretion of radicnctive

}_J

subgtances through ottacks ¢ weloeny foeilities, a poosibility vhich was net
adecquately covercd by oxi agroonents.  Therofore thesc

delegations beliceved that the txenty should contain a provision for an
undertaking not to atlock 2 ~r to deliberately demage such
facilitics and that the ftreoty on rodiologicel weepens would be thoe appropriate
legel framework for clerborntion of such an intermational legol nomi.  They
considered that such o provision should not be scen ag an cbstacle o the
conclusion of the treatly.

1

S

"The vicw was alsc expresscd thot os radiologlcal weapons ¢id not cxist
and their existence as o specific type of weapon could not be forescen thic
work ¢f the Committce on Discmmament in this field should be oriented towards
the prohibition of radiologiccl wrarfare cnd 2ll usc of radiation produccd by
radioactive materials t: weoe rodiclogicol worfore.

]
o
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"Other dclegations considerced that the possibility of the emcrgense of
radiological weapons in the futurc should not be cxcludeds, Thesc delegations
belicoved that the possibility of the develoment of rodinlogical weapons and
the consequent threct of their use should e dealt with now ag o matter of
foresight bofore such weapons come into oxistence. Thesc delegations held
the view that the scopc of the prohibition as defined in the joint
USSR/Unitcd States proposcl end in the Choiman's consclidated text fully

-
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corresponds to the purpose of the treaty to prohibit the development,
production and use of radioclogical weapons. In their view an gtempt to
deal in the same negotiations with the prohibition of radiclogical weapons
and with the protection of nuclear facilities would lead to confusion and
make elaboration of any agreements on both matters practically impossible.
They believed that provisions concerning this matter were already covered
by the Geneva Protocol additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949,
and relating to the protection of victims of international armed conflicts
(Protocol 1), 1977, and that any additionel measures to protect nuclear
facilities should be considered within the framework of international
humanitarian law applicable in armed conflict.

"A view was expressed that there existe o very real visk of mass
destruction from dissemination cof radiocactive substances through attacks on
“nuclear facilities. However, reservations were expressed as to whether
a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons would be the appropriate
instrument to deal with this problem particularly in view of the complexities
involved. ‘

_ "Some delegaticns alsc expressed the view that as a compromise the idea
of holding separate negotiations cn this question should be reflected in
the text of the treaty or in a separate statement,

"Some delegations stressed that the future treaty on the prohibition
of radiological weapons should contain an explicit commitment to pursue
urgently the goal of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the
achievement of nuclear disarmament. They stated that the treaty should be
looked upon as a positive step in the process of future negotiations aimed
at banning all weapons of mass destruction.

"There was a general agreement that the scope of the treaty should,
_inter alia, cover a prohibition on the transfer of radiological weapons.

"As regards the definition, some delegations contirued to maintain
the position according tc which radiclogical weapons could be defined
with an exclusion clause concerning nuclear weapons. On the other hand,
other delegations maintained the view that definition of radiological
weapons should not contain such an exclusion clause necause they thought
that it would legitimize nuclear weapcons. Some delegations did not agree
with such interpretation of an exclusion clause. The Chairman submitted a
new proposal for the definition.

"With regard to peaceful uses, it was stated by some delegations that
the treaty on radiclogical weapons should recognize the inalienable rights
of all States to develop and apply their programmes for peaceful use of
radioactive materials and sources of radiation, including nuclear energy
and right of free access and acquisition of related materials, equipment,
information and technology. The view was expressed by these delegations
that all States should undertake to contribute fully to the strengthening of
international co-operation on peaceful uses of radicactive materials and sources
of radiation including exchange and transfer of technology, eguipment,
materials, scientific informetion and know-how, taking into account the
particular needs of developing countries for their economic and social
development. Some delegations siated that .a new provision should be
included on promotion of international co~operation for the development of
protective measures against harmful =ffects of radiation for the benefit of
all countries, especially in providing assistance in this field to developing
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countries. On the other hand, the view was expressed by some delegations
that the provisions on peaceful uses in the treaty should not be too
comprehensive or detailed, taking into account the main purpose of the
treaty and in any event should not run counter to the goal of preventing
the proliferation of nuclear weapons and to the commitments of States
assumed under respective international agreements in this field. These
delegations held that, under international law the provisions of a treaty
can only apply to States parties to the given treaty. The Chairman
submitted a new proposal on questions related to peaceful uses.

"In considering the procedures for verifying compliance it was
maintained by some delegations that the procedures provided in the
Chairman's consolidated text to solve problems which may arise with regard
to the objectives and application of the futurs treaty correspond to the
subject and scope of the prohibition of radiclogical weapons and could be
regarded as relevant to the purpose of the future treaty. Some delegations
maintained that the Security Council was the most suitable organ to take
up the question when a party to the treaty considered that there had been
a breach of obligations deriving frem the provisions of the treaty,
considering that such a breach may constitute a threat to international
peace and security.

"Other delegations disagreed with these views and stated that the
procedure to be devised for lodging of complaints under the treaty should
not specifically refer to the United Hations Security Council. Some
delegations believed that complaints should instead be lodged with the
General Assemblj.

"The view was expressed that the role of the Consultative Committee of
Experts should be strenghtned so as to include, inter alia, provisions for
cn-site inspections and that all States Parties should undertake to
co-operate fully with the Consultative Committee of Lxperts with a view to
facilitating the execution of its task. It was also suggested that if
agreement cannot be reached in that Committee a report should be submitted
containing all different opinions and the reasons given.

"Some progress was made in the Ad Hoc Working Group in finding formulations
for the provisions relating to activities and obligations and relationship
with other disarmament agreements (Articles IV and VI of the Chairman's
consolidated text) but di{ferences still exist regarding the reference to
'international arrangements' in Article IV and in connection with a proposal
to refer to 'existing rules of international law' in Article VI of the
Chairman's consolidated text,

"With respect to the procedure for submission of amendments to the treaty,
the view was maintained that the Committee on Disarmament should be given the
task of studying proposed amendments. On the other hand, some delegations
believed that only the parties to the treaty should be entitled to participate
in the procedure for amendments. An additional provision was suggested
according to which, if requested to do so by one-~third or more of the parties
to the treaty, the depositary should convene a conference to which all the
parties would be invited to consider amendment to the treaty.
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"In connection with the clause on duration and withdrawal, while it was
generally accepted that the treaty should be of unlimited duration, some
reservations were expressed concerning the wording of the provision on
withdrawal as contained in Article IX of the Chairman's consclidated text.
In this context an alternative form lation was propose i.

"Some delegations suggested that review conferences should be convened
at five year intervals, while cthers preferred 10 year intervals.

"Some delegations maintained that the treaty should enter into force
upon the deposit of the instrument of ratification by 25 governments
(including the nuclear weapon States). Other delegaticns suggested that
the number of such ratifications =hould be reducsd. Some delegations
expressed the view that the requirement of ratification by the nuclear
weapon States should be deleted.

IV, CONCLUSICH

"During the current session, the Ad Hoc VWorking Group was able to make
gome progress towards the elaboration of a treaty banning radiological
weapons. Nevertheless, considerable werk remains tc be done and some
important and complex issues need tc be resolved. In response to the desire
that the claboration of such a treaty be concluded before the
second special session of the General Assembly deveted to disarmament, the
Ad Hoc Working Group agreed to recommend to the Committee on Disarmament
that it consider whether the Group should resume its work on 18 January 1982,
The Ad Hoc Working Group also recommends that the Committee on Disarmament
set up at the beginning of its 01982 session an Ad Hoc Working Group under
an appropriate mandate, to be detexrmined at that time, to continue negotiations
on the elaboration of a treaty prohibiting radiclogical weapons.'

118, At its 133rd plenary meeting of 30 June 1981, the Committee considered the
proposal presented by Hungary in document CD/174 for infeormal meetings with the
participation of qualified governmerital exmerts, and decided to hold such meetings
under this item. Three informel meatings were held and experts from some member
States made statements concerning possible areas of new weapons development and
gave an account of their potential in certain fields. No new weapons were reporied
to have made their appearance so far, and the vossibility of their development is
still a matter of controversy.

119. The attention of the Commitiee was draym to a draft international .agreement
on the prohibition of the development and production of new types and systems of
weapons of mass destruction, submitted by the USSR in 1977 (CCD/511/Rev.l). Some
delegations felt that this issue was one of the most important and urgent, and
that it required constant attention on the part of the Committee. They stressed
the necessity to negotiate a comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the
development and production of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction,
as well as separate agreements prohibiting the emergence of specific new weapons
of mass destruction., Other delegations 4id not fully share these views. Some
felt that it would be sufficient to give periodic attention to this question. It
was widely urged that there was = need for more in-depth information on recent
trends in these fields. '
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120. The view was also expressed that the best way to keep this question under
continuing review would be to establish a proup of governhental éxperts. L
proposal to this effcct did not obtain consensus. Another proposal put forward
was for the establishment by the General Assembly of the United Nations of a -
group of experts 1o review the receni trends in scientific developments, %o
identify any possiblc new weapons of mass destruction and to recommend the most
appropriate means to prevent their emergence. It was also proposed instead that
annual informal meetings with experts should be held under this item in the
Committee on Disarmament. he Commitiee fclt that this question should be kept
under continuing review.

I  Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament

121, The item on the agenda zntitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, from '

5 to 13 March and from 20 to 24 July 1981. The Committee further considered this
item during the pericds 13 to 17 April and 3 to 7 August.

122. The following documents were presented to the Committee in connection with
the item:

(a) Document CD/155, dated 24 TFebruary 1981, submitted by the deléegation of
Italy, entitled "Working Paper: TComprehensive Programme of Disarmament --
"Objectivas ",

(b) Document CD/léO, dated 3 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "To strengthen peace, deepen
détente, and curb the arms race".
a
(¢) Document CD/166, dated 23 March 1981, submitted by the dlegation of the
Unicn of Soviet Socizlist Republics, entitled "Peace, disarmament and international
security guarantees'.

(a) Document CD/172, dated 2 April 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper on the Zlements of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament'.

(e) Document CD/198, dated 20 July 1981, submitted by the delegations of
Australia, Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled "Working Paper:
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament'.

(f) Docuvment CD/QOS, dated 31 July 1981, suvbmitted by the delegations of
Australia, Belgium, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the United Ningdom
of Great Britain and Forthern Ireland, entitled "Draft Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament™. '

(g) Document CD/QOB, dated 10 August 1981, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Working Paper on the chapter entitled 'Principles' of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament".

(n) TDocument CD/214, dated 13 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of
China, entitled "Working Paper on the Elaboration of a Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament".
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(1) Document CD/223, dated 19 August 1981, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Working Paper on the chapter entitled 'Measures' of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament”.

123, At its 105ti. plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee decided that
the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, established
on 17 March 1980, should resume its work forthwith, in accordance with the
conclusion reached by the Committee at its 100th plenary meeting (paragraph 68.16
of CD/139). The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group should
report to the Committee on the progress of its work at any appropriate time, and

in any case before the conclusion of its 1981 sessicn (document~CD/151).

124. At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 February 1981, the Committee also decided
to nominate the representative of Mexico as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

125. At the 127th plenary meeting on 24 April 1981, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group made a statement reporting on the activities of the Ad Hec
Working Group during the first part of the annual session.

126. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 24 meetings between 19 February and
17 August 1981, As a result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group
submitted a report to the Committee (document CD/217 and Corr.l).

127. At its 148th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee adopted the
recommendation contained in paragraph 17 of the report, to the effect that the
Ad Hoc Working Group should resume its work on 11 January 1982, and adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integral part of this report
and reads as fcllows:

I. INTRODUCTION

"At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament adopted the following decisicn relating to item 6 on its agenda:

'The Committee decides that the ad hoc working group on the
comprehensive programme of disarmament established on 17 March 1980
shall resume its work forthwith in accordance with the conclusion
reached by the Committec at its 100th plenary meeting (paragraph 68.16

of CD/139)." :

In addition, the Committee on Disarmament decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would report to the Committee on the progress of its work at any appropriate
time and in any case before the conclusion of its 1981 session (dooument CD/151).

IT. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 February 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles (Mexico) as Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Miss Aida Iuisa Levin, United Nations Centre
for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group held 24 meetings between 19 Pebruary and
23 April and between 18 June and 17 August 1981,
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"At their request, the Committee on Disermament, at its 104th plenary
neeting on 10 February 1981, decided to invite the representatives of the
following States not members of the Committee to participate in the meetings
of the Ad Hoc Werking Group: Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Norway.

"At the 127th plenary meeting of the Committee cn Disarmament on
24 April 1981, the Chairman submitted an oral progress report on the work
done by the Ad Hoc Working Group.

p”In addition to the official documents of the Committee on Disarmament
submitted under item 6 of its agenda and previous documents before the

Ad_Hoc Working Group, the following documents were submitted during the
1981 session:

- Wbrk%ng paper on 'Stages of Implementation', prepared by the representative
of Nigeria, Ambassador Olu Adeniji, at the request of the Chairman.
(cp/CPD/WP.17)

-~ Working paper on the nature of the Comprchensive Programme of Disarmament,
prepared by the representative of Higeria, Ambassador Olu Adeniji, at the
request of the Chairman. (cn/cPn/wp.18)

- Working paper on 'Stages of Implementation', prepared by the fepresentative
of the United Kingdom, Ambassador Summerhayes, at the request of the
Chairman. (CD/CPD/WP.19) '

- Statement by the representative of the USSR on 5 March 1981, in response
to the question posed by the Chairman regarding the position of  his
Government with respect to the 'Treaty on General and Complete Disarmament
under Strict International Control', submitted to the ENDC in 1962.

(CD/CPD/WP.Zo)

- OStatement by the representative of the United States of America on
5 March 1981, in response tc the question posed by the Chairman regarding
the position of his Government with respect to the 'Outline of Basic
Provisions of a Treaty on General and Complete Disarmament in a Peaceful
World', submitted to the ENDC in 1962. (CD/CPD/WP.21)

- Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, relating
to the section 'Objectives', submitted by Italy. (CD/CPD/WP.22)

- Working Paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, containing
supplementary proposals on the measures, submitted by China. (CD/CPD/WP.24)

- VWorking paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, containing
further proposals on the measures, submitted by China. (CD/CPD/WP.25)

- Working péper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
Pakistan. (CD/CPD/WP.26
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Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, relating
to the section 'Meastvres', submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics., (CD/CPD/WP,28)

Working paper containing a draft text for the section of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Principles', submitted
by Czechoslovekia. (CD/CPD/WP.13/Add.1)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted
by Italy. (CD/CPD/WP,.30 :

Working paper on the objectives of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
submitted by China. (CD/CPD/WP.31)

Working paper containing a draft text for the section of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Objectives', submitted by Mexico.

(cp/cPD/WP.3/Rev.1)

working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
Australia, Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. (CD/CPD/WP.33)

Working paper containing a text for the scction of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Objectives', submitted by Bulgaria.

(Cp/CcPD/WP.35)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
the Group of 21. (CD/CPD/WP.36 and Corr.l and Adds.l1-3)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, containing
prcposals with respect to nuclear weapons, submitted by Australia.

(Cp/CPDAP,.3T)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, containing
proposals with respect to zones of peace, submitted by Australia.
(cp/CPD WP, 38)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Nuclear weapons'
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by France. (CD/CPD/WP,39)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Nuclear weapons'
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics. (CD/CPD/WP.40)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
Poland. (CD/CPD/WP.42) :

Working paper containing a draft text for the section of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Machinery and Procedure!, submitted by
the German Democratic Republic and Venczuela. (CD/CPD/WP.43)

Working paper on the first stage of nuclear disarmament measures of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by China. (CD/CPD/WP-44)
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Working paper containing amcndments to the section 'Nuclear weapons'
(Stage I) of document'CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics. (CD/CPD/WP.45)

Working paper containing amendments to the sections 'Conventional weapons
and armed forces' and 'Measures aimed at achieving relaxation of
international tension' (Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.Z?, submitted by
the German Democratic Republic. (CD/CPD/WP.46)

Working papcr containing amendments to the section ‘Nuclear_weapons{
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/AWP.27, submittcd by the Gormen Democratic
Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. (CD/CPD/WP.47)

Working paper containing amcndments to the section 'Cther measures!'
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Poland. (CD/CPD/WP.48)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures'
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Bulgaria. (CD/CPD/WP.49)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Ofher measures'.
(stage 1§ of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submittcd by Mongolia. (CD/CED/WP,50)

Working paper containing amcndments tobthe section 'Other measures!
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.Q?, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialits Republics. (CD/CPD/WP,51)

Draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by Australia,
Belgium, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the United Xingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ircland. (CD/CPD/WP.52)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures'
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Nigeria, Poland and
Venezucla. (CD/CPD/WP.53)

Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Principles' of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament, submitted by the Group of 21 (CD/CPD/WP.S55)

In addition, the Secretariat prepared the following documents:

Tabulation of Measures that are not explicitly included in the tabulations
contained in documents CD/CPD/WP.11 and 14 (cD/cPD/WP.23)

Results of the preliminary examination cf chapters V ('Measures')'and
VI ('Stages of implementation') of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmemcnt. (CD/CPD/WP.27)

Tabulation of the Principles contained in the Final Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
(cp/cpp/up.29)

Tabulation of the Objectives contained in the Final Document of'the 3
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament.

(cp/cepfwe.32)



- Tabulation of the proviéions~concerning Machinery and Procedure contained
in the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.. (CD/QPD/WP.}d) ’

- Compilati-n of certain proposals concerning Machinery and Procedure listed
in paragraph 125 of the Final Decument of the tenth special session of the
Genoral Assembly. (CD/CPD/WP.41)

~ Results cof the cxamination of Stage-I measures contained in docurment
CD/CPD/WP.27 and cf written and oral proposals nade in connection therewith,
(co/cPpfup.54) :

' IIT, SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1981 SESSIOW

"The Ad Heoc Working Group continued the consideraticn of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament on the basis of the outline adopted in 1980, which
ccntains the following chapters: Introduction cr Preamble; Objectives;
Principles; Priorities; Mcasuress; Stages of Implementation; and Machinery and
Procedures, =

1

The Ad Hoc Working Group decided to defer the consideration of the
Introduction or Preamble pending the examination of the substantive chapters
of the Comprehensive Programme c¢f Disarmanent in view of the fact that the
form and substance of the latter would detcrmine its character and content.

"The Ad Hee Werking Group conpleted a preliminary examinetion of all the
substantive chapters of the Prograrmo. In the case of the chapters concerning
measures and stages cf implementaticn, which were ccnsidered in conjunction
with each other, the Working Group was alsc able to have a second round of
mere detailed discussicns on measures for a first stage. It was understocd
that in this preliminary phase of the Group's work no definite conclusions
woculd be reached on the natters under discussicn. ‘

"The 4d Hoc Working Group began the ceonsideratisn »f cach chapter with
an examinetion of the relevant prcvisisns of the Final Deocurient on the basis
of tabulaticns prepared by the Secretariet, which, in the casc of the measures,
also included the nmessures provided for in the clemente of the comprehensive
programme of disarmament cleborated by the Disarmament Cormission in 1979 and
in the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. The
Working Group then cxamined the availeble working papers which in whole or
in part related to cach chapter. Doubts were cxpressed in scveral cases
about the appropriateness sf including particular proposals in a particular
chapter., It was agreed that the Working Group would be in a better position
tc settle such problems at a later stagec.

"With respect to the cbjectives of the Programmc, the inclusion of the
relevant provisions cof the Final Document as contained in document CD/CPD/WP.32
was approved. At the samc time, it was suggested that in the context of the
Comprehensive Programmc of Disarmament these provisicns required further
elaboraticn., In addition, consideration was given to the following working
papers: CD/CPD/WP.3/Rev.1l, CD/CPD/WP.4, CD/CPD/WE.5, CD/CPD/WP.22, CD/CPD/WP.31,
CD/CPD/WP.33 and CD/CPD/WP.35. Some of the proposals contained in these
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working papers were alsc approved on a preliminary basis, althcugh in some
cases questions were raised as to whether a particular text defined an
abjective, Other proposals gave rise to varicus objections, some having
to do with drafting and others with matters of. substance.

"Similarly, the Ad Hoc Working Group approved the inclusion of the
principles for disarmament negotiations contained in paragraphs 26 to 42
of the Final Document as well as other provisicns of that document that
could be considered principles, as presented in the relevant tabulation
(CD/CPD/WP.29). It was suggested that the Cemprehensive Programme of
Disarmament shceuld stress, above all, the principlcs conbained in the
Final Decument. The Working Croup. also examined the following werking
pepers: CD/CPD/WP.6, CD/CPD/WP.S, CD/CPD/WP.10 and CD/CPD/WE.1%/.32.1. 4is
in the casc of the objectives, preliminary agrcement was reached on some
propcsals, while on others differing views were expressed. The Working Group
also had an cxchange of views on the question of what should be considered
a 'principle'. It was cbserved that varicus texts under consideration,
including paragraphs of the Final Dccunent, did not strictly speaking
constitute 'principlos'. It was suggested that this question could be
decided later and that consideration could be given tc the possibility of
using a broader heading for, the chapter in question,. such as 'Principles
and Guidelincs'. o '

ric

"With rcspect to r
app

itics,. the inclusion of paﬁagraphs 45 and 46 of
the Final Dccument wa T :

oved.

"With respect to machinery and procadures, the Ad Hoc Working Group
approved the inclusicen of the provisions of the Final Document, as
contained in document CD/CPD/WP.34. The view was expressed that in
elaberating this chapter of the Programme the Working Group would have to
take account cf develcopments that had taken place sinee the first special
session within the framcwork of the United Nations system related to
nachinery and procedures. In this respect, the establishment cf the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research was mentioned by some
delegations, The vicw was alsc oxpressed that consideration should be
given tc the need for the development of international institutions, as
contemplated in the 1962 draft treatics for general and complete disarmament
(CD/CPD/WP.7 and Add.l) and in various proposals submitted tc the tenth
speeial session of the General Assenbly, listed in paragraph 125 of the
Final Document (CD/CPD/WP.Al). It was suggested that the structure of the
section on machincry and procedure cof the elcments of the comprehensive
programme of disarmenent worksd cut by the Disarmament Commission should
serve as a modcl. It was ncted that the twe apprcaches were not incompatible
and that within the framework of the elements prepared by the
Disarnanent Commission it would be appropriate to consider new idcas such as
those contained in the proposals prescented at the special sessicn. The view
was expressed that the Werking Group should not prejudge the conclusions of
the study of institutional arrangements to be submitted to the General Assembly
2t its thirty-sixth session. %/

&
C

f/ During the consideration of the report leading to its adeption, some

clegations suggested that the gucetion ~f machinery and procedures had ‘been
degquately olaborated in the Final Document of the speciel session. In this
onncetion, reference to the relevant provisions of the Final Document in the

raft Comprchensive Progremme of Disarmament would be sufficient. Several

ther delegations maintained thot the content of the present paragraph was adequate.
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In the first rouwnd of discussicrns, the Ad Hece Werking Group identified
neasures using a four-stage pregramme as a working hypothesis for the stages
of inplementation. It was uvnderstond that this did not imply any commitment
on the part of any delegation, Avart from the neasurcs provided for in the
Final Deocument, in the clements of the comprehensive progr-nme of disarmament
elaberated by the Disarmoment Ceoumissicn and in the Declaration of the 1980s
as the Second Disarmemcnt Decade, the Working Group examined additional
measures proposed in the follewing decunents: C€D/128, CD/166, CD/CPD/WP.Z, 9,
24, 25 and 26. With rospect to the draft treatics for gencral and complete
disarnament that the Soviet Union and the Unitcd Stotes subuitifed o the
Eightecen-Naticon Disarmament Committee in 1962, which had been circulated as
documents ¢f the Working Group (CD/CPD/WP.? =nd Add.1), the reprosentatives
of. those States nmade statements in respense £ the guestion poscd by the
Chairman regording the pesiticn of theoir rospective Governments in relaticn
thercts (CD/CPD/WP.20 and 21). The rosults -f the preliminery examination of
measures according to stages of implementation are reflected in decument
CD/CPD/WP.27. That document constituted the framework for a further and

more detailed examination of the measurcs t2 be included in the Comprehensive
Programne of Disarmament. In that context, consideration was given to
additional proposals contained in the following documents: CD/CPD/WP.28,
CD/CPD/WP.30, CD/CPD/WP.33, CD/CPD/WP,3%6 and 4dd.1l, CD/CPD/WP.37, CD/CPD/WP.38,
CD/cPp/WP.39, CD/cPn/WP.10, CI CPO/WP.42, CD/ciD WP.44, CD/CPD/WP.45,

CD/SED /WP, 46, CD/CPTL /WP.a7, CD/CPD /WP.48, CD/cpn/WP.49, CDAFR/WP.S0,
CD/CPDAWP,51, CD/CPD/WP.52 and CD/CPD/WP.5%. As notcd carlier, the second
round <f discussions covered ncasvres for-a first stage. Differcnt views were
axpressed cn the specific measures under consideration and nn questions of 2
gencral nature, such as, the way in which the measures sheuld be defined and
the relationship betwecn th:o detcrmination of the ncasures %o be included

in the Programme, on the snc hand, and the clarification of the concept of
stages, on the other hand., The reosults of the deliberations are reflected

in document CD/CPD/WP.54 vhich is onnexed to this reperxrt.

"4t the beginning of its wirk during the 1981 scssion, the Ad Hoc
Working Group devoted its first twe neetings to 2 gencral discussion of the
questions of time frames and the naturce of the Programmc, tw . 'matters that
had given rise to diffcring views in the course of the 1980 sessicn, as
indicated in the Working Group's report to the Committec (document Cp/139,
paragraphs 68.1% and 15). 4t the request of the Cheirmen, working papers
werc submitted presenting the different pesitions on theose matters
(cp/cpp/WP.17, 18 and 19), which provided a basis for a useful exchange of
views. Howevcr, there was general agreenent that the search for common
grounds would be morc productive at a later stage whon delegations would

“have a clearer picture of the content of the Programme. -Other working papers

which werc subsequently submittcd to the Working Group by delegaticns also
addresscd thesc matters, but no further discussi-n took place on the basis
of these latcr papers.

IV. CONCLUSION

"During the currcnt scssion, the Ad Hoc Working Group was able o make
good progress towards tho elaboration of the Comprchensive Programme of - 7~
Disarmament. Nevertheless, considcrablc work remains t- be done in resolving
several important and complex issues invelved in the elaboration of +he
Programmc, in particular, issues relating to measures, stages and nature of
the Prograimme. Consequently, and bearing in mind that the Committee on -
Disarmament has been called upon to conclude negotiations on the Programme in
time for its submissicn te the second specinl sessicn of the General hAssembly
devoted 1 disarmament, the Working Group agreed tm recormend o the Committec
that thce Group should resunme its work cn 11 Jonuvary 1982.%
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ANNEX

Results of the examination of Stage-~l measures contained in
document CD/CPD/WP,27 and of written and oral proposals */
made in connection therewith -

Stage I

I, Disarmament Measures

A, Wuclear weapons

1. Nuclear test ban **

[The immediate conclusion of 2 nuclear test ban treaty would make a
significant contribution to the aim of ending the qualitative improvement of
nuclear weapons and the development of new types of such weapons and of
preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

(a) The Committee on Disarmament should undertake without further delay
multilateral negotiations on @ nuclear test ban freaty. Such a treaty should
aim at the general and complete cessation of the testing of nuclear weapons by
all States in all environments for all time to come. t should be eguitable
and non-discriminatory and thus be able to attract universal adherence. The
treaty should include a verification system also negotiated in the Committee
on Disarmament and to which all States will have access.

(b) The parties who have been engaged in trilateral negotiations on a
"treaty prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol covering peaceful
nuclear explosions which would be an integral part of the treaty”™ should
immediately resume and intensify their negotiations and submit full information
on the progress of their talks to the Commitiee on Disarmament, so as 1o
contribute to and assist multilateral negotiations on the treaty. ]

[In view of the fact that the prohibition of nuclear weapon testing,
being one of the measures to halt the nuclear arms race, constitutes an
integral part of the entire nuclear disarmament process, and that the CTB should
be implemented on an equitable and verifliable basis, the two States with the

f/ The written proposals are contained in documents CD/CPD/WP.28,
¢D/CPD/WP.30, CD/CPD/WP.33, CD/CFD/WP.36 and Add.l, CD/CPD/WP.37, CD/CPD/WP.38,
CD/CPD/WP.39, CD/CFD/WP.40, CD/CFD/WP.42, CD/CED/WP.44; CD/CED/WP.45%,
CD/CPD/WP.46, CD/CPD/WP.47, CD/CPVWP.A,B, CD/CPD/WP.49, CD/CPD/WP.50,
CD/CPD/WP,51, CD/CPD/WP,52 and CD/CPD/WP.53.

jﬁ/A One delegation proposed the inclusion of the following text umder (2)
below ("Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament"): "Nuclear
test ban; cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear
weaxon systems,"
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largest nuclear arsenals should underteke the obligation of immediate and
permanent cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, and take effective steps to
reduce the enormous gap between their nuclear armaments and those of the other
nuclear-weapon Stafes, thereby creating necessary conditions for the other
nuclear-wespon States to accede tc permanent cessatin of nuclear-weaporn
testing. | o T

[All efforts should be exerted during this phase in the appropriate fora,
to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on a treaty prohibiting nuclear
weapon tests, and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes,
which would be an integral part of the treaty. ]

[In the first phase, the following steps should be pursued, including the
universal adherence to, full implementation cf and assurance of strict
compliance with the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tesits in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and Under Water, ]

2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament:

[The cessation of the nuclear arms race in all its aspects and substantial
progress towards the achievement of nuclear disarmament would constitute
important measures during the first stage of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament. In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all

‘the nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the
~most important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility. The process of

nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way, and requires measures
to ensure, that the security of all States is guaranteed at progressively lower
levels of nuclear armaments, taking into account the relative qualitative and
quantitative importance of the existing arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States and
other States concerned. The prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war should
also be considered as a matter of urgent priority in the first stage. ]

[While the achievement of general and complete disarmament under the
Programme is the responsibility of all States, the nnclear—-weapon States have
the primary responsibility for nuc.ear disarmament aiid, together with other
militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the world-wide arms
build-up., A balance should be ensured between the measures to be taken in
different disarmament fields, taking into account the situation of nuclear and
conventional armaments, in order to¢ avoid destabilizing effects. Negotiations
on disarmament and arms control agreements should be conducted on a bilateral
or regional, multilateral or global level, depending on how in each case effective
disarmament agreements can most readily be achieved., The international
disarmament machinery should ensure that all disarmament issues are being dealt
with in an appropriate context. The objective of the first phase would be the
successful conclusion of the negotiations currently in progress, |

R (g) [Pursuit of measures aimed at the] cessation of the qualitative

-

improvement and development of nuclear weapon systems,

[Negotiations, during the first stage of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament, to achieve an agreement or agreements, for the prohibitioh™of:

(i) the development, production, deployment and stockpiling of multiple

independently retargetable vehicles and on the complete destruction
of their stockpiles;

(ii) the resecarch, development and testing of new nuclear weapon systems,
covering =211 categories of nuclear warheads and their delivery systems;



(iii) the zevnlocement of nuclear weapons systems currently deployed, Ly now
- and modernized..versicns of such systemns;

(iv) +the davelopuent, testing and deployment of anti-satellite weapons
-
systens;

(v) tho deVOﬁopmeqt testing and deployment. of anti-ballistic missile
syctens

[

() . [Pursuit ' of neasurss almed at the] cessation of the production of oll
types of nuclear weanons and their means of delivery, and of the production of
fissionable material for wcanons purnoses.

[Along with measures to halt the technological arms race in nuclear weapoas,
steps should be taken %o halt the production of such weanons and~their veeng of
delivery olong with a cessotion of production of fissionable material fox

'woapons DUINOSCS.,

o]

Commencement of negotiations on an agreement to bring about a cessation of
the production of nuclear weanons and their means of delivery along willi on
agreenent to halt the production of fissionable material for weapons nurmoses,
Such an cgrecuent could be negotiated in the following step--by-step nanners

(i) Declarctions by all nuclear-weapon States, at a mutually .agrced dotc,
of their existing stockpiles of nuclear weapons =and their weens of
dclivery end of their existing and proposed facilities for the nroduction
of nuclear weapons, delivery systeus of such weapons and for fissionable
npterial for weanons purnoses to be submitted to the United Wations
socretary-General,

(ii) Wegntiations on measures of verification, both by national teclmical
mesns end international measures, lnolualng on-site inspection te
cieblish {the base on which the treaty prohibiting the nroduction of
nuclear weapons, their mcens of delivery and the production of
figgionable material for weapons purposes, would be implemented.

(iii) Hegotiations on the general and complete prohibition of tho nroduction
of figsionable material for weapons purposes, along with a cessation of
procduction of nuclear weepons invelving the application of
intemational safeguards to all nuclear facilities in, all States- to
prevent the divercion of fissionable material for weapons purposcs.

“Such intemational safeguards would he applied on a universal and

non~discriminatory basis to all States. ]

[Ce° ation of the »roduction of all types of nuclear weapons, and gradual
reduction ol stockpiles of such weapons up to and including their complzle
elimination; to this end, approwriate negotiations should immediately he
initirted with the participation of =11 nuclear-weapon States and of a cervain
number of noun-iiuclear-weapon States, At the same time, neasures should be telien
to strengihen the nolitical and internationel legal guarentees of the sccurity
of States. |

[Bearing in wmind paragresh 48 of the Final Docuient of the first specicl
gession of the United Nationg Ceneral Assembly devoted fto disammament: . "In the
task of achicring the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the nuclear-weapon 5Htaies, in
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particular those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals,
bear a special responsibility", and in order to achieve the ultimate goal of
nuclear disarmament, namely, the complete prohibition and total destruction of
nuclear weapons, the following measures should first be taken:

The two States with the largest nuclear arsenals should immediately halt
the nuclear arms race, cease all activities aimed at improving the quality and
increasing the quantity of their nuclear weapons and take the lead in reducing
their nuclear weapons and means of delivery. Thereafter, the other nuclear-
weapon States should join them in reducing their nuclear weapons according to
reasonable ratios, | '

(¢) [Pursuit of measures aimed at the] commencement of the reduction of
stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery [, leading to their
ultimate and complete elimination at the earliest possible time.]

(d) [Determination of the content of specific measures for the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament decided by agreements among
the participants in the future negotiaticns. ]

(e) [Determination of the degree of participation of individual nuclear-
weapon States in measures of nuclear disarmament, taking into account the
quantitative and qualitative importance of the existing arsenals of the
nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned, ]

(f) [Maintaining undisturbed, both at this stage and at the following
stage, the existing balance in the sphere of nuclear strength, with a constant
lowering of nuclear strength levels, |

(g) [The conclusion of a world treaty on the non-use of force in
international relations. ]

3, Avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war:

Pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament for which negotiations
should be vigorously pursued and bearing in mind the devastating results which
a nuclear war would have on belligerents and non-belligerents alike, urgent
measures should be negotiated to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war and
avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons. In this context, in Stage I,
negotiations on the following measures should be concluded without delay:

(a) [Effective international arrangements to assure non—nuclear—weapon-—
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account
all proposals and suggestions that have been made in this regard. ]

[A binding international instrument to assure non-nuclear-weapon States,
without any conditions, qualifications or restrictions, against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons. ]

[The conclusion of a convention on strengthening guarantees of the security
of non-nuclear-weapon States. |

[In view of the pressing need for the elimination of nuclear threats against
non-nuclear-weapon States, all nuclear-weapon States should unconditionally
undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States, |
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(b) [Measures to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons, the
prevention of nuclear war and related objectives, where possible through
international agreement, bearing in mind various proposals designed to secure
these objectives and in accordance with paragraphs 57 and 58 of the Final
Document, and thereby to ensure that the survival of mankind is not endangered.]

[An international agreement prohibiting the use or the threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

[A permanent ban on the use of nuclear weapons and remunciation by all
States of the use of force in their relations with one another, ]

(¢c) [Measures to improve communications between Governments, particularly
in areas and periods of tension, by the establishment of hot lines and other
methods of reducing the risk of conflict, especially a nuclear conflict., Such
measures should clarify the role of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon
States in the prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war, especially through
accident, miscalculation or failure of communication., ]

[The elaboration of measures to prevent the unauthorized or accidental use
of nuclear weapons, )

4, [Continuation of negotiations on nuclear disarmament between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States:

() Immediate ratification by the Union of Soviet Sociélist Republics and
the United States of the SALT-II Agreement,

(b) The initiation, without delay, of further negotiations on the
limitation and reduction of strategic armaments between the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States leading to agreed significant
reductions of, and qualitative limitations on, strategic arms. These negotiations
should culminate, as soon as possible, in Stage I, in a treaty which should
achieve:

(i) a reduction of at least 20 per cent in the numbers of nuclear warheads
and strategic delivery vehicles in the arsenals of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States.

(ii) comprehensive limitations on the qualitative improvement of strategic
armaments, including restrictions on the development, testing and
deployment of new types of strategic armaments. ]

[Negotiations on the limitation and reduction of strategic arms between the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America. ]

[The urgent ratification by the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics of the SALT-II Treaty. The continuation of
negotiations on the further limitation of strategic arms between the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. The inclusion in these
negotiations, at an appropriate time, of all nuclear-weapon Powers., ]

[A continuation of the process aimed at agreed significant reductions of,
and qualitative limitations on, strategic nuclear arms.] f/

f/ The introductory language contained in the text pertaining to a treaty
prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes, appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to this
measure.,
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[The early conclusion of an agreement negotiated between the States
participating in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe to
achieve on the basis of the principle of undiminished security, a substantial
reduction of medium range and other nuclear-weapon delivery systems and warheads
deployed with respect to the European theatre.]

[Further limitation and reduction of strategic armaments and their further
limitation in a qualitative sense, taking into account all the factors affecting
the strategic situation throughout the world, including Europe., The question
of medium-range missiles in Europe should be discussed without delay,
simultaneously and in organic combination with the cquestion of United States
forward-based nuclear weapons. This discussion should lead to appropriate
agreements which could be implemented after ratification of the SALT-II Treaty,
The decision %o produce and deploy new types of medium-range missiles in
Western Europe should also be revoked on this basis, |

[Pursuit of negotiations on the limitation and reduction of theatre nuclear
forces based on the principle of eguality within the SALT framework. | f/

5. Purther steps to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons, in accordance with

the provisions of paragraphs 65 %2 71 of the Final Document:

[The nuclear-weapon States and the non-nuclear-weapon States should jointly
take further steps to develop an international consensus of ways and means, on a
universal and non-discriminatory hasis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons as an integral part of the efforts to halt and reverse the arms race,
The goal of nuclear non-proliferation is on the one hand to prevent the
emergence of any additional nuclear-weapon States besides the existing five
nuclear-weapon States — (horizontal proliferation)-— and on the other,
progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear weapons altogether —--—
(vertical proliferation)., The international consensus on nuclear
non-proliferation should include the following:

(2) measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament mentioned above;

(b) the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic
and socilal development in conformity with their priorities, interests and needs;

(¢) unhindered access for all States to nuclear technology, including its
latest achievements, equipment and materials for peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, taking into account the particular needs of the developing countriess

(d) respect for each country's choices and decisions in the field of the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy without jeopardizing their respective fuel cycle
policies or international co-operation, agreements or contracts for the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy;

(e) agreed measures of verification applied on a universal and
non~discriminatory basis. ]

f/ The introductory language contained in the text pertaining to a treaty
prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions
for peaceful purposes, appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to this
measure,
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[Effective measures at the national level and through international
agreements to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons without jeopardizing
energy supplies or the development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes,
Such measures should include:

(a) universal adherence to and full implementation of all the provisions
of existing instruments on non~-proliferation, in particular the Treaty on the
Non~Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; :

(b) the full implementation and strengthening of agreed and appropriate
international safeguards applied through the International Atomic Energy Agency
on a nen-discriminatory basisg

(c) the development of further ways and means, on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. |

[Adoption of further measures to strengthen the régime of non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons and, to that end, the achievement of universal application
of the Treaty on the an—Prollferatlon of Nuclear Weapons,]

[The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of MNuclear Weapons; additicnal
measures to strengthen the non-proliferation régime should be undertaken,
including further measures for the full implementation and strengthening of
agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through the IAEA on a
non~discriminatory basis, ] f/

6. Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones:

The establishment of nuclear-~weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements
freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned constitute an
important disarmament measure and should be encouraged with the ultimate
objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear weapons, taking into
account the characteristics of each region. While the States participating in
such zones should undertake to comply fully with all the objectives, purposes and
principles of the egreements or arrangements establishing the zones, thus
ensuring that they are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, the nuclear-weapon
States are called upon to give undertakings, in particulars (i) to respect
strictly the status of the nuclear-weapon-free zone; (ii) to refrain from the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against the States of the zone,

[In view of the need to safeguard regional and world peace and security, all
nuclear-weapon States should actively support the initiatives taken by the
States of the areas concerned for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones
in the various regions, strictly respect the status of the nuclear-weapon-free
zones, and unconditionally undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to
use nuclear weapons against such zones. All States belonging to a nuclear-
weapon~-free zone should undertake to abide by the agreement on the zone.: fj/

(a) Adoption by the States concerned of all relevant measures to ensure the
full application of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed on
the adherence to it at the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the
General Conferences of OPANAL and other relevant fora.

j/ The introductory language contained in the text concerning the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Ltmosphere, in Cuter Space and Under Water,
appearing on page 8%, pavagraph 1, also applics to thesc measures.

*¥/ This text is included in brackets with the understanding that it should
be taken into account in the drafting stage.
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(b) Ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlatelolco by
all States concerned. - : '

(¢) TIn Africa the Organization of African Unity has affimed the
denuclearization of the continent. The United Nations General Assembly in
successive resolutions has supported the African initiative for the
denuclearization of the continent and at its. tenth special session the
General Assembly, by consensus, called upon the Security Council to take
appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustretion of this objective. The
main threat to nuclear proliferation in Africa and to the peace and security of
the continent arises from the nuclear capability of South Africa. To-assist
the implementation of the Declaration on the denuclearization of Africa,
therefore, all States should:

-(i) keep a constant watch on South Africals muclear capability;

(ii) refrain from any co-operation with South Africa in the nuclear field
vhich would assist the apartheid régime in manufacturing nuclear
weapons.f/ »

(d) The establishment of a muclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East in
compliance with General Assenbly resclution 35/147 would greatly enhance
international peace and security. Pending the establishiment of such a zone in
the region, States of the region should solemnly declare that they will refrain
on a reciprocal bagis from producing, acquiring or in any other way possessing
nmuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from pemitting the stationing
of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party, and agree to place all
their nuclear activities under Tniernational Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.
Consideration should be given to a Becurity Council role in advancing the
establishnent of a nuclear-weapon~free zone in the Middle East,

(e) A1l States in the region of South Asia have expressed their determination
to keep their countries free of nuclear weapons. o action should be taken by
them which night deviate from that objective. In this context, the question of
establishing a nuclear-weapon—-{ree zone in South Asia has been dealt with in
several. resolutions of the General Assenbly, which is keeping the subject under
consideration.

(£) Efforts to create nmuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions of the
world should be promoted [at the initiative of States which intend to become
part of the zone, ]

(g) JEnsuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons and
respect for such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important
disamanent measure, ¥%/

7. [anclusion of a treaty on the non—s£ationingvof.nublear weapons‘on the
territory of States where there are no such weapons at present.]

f/ Some delegations_reserVed theilr position on this text.

*%/ This text is included with the understanding that its content and..
placement require further consideration. :



8. [In order to ensure reliable guarantees for the implementation of nuclear
disarmament neasures, it is necessery to have adequate and strict verificetion
of all aspects of the process of nuclear disarmement. This calls for
supervision by national teclmnicul mcans of verification as well es effective
means of intcinational verification,

When the first stage of muclear disarmament neasures have been implenented

5

and adeguately verified, such mecsures of the second stazge could be started. |*
% 5 o

B, - Other weapons of massz destruction

1. [The Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in Var of Asphyxiating,
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriologicol Methods of Varfare, signed in
Geneva, on 17 June 1925.} ek

2. [Universal adherence to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Wezpons
and on their Destruction.]

3, [Conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of 2ll chemical weapons and on their destruotion.]

[Conclusion of an international convention on the prohibition of chemical
weapons and on their destruction.?

[Conclusion of an international convention on the complete prohibition of
the developnent, production, s*tockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and the
destruction of these weapons.

4. [Conolusion of a treaty.on the prohitition of the development, production
and use of radiological weapons.]

[Conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of radiological weapons. |

5e Prevention of the emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons:

(a) [Efforts should be appropriately pursued aining at the prohibition of
such new types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction. Specific
agreenent could be concluded on particular types of new weapons of mass
destruction which may be idenvified. This question should be kept under
continuing review. | :

[Commencement of negotiations with a view to concluding an agrecement oxr
agreenents on the prevention of the emergence of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new systems of such weapons talking into account recent
developmente in science and technology. |

f/ This text is included with the understanding that its content and
placement require further consideration,
. fﬁ/. The introductory longuage contained in the text concerning the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weopon Tegts in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water,
appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, alsc applics tc this measure.
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, _[Thé conclusion of a comprehensive agreement prohibiting the development
and production of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons and the conclusion of specific agreements on particulaxr new
types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction. ] ’

6. [Conclusion of a convention prohibiting the production, stockpiling,
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons.

C, Conventional weavong and armed forces
1. Cegsation of the conventional arms race:

(a) The linitation and gradual reduction of armed forces and conventional
weapons should be resolutely pursued within the framework of progress towards
general and complete disaimament, .

2,  Agreements and measures, multiloteral, regional and bilateral, on the
limitation and reduction of conventional weapons and armed forces:

(a) In particular the achiievement of a more stable situation in Europe at
a lower level of military potential on the bagis of approximate equality and
parity, as well as on the basis of undiminished security of all States with full
respect for security interests and independence of States outside military
alliances, by agreement on appropriste mutual reductions and limitations would
contribute to the strengthening of security in Burope and constitute e
significant step towards enhoncing intemationol peace and security. Current
efforts to this end should bhe continued most energetically.

v (b) Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultetions and conferences
should be held where appropriate conditions exist with the participation of all
the countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects of
conventional disarmament, such ag the initiative envisaged in the Declaration of
hyacucho subscribed to by eight Latin Anericon countries on 9 December 1974.

(¢) The achievement of an agreenent on mutual reduction of ammed forces and
armaments and associated measures in central Iurope.

(d) Measures, multilateral, regional and hilateral on the limitation and
reduction of conventional weapong and armed forces, in accordance wita the
relevant provisions of tihe Final Document. '

3. Consultations among mejor arms suppliers and recipients on the international
transfer of conventional weapons:

(a) Consultations should be carried out among major arms suppliers and
recipient countries on the limitation of all types of international transfer of
conventional weapons, based in particular on the principle of undiminished
security of the parties with a view to promoting or ernhancing stability at a
lower military level, taking into account the need of all States to protect their
security as well as the inalienable right to self-determination and independence
of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the obligations of States to
respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the
Declaration on Principles of International Lawv concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation among States.
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4. Prohihitions or restrictions of use of certain conventional weapons,
“including thosc vhich may cause umecessary suffering or which mey have
indigcriminate effects: .

(a) Signature end ratificatior. of the agrecenent negotiated by the
United Nationg Conference on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain
T~

Convenvional Veaponsg which may be Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to have
Indigcrininate Lifccts. : -

(b) Broadening of the prohibitions or regtrictions of use of certain
conventional treapons which may be deenecd to be excessively injurious or to have
indiscriminate effects, eilther throush amendments to the existing Protocols or
through the conclusion of additional Protocols, in accordance with Article 2 of
the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain. Conventional
tleapons witich may Dbe Decmed to be Excessively Injurious or to have Indiscrimincte
Effects. '

2
i
N

(c) The result of the Conference should be considered by all States,
especially producer States, in regard to the question of the transfer of such
weapons to other States. ‘

[The United lations Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of
Certain Conventional Veapons vhich may be Deemed to be Ixcessively Injurious
or to have Indiscriminate Effects; establistnent of appropriate methods and
procedures facilitating full and effective implementation of and cnsuring
compliance with the Convention, co as to guarantee the {fulfilment of its
humanitarian obligations, thus improving the security of the parties to the
Convention. ¥/

[Agreements ond other neasures relating to the limitation and reduction of
armed forces anc conventional weapons should be achieved taliing into account the
right of all States to protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent
right of seli-defernce embodied in the Charter of the United Hations and without
prejudice 1o the principle of equa’l rights ond self- ctermination of peoples in
accordance with the Charter und the nced o ensure balonce at cach stage and
undiminished security of all States.

1. The States with the largest militory arsenals have a specilal responsibility
in pursuing the precess of conventional disarmament. Therefore, by the end of
Stage I, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States should
each reduce their coaventional armaments and armed forces by at least 25 per cent.

2, Other nilitarily significant States sholl undertalte an agreed smaller
proportion of reduction in the levels of tuelir amed forces.

3 A nore stable situation in Duwrope at a lower level of nilitary potential on

the basis of opproximate equality and parity should be achicved by end of
Stage 1. Thig will involve, besides the above-mentioned reductions by the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States, reductionz in the
conventional armaments and armed forces of other menbers of the NATO and
Varsaw. Treaties leading to agreed lower levels of forces and cmaments. Thig

f/ The introductory lansuage contained in the text conceming thc'Treaty
Banning ITuclear Veapon Tests in the Atmospherc, in Outer Space and Under Vater,
appearing on page 85; paragraph 1. alro. applics to. these measurcs.
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would be achieved through the ongoing negotiations in Vienna or at a broader
Furopean Conference on Security, Dissmament and Confidence Building Measures.
Tie above-meniioned measures of conventional weapens disarmoment will involve

(a) iz demobilization of pers nnel and withdrawcl of forces from fereign
Ty,

territories and the dimmantling ol fore ”:m nilitary bosces;
(b) the destruction of agreed categories of conventional armenents and
other military equipment especially wreapons of great destructive capacity;

(c) ‘measures for confidence building and security including restrictions
on nobility of forces. '

4. The above-mentioned measures should also include hgreemonto for a
reduction in the productiocn of conventional weapcns proportionate to the
reduction in armed forces and conventional weapons agreed 1pon.

5. During Stage T, consultations and conferences should alsc be held at the
bilateral, regionel and multilateral level, among Siates for the consideration
of various initiatives and prowosals for confidence building and for the control,

straint oxr reductior of conventional amamrents particularly in regions of ams
concentration, areas of tension, etc.

o In this co1teXu, congultations could also be held bhetireenn arms supplieis
and recipient countriezs or the limitation of all types of international tronsfer
of conventional weapons on the brgis in particular of the »nrinciple of
wdiminished security of the parties with =2 view to promoting or enhancing
stability at a lower militaxy level, taliing into account the need of all States
to protect thelr security ag well as the inalienavnle right to zelf-detemination
and independence of peonles vnder colonial or foreign dominntion and the
obligations of States to respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of the
United Hations and the Declarciion on Principles of Tnmiemational Taw conccmmirg
Friendly Relations and Co-overation emong Steates.

6. An agreement for the ceasntion of the develerment, nroduction and deployment
of new types of highly destructive conventional W@&pOLS.? 1/

[Cessation of the conventional arms roce:

(a) Upon the commencement of Btege I, the ;ucTear—veapon States and the
countries associated with them by military agveements should freeze their armed
forces and conventional armaments. During Stage I, uhese states should reduce
their armed forces and conventional ammenents by an agreed percentage.

(b) Other militar
until the finighing of

ficant States ghall undertake similar steps

Wl
&

%{C"

ril mi
Stage T.]
[The two States with the largest conventional arsenals shall immediatcly
stop their conventional ams rzce, As a Tirst step, they shall undertalke not
to carry out ammed agsression ageinst and militery occupation of other countries
and take the lead in dragtically reducing their heavy oand new-type conventional
manents, particulerly offensive weopons and armaments.]

:/ The text concerning certein conventional veapoens which nay Le decmed to

te excegsively ln]u“Wous or to have indiscrininate effects contained in this
proposal nas been onitted sgince it iz identicol to that appearing on page 95,
paragrepi 4.
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[A mutual and balanced reduction of armed forces and armements, and
assocliated measures in central Europe and in other regions of the world,
wherever feasible.] */

[Cessatlon of the development of new types of highly destructlve
conventional weapons. |

[Consultations among major arms suppliers and recipients on the
intermational transfer of conventional weapons

Preliminary consultations, within the framework of existing disammament
bodies, as a first step towards the conclusion of genuine and reliable
arrangements, also at a regional level, devised to monitor, control and limit
intermational aims trede. 7

D. E}}ifary expenditures

1. Reduction of military expenditures

(a) Gradual reduction of military budgets on a mutually agreed basig, for
exanple, in absolute figures or in temms of percentage points, particularly by
nuclear-weapon States and other niliterily significant States, would be o nmeasure
that would contribute to the curbing of the amms race and would increase the
posgsibilities of reallocation of resources nov being vsed for military purposes
to economic and social development, particularly for the benefit of the
developing countries. The basis for implenenting this measure will have to be
agreed by 21l participating States end will require veys and means of its
implementation acceptable to 211 of them, taking account of the prohlems
involved in assessing the relative significance of recductions as among different
States and with due regard to the proposals of States on all the aspects of
reduction of military budgets.

[1. Upon the commencement of this Programme, the Union of Soviet Sccialist
Republics and the United States should agree to an irmediate freeze in the
(oo

current levels of their defence budgets. A1l other nuclear-weapon States are
invited to follow this example.

2. During Stage I, the nuclear-weaponr States and other militarily significant
States will make feauctlono in their military expenditures in proportion o
their reductions of nuclear, conventlonal and other weapons, reductions in the
production of such weapons, reductions in their armed forces and dismantling of
military facilities, bases, etc.

3. Other States may also make reductions in their militery expenditures in the
context of hilateral, regional or rultilateral disarmament agreements; or reach
agreement to freeze thc levels of their military spending at certain levels.

4. The above-mentioned States should submit detailed reports to the appropriate
international authority regording the reductions made in their militaxry
expenditures including an itemization of the various categories of expenditures
that have been reduced.

f/ The introductory language contained in the text pertaining to & treaty
prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and o protocol concerning nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes, appearing in page 3%, peragraph 1, also applies to these
measures.
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5. Agrecients on reduction of military expenditures should be elaborated

on the basis of agreed methods of comparing military expenditures between
different periods of time and between different countries. ~All membar
States, particularly the most heavily armed States, should endeavour,
wherever feasible, to make use of the reporting instrumenl, contained in
document A/ﬂw/ﬂ79, in .reporting their military ﬁxpendltures. This reporting
instrument should be further refined. '

[Upon the commencement of Stage I, the nuclear-weapon States and other
militarily cignificent States should agrze to an immediate freege in the
current levels of their defence budgets with the aim of facilitating
subseqg ent reductions in their nilitary expenditures. ]

LThe two Superpowsrs shall make avallable az substontial part of the
resources rcleased by reduction of ammaments and military exvenditures to

aid the devcloping countries. |

. Verification

1, Verification methods and procedures in reletion to specific disarmament
measures, to facilitate the conclusion end effective implementation of
disarmament sgrecuwenlts and to create confidence among States:

(a) In owxder to facilitate the conclusion and cffective implementaiion
of discrmansnt agreements snd to creste confidence, States should accept
appropriate provisions for verification in such agreements.

(b) In the context of intemational disarmament negotiatione, the
problew of verificaticn should be further examined end adeqguate wethods and
procedures in this field be considered.

[Verification is one cornerstone for progress in disarmament and aris
control, BOC&USL aring control end disarmanent weasures concermn the vital
security interest of the States involved, such measures must be verifiable.
They should also malke the remaining aruaments situation more transparent

and contribute to the strengthening of confidence between the States concerned.
Without strict intermsational and national verification means, as appropriate,
a sufficient degrce of confidence of States into the observance of agreenents
can hardly develop. IHegotistions on specific disarmament measures should
thereforc aim at the inclusion of apnropriate verification arrengements in
the respeciive agrecments, and States should accept appropriate provisgions
“for adequate verification.

Bffective verification is of paramount importance for the maintenance
of the undiminished security of Statcs during the disarmament process.
States should therefore take a vpositive approach to the development of the
necessery and appropriate measures of verification, including on- ~-site
inspectionsg, for ecch aras control and disarmament agreement and show a
willingness to accept such measures without exaggerating the difficulties in
involved in their implementation. The valuable ecentribution which
verification con meke to the prowotion of international co-operation should
be recognized.

The foma and uodalities of the verification to be provided for in specific
agreements depend upon and should be determined by the purvnoses, scopc and
nature of the agreement., ]
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F. Telated measures

1, Purther stens to prohibit wmilitary or any other hostile use of
environicntal wodification techniquess

(a) Nleview of the need for a further prohibition of military or any
othexr hostile use of environmental modification techniques with a view to
the adoption of further measures to eliminate the dangers to mankind from
such use,

[(b) The Convention on *the Prohibition of Military or Any Other
Hostile Use of Davironmental Modification Techniques.] 3/

2. Tursher stens to preveut an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean
floor and the subsoil thereof:

(a) BDloboration and adontion of further measures in the field of
disarmement for the prevention of an arms race on the seca-bed and the
ocean floor end in the subsoil thercof in order to promote the peaceful use
of, and to avoid an arms race in that environment [, taking into account
the emerging rdégime under the Third United Nations Law of the Sea
Conference. |

[(b) The Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weanons
and Other Veapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea~Bed and the Ocean Floor
and in the Subsoil thereof.] */

3. Turther steps to prevent an arms race iIn outer space:

(2) In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measures
should be talen and apnropriate international negotiations held in
accordance with the spirit of the Treaty on Princivles Governing the
Activities of Hiates in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including
the Moon ond other Celestial Bodies., [During Stage I, an international
agreenent should be negotisted prohibiting States from placing weanons of
mass destruction iante outler space. ]

(b) Conclusion of an Additional Protocol to the 1967 Treaty on
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and
Use of Cuter Snace, including the Hoon and Other Celestisl Bodies, with
a view to nreventing, by verifiable means, an arms race in outer space.

[(c) 'he Treaty on Principles Govering the Activities of States

in the Bxploration and Uge of Outer Space including the loon and Outer
o]

“Bodics.] 7/

Celestial Bodi

f/ The introductory language contained in the text concerning the
Treaty Boaning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and
Under Vatcr, appearing on page 85, paragranh 1, also cpplies to this measure.
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4. Igtablishuent of zones of peace, in accordance with The relevant
provigiong oi the Final Docuuent:

() The estoblishuwent of zones of peace in various regions of the
world wader apnronriote conditions, o be clearly defiied and determined
freely by the Diotes conceined in the zone, taking into account the
characteristics of the zone [, the security situation in the region, ]
and the w»rincinles of the Charter of the United Nations, and in conformity
with intermetional law, can contribute to strongthening the security of
States within such zoncs and to intemational neace and sccurity as o whole.
[A11 States, the two Supernowers in particular, shell not be allowed vo
seek eny forl ol hogewmony in zones of peace, freedein and neutrality, ond
any forw of forcimm military presence shall be eliminated frow these zones., |
In this regerd, the Genersl Assenbly notes the nroncsals for the establishument
of zones of weoce, inter alic, in:

(i) [South-Bast Asia where States in the region have expressed
intercst in the establishment of such a zone, in conformity
with their views. ]

[Stens should be token by interested States in the region of South-Lact
Asia to further elaborate the concept of a "Zone of Peace, Freedom and
Neutrality" with a view to concluding an agreement on its establishment, ]

(ii) [The Indian Ocean, talking into account the deliberations of the
‘enerel Assgembly and its relevant resolutions and the need to
ensure the maintenance of peace and security in the region.)

[Concrete action should urgently be taken to ensure conditions of
peace end security within the region of the Indian Ocesn, in narticulor
with a view to the elimination of foreign military bases and foreign
military presence in the region and to early achievement of the objectives
of the Declarction of the Indian Oceon as a Zone of Prace, taking into
account the relevant decisiong and rnsolutions of the United Wotions
General Assembly. |

[Thc Indizin Oceen, uahlng invo account the decisions of the Ad Hoc
Committee ou the Indian Ocean and the relevant resolutions of the
General Assenbly, ond the need to ensure the malntenonce of perace and
security in the wegion. ]
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II, Other measures

1. Confidence-building measures, taking into account the characteristics
of each regions

(a) In order to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary
to take measures and pursue policies to strengthen international peace and
security and to build confidence among States, Commitment to confidence-
building measures could significantly contribute to preparing for further
progress in disarmement. For this purpose, measures such as the following,
and other mecasures yct to be agreed upon, should be undertaken:

[All States, especially the militarily significant States, shall
undertake confidence-building =nd security mecasures such as the following
and other measures yetv to be agreed upon, as a contribution to prevaring
for further progress in disarmamont:

(i) The prevention of attacks which take place by accident,
miscalculation or comrunications failure by taking steps to
improve communications between Governments, particularly in
arecas of ftension, by the establishment of "hot lines" and
other methods of reducing the risk of conflict;

[The elaboration of measures to prevent the possibility of a
surprise attaok.]

(ii) States should assess the possible implications of their military
rescarch and development for existing agrecements as well as for
further efforts in the field of disarmament;

(iii) The Sccretary-General shall periodically submit reports to the
General Asscnmbly on the economic and social consequences of the
armaments race and its cxtremely harmful cffects on world
peace and security.

(v) Confidence-building measurcs, taking into account the particular
conditions and requircments of different regions, with a view to strengthening
the security of States:

[(i) The convening of a conference on military détente and disarmament
in Burope;

(ii) The further extension of confidence~building measures in Europe;
the conclusion of an agreement to give notice of cxerciscs by
naval and air forces and of large-scale trcop movenmentss

(iii) The extension of the zone of application of confidence-building
measurces in Europe on a basis of reciprocity.]

[Negotiations on cffective confidence-building measures and disarmament
measures in Europe among the States participating in the Confercnce on
Security and Co-operation in Burope, taking into account initiatives and
proposals to this offect.]
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[Conclusion among all States participating. in the Buropecan Conference
on Security and Co-operation of a trcaty whereby each party would undertake
not to be the first to use cither nuclear or conventional weapons against
any other.j

[The conclusion of an agrecment that, with effect from an agreed date, no
State or grouping of States in Turopc would increase the number of its armed
forces in the area specified by the Final Act of the Confercnce on Security
and Co-opcration in Europe.]

[The extension to the Mediterrancan Sca arca of confidence-building
measures; the reduction of armed forces in that area; the withdrawal from
the Mediterranean Sea of warships carrying nuclcar weapons; ‘the renunciation
of the deployment of nuclear weapons on the territoriecs of European and
non-European non-nuclear-weapon countrics in the Mediterranean Sca area.]

[Initiation of necgotiations on confidence-building measures in the
Far East: among all countrics concerned.]

[Stéps should be taken by intercsted States to strengthen peace and
security in Asia and the Pacific by concluding agrecments on non-aggression
and non-use of force Ewhich can be made possible by the immediate, complete
and unconditional withdrawal of all forcign occupation forces in the
territories of certain States in the region, the carly sctitlement of conflicts
and disputcs and strict respect for the principles of State sovercignty,
territorial integrity and non-intcrvention in the internal affairs of States].]

r . .

{In various rcgions of the world, States shall seck to reach agrecment
on various confidence-building measures, taking into account the particular
conditions and requirements of the regions concerncd.

In adopting guch confidence-building measurces, States will give full
consideration to the study on the subject to be preparcd by the United Nations
Group of Imtergovernmentzl Experts.

Such measures should includce agrecments providing for the advance
notification of major military movemcents and manoeuvres.]

[During the first phasc of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
those collateral and other measurcs should be negotiated on, initiated ox
pursucd which arc currently under consideration, All cfforts should be
exerted, during this phase, to ncgotiate with a vicw to reaching agreement on:

- EBffective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weoapons;

" Effective confidence-~building measures at a global and regional level,
taking into account the specific nceds and the situation of the
region, G.gZ.:
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- publication and cxchange of information on sccurity-rclated measures
including matters of arms contrel and disarmament:

-~ regular bilateral and/or regional consuliations of governmental
representatives on such security-reclated matters;

- Yprovisions of scholarships in military schools for the military
persommel of other States;

- oxchangc of military delegations ané military atlachés

~ indication of mermal wmilitary conduct and information on scope
and cxtent of gpecific wilitary activitice like manocuvres,
specified movencittis, etc. according to pre-established precedures;

~ limitotions of certein military activities and movements

- establishment of wprocedures for the containment of conflicts,
including the establishnent of hot lincsg

- agrecement on steps conducive to the relaxation of tensions and
the settlement of conflicts;

~ Achievement of greater ftransparency of nilitary pestures, i.e. the
cstablishmont of a gtandardized and verifisbhle reporting system for
militaxry exncnoltu*os criebling their comparicon as a step to their

belanced reduction on a multilateral levels
-~ FEstablishment of registers within the fremcwork of the United Nations
for the recording of data nccessary for transparcncy and comparability

of military postu;es.]

2. Measurces ained at achicving reclaxation of international tension:

(a) Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a
bilateral, rogional and multilatcral basis with the ain of strengthening peace
and sccurity at a lower lcvel of forces, by the linitation apé reduction of
armed forces and of conventional weaponsg.,

a5

ro stable situation in Furcpe at a lower level of
nilitary potential on the basis of appropriztc cguality and parity by agreenent
on appropriate mutual reducticon and limitation of armamenis and armed forces in
accordance with paragreph 32 of an Final Document, which would contribute %o
the strengtheoning of sceurity in Europc and constituve a significant step
towards cnhancing international peace and zccurity.

(b) Achicvement of a mo

O

J‘J

(¢) ([Withdrawal of all forcign occupation forces from the territorics
of other States in accordance with the relevant United Nations resolutions and
obscrvance of the principles of non-interference and non-intervention in the
internal affairs of Statcs.]



Cb/228
page 104

(d) ‘[Thé dismantling of foreign military bases and the withdrawal and
climination of the military presence and rivalry of foreign powcrs fron
various regions of the world.] '

(e) [Upon commencenent of Stage I, the members of cxisting military
alliances should agree not to enlarge these alliances, not to extend their
activitics to new regions and to reduce their military activities. A1l
States should refrain from *the crcation of ncw wilitary alliances. )

(£) [By the end of Stage I, the military organizotions of NATO and
the Warsaw Treaty Organization should bc abolishod.]

(g) [In the interests of peace and the stabilization of the international
situation, as well as in the interests of ensuring the safc and uninpeded usec
of major international maritine communications, measurcs should he taken to
restrict and lower the level of military presence and military activity in
appropriate regions, whether in the Atlantic, The Indian or the Pacific Ocecan,
in the Mediterrancan cr in the Persian Gulf.j

3. Mecasurcs aimed at preventing the use of force in intcrnational rclations,
subjcct to the provisiens of the Charter of the Unitcd Nations:

(a) [Measurcs %o secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons,
the prevention of nuclear war and rclated objectives, wherce possiblc through
international agrcencnt, bearing in mind various proposals designed to sccurc
these objectives and in accordance with paragrephs 57 and 58 of the
Final Document, and thereby to cnsurc that the survival of mankind is not
cndangered. | */

[An invernational agreement or solemn understanding by all States,
particularly the militarily significant States, to strictly observe the
principles of the Unitcd Naltions Charter and international law regarding
respect for the sovereignty, territerial integrity and political independence
of States, non-interfcrence in their internsl affairs, to conduct inter-State
rclations on the basis of sovercign cquality and to refrain from the threat
or use of force in internaticnal relations,

[The renunciation of the use of force in international relations,
inscparably linked with a pormanent ban on thc use of nuclear weapons.

f/ This text appears in brackets due to differing views concerning the
stage in which the measurces should be included,
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4, Implepmentation of the provisions contained in the Final Document intended
to mobilize world public opinion in favour of - disarmamcent: */

(a) In order to mobilizme world public opinion on bchalf of disarmament, the
specific measures sot forth below, designed to incrcesc the dissenmination of
infqrmation about thc armancnts race and the offorts to halt and reverse it,
should be adopted.

(b) TIn t
non-governmenta
United Nations

he course of the Decade of the 1980s, thercfore, governnmental and
1 nformﬂtWOp crgang of Member Statcs and thosc of the

ond ite speeianlizad agencies as well as non—governmenial

h

organizations s ould as appropriate, undertalke further programmes of
Information rclating to the danger of the armaments raoce as well as to
disarmament coffor ts wné negctiations and their results, perticularly by means of

annual activities conducted in connection with Disarmament Wock. These actions
should constitutce a large-scale pregramme to further cleort world opinioun to the
danger of wor in gencral and nuclear war in particular,

(c) With a view %o pronoting o climate of undergtanding and confidence
among nations, an claboraticn is cnvisaged of a broad programme of action aimed
at malkking international public opinion profoundly aware of the problcms created
by the arms race including specific activitics by governments, international
organizations within thc United Notions systern and non—governwental organﬁzations,
in accerdance with the principles ond spirit of the United Naticns Declaration
on the Preparation of Scci

ideration of issucs in
ould bo undertaken on
preparing the ground for
d

(d) As part of the procesz of facilitating the con
the ficld of disarnament, studics on specific questions
the decision of the Gencral fAsscombly, when necessary for
negetiations cor reaching agrecment. Also, GLLJLNS pursuc dcr the zcuspices of
the United Nations, in particuler by the United Nations Inetitu t; for Disarmanent
Rescarch cztzblished by Asscenbly vvwolaﬁlon 54/83 i of 11 DPecewzer 1979 within the
framcwork of the United Nations IA titute for Training and Research, could bring
a useful contribution to the knowledge and cxploration of disarmament problems,
especially in the long torm.

[(i) Carrying out of a siudy on all aspects of the comventional
arms race and on disarmament rcelating to conventicnal weopons
and armecd forcess

Py

(ii) Other studics, as agrocdvby the Generel Assembly of the United Nations.]

(¢) An appecal should be launched cnlllnq on parliements, as the clected
representatives of peoples, and on gevernmente to intengify their activities to
expose the dangcrous conscquences of the arms race and to propagate the ideals

of neace and disarmamcnt.

(£) sSimilarly, =n appeal should be launched calling ca the world religious
lecaders, different religious and other non—govornmcntaW organizations to continue
to lend their full support tc the causc of peace and disaruament.

[(g) A1l States which have not ye¥ done so should acecede to the cxisting
agrecments o the limitotion of the arms race and disarmament.]

*/ The measures abpearing in this seciion arc included on o provisional
basis with the undcrstanding thoet, in the drafting of the relevant toxts, the
conclusions and recommendations of the Unitoed Nations study on a world
disarnanent campaign will be telen ionto account.
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III. Diszrmawent and Development

1. [Bearing in mind the close relationship between disarmement and development
and taking into account the United Nations studies carried out in this field,
the comprehensive programme of disarmament should include measures aimed at
ensuring that disarmament makes an effective contribution to economic and

social development and, in particular, to the full realization cf the new
international econcmic order through: %/

(a) Reallocetion of resources from military purposes to economic snd
social development, especially for the benefit of the developing countries,

(b) Savinge from the reduction of militery expenditures particularly by
nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States should increase
the flow of resources to ecoromic and social Cevelopment, especially for the
benefit of the developing countries. ]

[Peace and development are indivisible. In order to ensure that the
nrocess of disarmasment envissged in tlic comprehensive programm? makes an
effective contribution 10 economic and cocisl development, especially of the
developing countries, and to the full realization of the New International

%

Economic Ordcr: :/

e I)

(a) The militarily. nificont States shall undertake concrete measures
at the national lavel to llccate rescurces from military ovurpcses to economic
and social cdevelopment, especially for the baqoi;m of the developing countries
~and report to the Unifed Nations and/or the intsrnetionsl dlsarmamept c‘*norlty
on the measures contemplated or undertaken.

1gY
ea

3

]

(b) & significant part of the savings from the reduction of military
expenditures particularly by the nuclezr-veapon States and other wiliterily
significant States shall be provided as an additional flow of resources for
the economic and social development of the developing countries. Immeciately
after the adoption of the comprehensive programme, a separate sccount for the
transfer of savings resulting frowm disarmament should be st up u“ch the aegis
of the United MNations Drmmlopm_"+ Programme , | o

2. Concrete measures shell be undertsken by 211 States to strengthen
international co-operstion for the promotion of the transfer and utilization of
nuclear technology for economic and social development, especially in #the
developing couniries, taking into account the provisicns of all relevant
peragraphs of the "Final Document, in particuler to ensurs the success of the
United MNations Conference for the Promotion of International Co-operation in
the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy to be convened in principle by 1983, as

f/ The measures appearing in this paragraph sre included on a provigional
Pesis with the uncerstanding that, in the drafting of the relevant texts, the
conclusions and recommendations of the United Nations study on disarmament and
development will be taken into account. S
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decided upon in General Assembly resolution 34/65 of 29 November 1979, as well
as other promotional activities in this field in the United Nations system
including those within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency.

IV. Disarmament and International Security */

[1. Strengthening of international procedures and institutions for:

(2) Maintenance of peace and security in accordance with the Charter of
the United Mations.

(b) Peaceful settlement of disputes.

(c) Effectiveness of the security system of the Charter of the
United Nations.

(d) United Natic ns peace-keeping in conformity with the Charter of the
United Natione. ]

[1. A1l 3tates shall undertake =z sclemn commitment to support all meagsures
for strengthening the structure, asuthority and operation of the United Hations
so as to impreve its cepebility to maintain internaticnal peace and security.

2. All States shall undertale to utilize all appropriate processes for the
peaceful settlement of disputes. |

[Strengthening of international procedures and institutions for peace-
kaeping and pecceful settlement of disputes, for conflict containment and
effective crisis managengnt 1

[Convening of a world disarmament conference.]"

G. Consideration of other ar

o dealing with the cessation of
the arms race and disarmams

nt and other relavant megsures

128, During its 1981 scssion, the Committez had before it other documents which dealt
with the cessation of the armes race end disarmament and other relevant measures in
other aress:

(2) Document CD/183, dated 12 June 1981, submitted by *he delegation of Canada,
entitled "A conceptual working paper on arms control verification'.

(b) Document CD/209, dated 11 sugust 1961, submitted by the delegation of India,
entitled "Working Paper on the guestion of verification in the field of disarmament".

f/ The measures appearing in this secticn are included on = provisional
basis with the understaending that, in the drafting of the relevant toxis, the
conclusions and recommendations of the United Naiions study on the relationship
between disarmament and international security will be taken into account.,
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H. Isracli air attacl of 7 June 1981 on the Tammugz
nuclear research centre nzar Baghdad

129. During its considerstion of this question, the Commivtee had before it
document CD/1879 dated 17 June 1981, entitled "Statement by the Group of 21 on the
Israsli air ettack against a nuélear facility on 7 June 1901M.

130. The Commititee heard statements on behalf of various groups of members as well
as from individual members condemning the Isreeli air attack of 7 June 1981 on the
Tammugz nuclear reszarch centre nesr Baghdad.

131. The Group of 21, whil: condemning this blatent act of aggression, reaffirmed
its strong opposition to 21l such acts end violations of the principles of the
United Netions Charter. It considered that ths Tsraeli action contravened the
provisions of the Final Document relating to nuclesr non-proliferation and the
development of nuclear technology ior peaceful purpeses and challenged the sovereign
and inalienable rTight of every State to acouire and develop nuclear technology for
such purposes. The Group cf £1 rejected the assertion portraying development of the
peaceful nuclear energy programmcs in developing countries as an inevitable threat of
horizontal nuclear weapons proliferation and expressed its conviction that 211
necessary measures should be talken to ensure against the repstition of such an
aggression by Israel or any other State. It also urged the Cocmmittec on Disarmament
to "reaffirm the internationsl principle prohibhiting sttacks zgeinet the peaceful
nuclear facilities of a State under any cirvcumsiances" and recommended that the

se the edverse implications of this
action (CD/187). Somz other members supported these viewus.

132, One member of the Group, while ag a matter of princivle condemning the Israeli
attack on the Tammuz nuclear centre, condemnsd vehemently the blatant and cruel
aggression of the Iraqi rézgime asgainst Tran resulting in thousands of casuelties and
leaving two and & half willion innocent refugees. The delegation stated that the
Iranian nation was the victim of an international conspirscy ¢of silence aond was
fighting in the exercise of its legitirate right of self-defence against the
cutrageous aggression of the brutsl rigime of Irag for its political independencs and
territorial integrity. The merber noted that the international community should
condemn the use of force znd scts of aggression wherever and in vhatever form they
may. occur and that such condemnation would discocurage irresponsible and adventurous
régimes from trying to achieve their illegitimetis objectives by resorting to innuman
and unjust wvars such as the cne the Iraqi wrigime bes imposed on Iran.

13%. It was stated that military operations, such as thz Isrseli action, were
detrimental to intermnationgl veace and security. Seoveral members underlined the
gravity of the Isrseli attack and of its congequences for international
non-proliferation efforts and peaceful nuclear co-operation. Some referred to its
impact on the integrity of the IAEA safeguards régime, specially in view of the
fact thet Iraq was a non-nuclear weapon State party to the non-proliferation treaty
(WPT), and it had accepted IAEA safeguards and even stricter controls. The need ™"
vas stressed by some members for a further strengthening of the internstional
non-proliferation régime. Greater efforts towards nuclear dissrmement were widely
considered essential to prevent further proliferation of nuclear veapons.
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13%34. Some members ~xpreesed the viev that the Taraeli attack hzd demonetrated that
adherence to the NPT vas obviouoly not. suffieient to prevernt an adversary f{rom making
subjective and unilgteral julgements abous aenother country's nuclear programne. They
held that the Unacceptabl0 grounds advarced 1o Justliy the aggression emanated
partially from a cempeign-of proyegenda launched any sustained in choge very
countries which are fhe moct ardent advocates of the NPT, sbout the purported danger
of nuclear proliferation from the veaceful nuclesr facilities of various developing
countries. In their visw, the Israesli military raic¢ could be seen as the ”ltimete
step in an escalating preocess of unacceptable nressures and punitive acticns th

they alleged have been cwmployed by certain suoplier States to iwpede the normal
development of the peaceful nueclear programmes of a nunber of developing countries.

135, A group of socialist ccurtries decisively condemned as barbaric the Israeli
attack on the nuclear reseavch certre near Be qhdau. They qdalified it as an
unprovoked act of armed aggression by Israel against a sovereign State and full and
equal member of the international community. They slso consider=d the attack as yet
another example of the policy of Stete terrorism pursued by Isracl. Moreover, the
act of international terrorisw in their view had beon dirccted against a State party
to the Treaty on the Non-Froliferation of Nuclear Weapons, whereas the terrorist
State flatly refused to accede to ithat instrument.

136. In that connection, that group of socialist countries called for the halting

of every kind of aid to, and co-operation with, Isracl in the field of nuclear energy
until such time es it adoptsd appropriate internstional safeguards against the spread
of nuclear weapons. They also commended the advisability of examining, through the
medium of special talks, the question of the strengthening of the existing
internaticnal provisionsg for the proteciion of civilien nuclear installations against
military attacks.

137. There wes unanimous recognition of the necessity to ensure against the repetitior
of such an attack on nuclear facilities by Israel or any other State. Tha call for
the prohibition of attacks againet nuclear Tacilities was widely supported. In this
connection, the Commitiee conzicdered the proposal to includ: such a prohibition in a
convention on radiological weanons. At the game tia-, the view uas also cxpreszsad
that further strengthening of the existing international provisions regarding
protection of civilian nuclear facilities against military attacks might bo sslved
through an appropriate internstional instrument.

T. Other business

138, At the 110th plenary meeting op 27 February 1981, and fellowing an invitation of
the Committee, the Dircctor of the United Nations Insultuuc for Disarmament Rescarch,
set up within the framework of UNITAR, ma statement on the activities of the
Institute.

de a

139, At its 127th plenary meeting on 24 April 1981, in accordance with rule 16 of its
Rules of Procedure, the Committee requested its Secretary and Personal Representative
of the Secretary-General to attend the first meeting of the Advisory Council of the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research.
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J. Congideration and adoption of the annual report and any other report
ags appropriste to the General Assembly of the United Nations

140. The item on the agenda entitled "Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report
and Any Other Report as Appropriate to the General Assembly of the United Nations"
was considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, from -

10 to 21 August 1981.

141. During the consideration and adoption of this report to the General Assembly of
the United Nations, the following documents were tabled for inclusion in the records:

(2) Document CD/2219 dated 18 August 1981, entitled "Some cbservations of the
Chinese delegation on the work of the Committee on Disarmament in 1931",

(b) Document CD/222, dated 19 August 1981, entitled "Statement of the Group of 21
on the conclusions of th~ annual session of the Committee on Disarmement in 1981".

(c) Document CD/224, dated 20 August 1881, entitled "Results of the 1981 session
of the Committee on Disarmsment: Statement by a group of Socialist States".

142, The present report is transmitted by the Chairman on behalf of the Committee on
Disarmament.

(signed) Anwar SANI
Indonesia
Chairman of the Committee
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Delegation of Alggria

Address: 303 Loute de fausanne, 1293 Bellevue, Ceneva. Tel., No.: 74.19.86

Mr. Anisse Salah-Bey - Ardassador
' Permanent Representative of Algeria to the
United Hations Office at Geneva
Hdead cf Delegation

Mr. Messaoud lati Atvtaché, Permasnent Mission of Algeria
to the United Nations Office at Geneve

¥ir, Ahmed Benyamina

V. Amar Abbad ' ' Secretary, Hinistry of Foreign Affairs:
ilr. Smail Bendjaballah o

Mr. Merzelkad Djaballah | Adviser

Mr. Hohamed lMedkour

tr. Boualem Iahouel

Mr. Mohamed lierzelkad

Mr. Ahmed Hellal

Delegation of Argentina
Address: 110 aver—e Louis-Casai, 1216 Ger>va. Tel. No.: 97.19.52

Mr. Enrique Ros Ambassador
Vice-linister of Foreign Affairs
Chief of Delegation during his stay in
Geneva

ir. Julio C. Carasales Ambassador

Special Representative for Disarmament
Affairs

Ministry of Foreign sffairs

Mr. Fernando Jimenez Davila _ Ambassador
Alternate Permanent Representative, Geneva

Miss Nelly 1I. Preyre Penabad Minister Plenipotentiary
: Permanent Hission of frgentina to the
United Fations Office at CGenova

Mr. Atilio W. Molteni Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Hission of Jrgentina to the
United Hations Gffice at Geneva

Mr. Vicente Espeche Gil Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations in New York
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Delegation of Argentlna (contd. l

Mr. José M. Otegul g First Secretary
Alternate Representative for Disarmament
Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Juan P, Gomensoro , First Secretary
’ Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Cffice at Geneva

Miss Norma Nascimbene - Second Secretary
: Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Naticns Office at Geneva

Mr. Radl Carlos Ferndndez Adviser, Chemical Weapons

Delegation of Australia
Address: 56-58 rue de Moillebeau, Petit-Saconnex, Geneva. Tel. Ho.: 34.62.00

Mr. Ronald A, Walker Ambassador to Denmark
Representative, Head of Delegation
Mr. Rory Steele Counsellor
Permanent llission of Australia to the
Unitved Nations Gffice at Geneva
P ] e . N
Dr. SBhirley Freeman Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Department of Defence
Mr. Trever Findlay Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Australia to the

UnLted Tations Office at Geneva
Alternate Reprecentative

Delegaticon of Belgium
Address: 58 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.31.50

Mr. Andre Onkelinx Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Belgium
to the United Hations Office at Geneva
fead of Delegation

-

Mr. Alain Rens ‘ Minister Plenipotentiary
Delegate to the questions of Disarmament
Ministry for TForeign Affairs, Brussels

My, Jean-Marie Noirfalisse . ‘ First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Waviong Office at Geneva
Miss Godelieve Van Den Bergh Attachd

Permenent Mi

ission ol Bel g ium to the
United Nations

Office at Zencva

Mr., Jean-Marie Van Gils Chief, Scismological Sexrvice of the
Royal Observatory cof Belgiunm
Captain de Bisschop . txpert (Chemical Yeapons )

Technical Sewvices of the Army
Ministry of HUaticnsl Defence, Brussels



Delegation of Brazil
Address:

Mr. C.A. de Squza 8 Silva

¥Mr. Sergio de Queiroz Duarte

17 rue Alfred Vincent, 1201 Geneva.

Tel. No.: 32.25.56/7
Ambasgsador

Representative to the Committes on
Disarmament

Head of Delegation

Hinister
Deputy Representative

Delegation ¢f the Pe>ple’s Republic of Bulgaria

Lddress:

Tel., No.: 98.03.00

Dr. Peter Voutov

Mr. Ivan Sotirov

YMr. Xliment Pramov

Mr. Radoslav Deyanov

¥Mr. Petar Popchev

16 chemin des Crets-de-Pregny, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva.

Ambagsador
Permanent Representative of the People's
a to the United Hations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

First Secretary at the
Permanent lissicn of Bulgaria in Genave

Third Secretary at the
Permanent Mission of Bulgaria in Geneva

Third Secretary at the
Ministry of ¥Foreign Affairs, Sofia

Delegation of the Sccialist Republic of the Unicn of Burma

Address: 47 avenue Blanc, 1202 Gengeva.

U Saw Hlaing

U Ngwe Vin

U Aung Then

U Zaw Min

T Than Htun

Tel. Ne.:

51.75.40

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of
Burma to the United Nations Office =t Geneva
Head of Delegation

Deputy Permanent Representative

Permanent lMission of Burme to the

Tnited Hations Cffice zt Geneva

Seccnd Secretary
Permanent YMission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Genova

Jecond Secrotary

Permanent Missicon of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Second Sccratary

Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office 2% Goneva
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Delegation of Canada
Address: 10A avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.19.50

*Mr. D,S. McPhail Ambassador and Pormanent Reprezenvat i
of Cunclo to the Committee on Disazucwdeny

Mr. G. Skinner Counsellox
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Representative

The Hon. Charles Caccia, M.P. Parliamentary Adviscr
Mr. Blaine Thacker, M.P. Parliamentary Advisor
wfr O, Sirois - ‘First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

vir. J. Gaudreau First Secretary
Permanent Missicn of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr., D. Dhavernas First Secrctary, Fermanent Mission of

. to the United Nati ffice ¢ tenova
Delegation of the People’s Republic of China,O ¢t ations Office at Genova

hddress: 11 chemin de Surville, 1213 Petit-Lancy. Tel. No.: 92.25.48

Cooacs

Mr. Yu Peiwen Ambassador, Permanent Representative "o
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegztion

Mr. Liang Yufan Minister, Deputy Permanent Represent=z. .
t0 the United Wations Office at Geneve
Deputy Head of Dclegation

fr. Tu Mengjia Counsellor, Fermanent Mission of <.
: Pecople's Republic of China at Caoneve
Reprezomiziluc
Mr. Li Changhe : Deputy Division Chicf, Department of
International Organizations and Confexc o~
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Representative

Mr. Yang Mingliang Officer, Ministry of National Deferce
Representative

Mr. Sa Benwang CIific .z, "Ilnlztry of National Defence
Representative

i
G

l'rs. Vang Zhiyun Second Secretary, Permanent Mission of -
People’s Republic of China at Geneva
Representative

Hr. Lin Chen Second Secretary, Permanent Mission oi “he
People 's Republic of China at Geneva
Representative

Hrs. Ge Yiyun Official, Department of International
Organizations and Conferences, Minisi. -
of Foreign Affairs
Represcentative

M
o

Snouse present



Delegation of China (contd.)

Mr. Pan Jusheng

Mr. Li Weimin

Delegation of the Republic of Cuba

o
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Lecturer, Zhangsa Polytechnic Institute.
Representative

Officer, Minigtry of National Defence

Expert

Address: 149h Route de FPerney, 1218 Geneva. Tel, No.: 98.03.33

Dr. Iwis S0l1d Vila

Mr. Frank Crtiz Rodriguez

Mrs. Vera Borowdosky Jackiewich

Mr. Pedro Nunez Mosquera

Colenel Carlos Pzzos

Captain Francisco Cuspincra

fmbessador

Permanent Representative Cuba to the
United Nations Cffice at Genseva
Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Specialist in Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Second Secroctery

Permanent ilission of Cuba tc the
United Naticns Office at Geneva
zxpert

Expert

DO1egation of the Czechoslovak Zocialist Republic

Address: 9 chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saccnnex, Geneva.

Te1. No.g 98.91.82

Dr. Miloslav Ramck

Mr. Pavel Lukeg

. Vi . V.
Dr. Jiri Franek

Dr. Evzen Z&potocky

Hr. Andrej Cima

X . oV
Mr. Jan Jirusek

Mr. Ludék Stavinoha

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United liations Office at Geneva

flead of Delegation

Ambassador
Federal Ministry of Forsign .iffairs
ilternate Representative ... . .

Counsellor
Tederal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Counsellox

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
(zechoslovak Sccialist Republic to the
Uni

o

c
ited Nations Office at Genes

J-g\h

Third Becretar
Perrmenent Micsion of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic o the United Naticons
Office 2t Geneva

Faderal Ministry of Foreign affairs
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Delegation of Egypt
Address: T2 rue Ce Lausanne, 1202 Geneva.

*Mr. EL Sayed Abdel Raouf El1 Reedy

¥Mr. Ibrahim Ali Hassan

*Mr. Mohamed Nabil Fahmy
*Mr. Waguih Hanafi

Miss Wafaa Bassim

Delegation of Ethiopia

Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva 19. Tel. No.:

*Mr. Tadesse Terrefe

Miss Kongit Sinegiorgis

*Mr. Fesseha Yohannes

Delegation of France
Address: 36 Route de Pregny, 1292 Geneva.

*Mr. Frangois de La Gorce

*Mr. Jacques de Beausse
Mr. Benoit d'Aboville

Colonel Gesbert

Miss Lydie Ghazerian

*¥Mr. Michel Couthures

A

Spouse present

Tel. No.: 31.65.3%0

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Egypt to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counse’lor
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva .

Second Secretary
Permanent lission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

33.07.50

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Counsellor, Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the.
United Nations Of”ice at Geneva, Represen-
tative

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Tel. No.: £8.15.12

Ambassador
Representative of France to the
Commi:tee on Disarmament

First Counsellor
Deputy Representative

Under-Director of Disarmament, Ministry
of Foreign iffairs, Paris

Ministry of Defence

Under-Directorate of Disarmament, Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, Paris

First Becretary
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Delegation of the German Democratic Remublic

Address: 49 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva,

*Dr. Gerhard Herdexr

*ir. Hubert Thieclicke

Lisutenant~Colonel Manfred Kaulfuss
Hr. Manfred MNotzel

lrs., Hannelore Hoppe

Mr., Peter Blntig

" Tel., No.s: 33.67.50

fmbassador, Permenent Representative of
the German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the German Democratic
Republic to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Deputy Head of Delegation

Ministry of National Defence

First Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Adviser

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Adviser

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Delegation of the Federal Republic cf Germany

Address:

*Dr. Gerhard Pfeiffer

*Dr. Norbert Klingler

*Mr. Helmut Miller
Dr. Wolfgang Rohr
Prof. Dr. Hellmut Hoffman

Pyof., Dr. Johannes Pfirschke

H*
Spouse present

28¢ chemin du Petit Saconnex, 1209 Geneva.

Tel, No.: 31.97.70
Ambassador

Head of Delegation of the Federal
Republic of Germany to the Committee on
Digarmament

Counsellor

Alternate Representative -~ Delegation of
the Federal Hepublic of Germany to the
Committes on Disarmament

Captain (Navy) - Military idviser -
Delegation of the Federal Republic of
Germany to the Committee on Disarmament

Second Secretary - Delegation of the
Federal Repablic of Germany to the
Committee on Disarmament

Adviser, Universities of Mainz and Wuppertal

- Adviser, Federal Ministry cf Defense
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Delegation of the Hungarien People’s Republic -
Address: 81 avenue de Champel, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No.: 46.03.23

*Dr. Imre Kémives Ambessador
Permancnt Representative of the Hungarian
People’s Rewublic to the United Natioms
Office at Geneva
Head cof Delsgation

Mr. Ferenc Gajda : - Counsellor
' Ministry of Foreign Affairs
MMr. Csaba Gyérffy _ Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
Pecple's Republic tc the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr. indrds Lakatos ' Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People’s Republic to the United Nations
. Office at Geneva
Dr. Elek Sebdk, Colonel Expert, Budapest

Dr. Gyorgy Szentesi, Colonel Expert, Budapcst

Delegation of India
Address: 9 rue de Valais, 1202 Geneva. Tel, No.: 32.08.59

*Mr. AP, Venkateswaran ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten-
’ tiary
Permanent Reprcsentative of India tc the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegetion

*}Mr. Shyam Saran First Secretary
Pormanent Missgsion of India to the United
Nations Office at Geneva
Altcrnate Representative

Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia
Address: 16 rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. Tel. No.: 45.3%3,50

Mr. Ch. .nwar Sani Ambassador, Special Advisor to the Minister
' for Foreign Affairs, Jakarta:s Head of
Delegation

Mr. Suryono Darusman Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten-
tiary of Indoncsia to Switzerland, Bern
Representative; Alternate Head of Delcga~

. tion

Mr. Mohamad Sidik Hinigter Counsellor
Permanent Missgicn of Indonesia to the
United lMations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

%
Spouse present
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Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia (contd.)

Mr. itnny Soeprapto

Mr. Indra Damanik

Mr. Samsul Hadi

Brigadier General Haryomataram
Colonel Féuzy Qasim
Liecutenant Colonel Achdiat W.

‘deutenant Cclonel Karyono

Delegation of the Tslamic Republic of Iran

Hddress: 28 chemin du Petit-Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No.:

Mr. Ahmad Jalali

¥Mr., Mostafa Dabiri

iMr. Djahangir fmeri

Colonel Hossein Sharifi

Mr. Touradj Afsar

Mdr. Jalil Zahirnia

Head of Sub-Directorate

Directorate for International Organizations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Alternate Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Hetions, ilew York

Alternate Representative

Head of Sezticn

Directorate for Internaticnal Organisations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
alternate Representative

Ministry of Defence and Sccurity, Jakarta

Advisor

Ministry of Defence and
Ldvisor

Security, Jakartae

Ministry of Defencec and Security, Jakarta

Advisor
Ministry of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Advisor

3%.,%0.04

fmbassador,

Permanent Representative of the Islamic
Republic of Iran to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Counszllox,

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations Office at
Geneve

First Secretary,
Permanent Mission ¢
of Tran to thzs Unit
Geneva

Joint Chiefs of Staff of the .ixrmed Forces
of the Islamic Republic of Ixan, Tcheran

Second Sccretary,

Permanent Mission cof the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Natiens Cffice at
Geneva '

Third Secrstary,

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Hations Officec at
Geneva
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Delegation of Italy ' .
Lddress: 10 chemin de 1'Impératrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.47.50

Mr. BEdoardo Speranza Undecr Scovetary for State
Ministry for Foreign iffairs
Head of Delegation (ex~officio)

“Mr. Vittorio Cordero di liontezemclo ambagsador
Permanent Represonvative to the
International Organisations in Geneva
dead of Dclegation

Ifr. intonio Ciarrapico Minister Plenipot

*17 tonti ary
Deputy Pormanent Representative
*Mr, Bruno Cabras Counsellox
Permanent Mission of Italy to the
International Organisations in Geneva
Mr. Mario Barenghi First Sccretary
Permancnt Missicn of Italy to the Inter-
national Organisations in Geneva
Mr. Ettore di Giovanni Captain (Navy), Bxpert
Major Tuigi Salazar ‘ Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Delegation of Japan
Address: 35 avenue de Bude, 1202 Geneva. Tel. Fo.: 33.04.03

*Mr. Yoshio Okawa Lmbagsador Bxtraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Leader of the Dclegation

*Mr. Magaji Takahashi Counsellor
' Permenent Delegaicn to the Committee on
Disarmement

Deputy Leader of the Delegaticn

*Mr. Masaki Konishi Director of the Disarmament Division
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

*Mr. Kenji Tanaka , Firat Scorciary
Permanent Delogation to the Committee on
Disarmament

*ir. Ryuichi Ishii Pirst Secretary

- ' Permanent Delegation to the Committee on

Disarmament

*r, Masaji Ichikawa : Research Official

' ’ Seismological Division
~ Japan Meteorological .gency, Tokyo
*1r. Takac Oshikawa Joint Staff

Defence igency, Tokyo

*Mr. Kunio 0Oda Official
Disarmament Division
United Nations Bureau
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

ko
Spouse present
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Delegation of Japan (contd ) . ' v
*Mr. Kango -Shimada First Secretary
Permancent Delegation to the Commlttce on
Disarmament ~
*Mr. Tsutomu Arei attaché

Permanent Delegation to the Committee on

Disarmament

Delegation of Kenya
isddresss Residence Ramada (Room 72), 34 rue de Berne, 1200 Geneva.
Tel. No.: 31.02.41 -

Mr. Simcon Shitemi Counsellor
Kenya Mission to the United Natioms, .
New York
Leader of the Delegation

Mr. George Njoroge Muniu First Secretary
Kenya Embassy, Bonn
Delegate

Delegation of Mexico
Address: 13 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. Wo.: 34.57.40

Mr. Alfonso Garcia Robles Ambasgsador
Permanent Represcntative of Mexico to
the Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Mrs. Zadalinda Gonzdlez y Reynero Counsellor, .Alternate Representative

*Mr, Claudec Heller Pirst Secretary, iAlternate Representative
(from 1 April 1981)

Mr, Miguel ingel Caceres First Secretary, Alternate Representative
(up to 31 March 1981)

Miss Maria dec los Angéles Romero : Sccond Secretary, idvisor

Miss Iuz Maria Garcia Secrctary to thc Delegation

*

Spouse present
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Delegation of the Mongolian People’s Republic o . o
~ddress: 4 chemin des Mollies, 1295 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel. No.s 74719074

*Dr. Dugersurengiin Erdembileg Ambassador
- ' : ) Permanent Representativc of the
Mongolian People’s Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

¥Mr, Tuvsandorjiin Bayart Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
Ulan Baatar

Mr. Sukh-Ochiryn Bold Permanent Mission of the Mongolian People's
Republic te the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Mr. Sh.Lkhashid Second Sicretary

Permanent Mission of the Mongolian
People's. Bepubllc to the United Nations
Office at Goheva

Delegation of the Kinzgdom 2f Mowrocco
sddresg: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Gencva. Tel. No.: 98.15.35

*Mr. 411 Skalli Ambassador
Pormanent ﬁeprecﬁntatlvc of Morocoo to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Mohamed Chraibi First Sccretary tc the Permanent Miséion
' of the Kingdom of Morocco to the United
Hations Officc at Geneva

Commander Mohamed irrassen Genecral Sccretary of the Government in
‘ ' Rabat
Mr. .bdelhamid Lakhouit o Seeretary of Foreign Affairs

Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
iddress: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.73.50
*Mr. Richard H. Fein asmbassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten~
tiaxry

Permanent Representative of the Kingdom
of the Netherlands to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

*
Spouse present
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Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands contd.)

Mr. Hendrik Wagenmakers

Dr. A.J.J. Ooms

Delegation of Nigeria

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

Deputy Head of Delegation

Expert (Chemical Weapons)

iddress: 32 chemin des Collombettes, 1211 Geneva 20. Tel. No.: 34.21.40/49

*Mr. Olu Adeniji
*Mr. M.B. Brimah
WMr. J,0. Coker
*Mr. W,0. ikinsanya

Mr, T. dguiyi-Ironsi

Delegation of Pakistan
isddress: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva.

My, Mansur Aihmad

*Mr, Mhnir akram

*Mr. Salman Bashir

J,(_
Spouse present

smbassador

Permanent Representative of Nigeria to
the United Wations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Counsellor

Permanent Missicn of Nigeria to the
United MNations Office at Geneva
Representative

Counselloxr

Permanent Mission of Nigerie to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Nigeria tc the
United HNations Office at Geneva
Representative

Tel. No.: 34.77.60

ambassador
Permanent Representative of Pakistan

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations 0ffice at Geneva

First Secretary
Pormanent Mission of Pzkistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Seccretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of Peru S
Address: 63 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva.

Mr., Felipe Valdivieso

¥Mr. iAlvaro de Soto
Mr. Juan furich
Mr,

Jorge Benavides

Mr. dugusto Thornberry

Delepation of the Polish Peoplc's Republic

address:

Tel. No.: 98.11.61

*Dr. Bogumi} Sujka-

“Mr. Bogdan Russin

Mr. StanisYaw Konik

Col. Janusz Ciafowicz :

*Mr. Tadeusz Strojwas

Mr. Kazimierz Tomaszewski

CTel. No.: 31.11.30/31.11.39

Lmbassador

Permanent Representative of Peru

to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Minister Ccunscllor
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secrctary
Permancnt HMission of Peru to the
United Neticns Office at Geneve

FPirst Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Sccretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Officc at Geneva

15 chemin de l'incienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex,; Geneva.

Ambassader,

Permanent Representative
United Hations Office at
Head of the Delegation

of Poland to the
Genova

Counscllor,
Permanent Revrcsentation of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Adviser to the Minister for Foreign .iffairs,
Varsaw

Ministry of Defonce;, Warsaw

First Secretary,

Permanent Rcopresentation of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Adviser, Ministry for Foreign Affairs,
Warsaw

Delegation of the Socialiét-Republic of Romania

Lddress: 6

ir, Mircea Malita

Mr. Ovidiu Ionescu

*
Spousc prosent

chemin de la Perriérc, 1223 Cologny, Geneva.

Tel. No.: 52.10.90
Ambassador, Permancnt Representative. of
the Socialist Republic of Romania to the
United Nations Officce at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Counsellox

Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romenia (contd.)

Mr. Teodor Melescanu

*Mr. Leon Toader

Mr. Mihai Bichir

Colonel Arcadie Sasu

FPirst Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Republic of Romania tc the United Nations
Oificc at Geneva

Second Sccretary

Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romonia to the Unitcd Nations Office at
Geneva

HMilitery Expert, Ministry of Hational Defence

Delegation of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka

Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.93.40

My. Tissa Jayakoddy

Mr. HM.G.S. Palihakkara

Delegation of Sweden

iddress: 62, rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva.

Mrs. Inga Thorsson

¥y, Curt Lidgard

*Mr. Lars Norberg

*Mr, Carl-Magnus Hyltenius

Hr. Hans Berglund

Mr. Georg Jindersson
Mr, Sturc Ericscn
Mrs. Gunnel Joning
Mrs. Ingrid Sundberg
Mr, Rune gngstrém
Mr. Gustav Ekholm

_X.
Spouse present

smbassador and Permanent Representative,
Permancent Mission of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary,
Permanent Mission of Sri ILanka to the
United Nations Ofifice at Geneva

Tel. No.: 34.36.00

Under-Sccrebary of State
Ministry for Foreign iffairs
Head of Delegation

Ambassador
Deputy Head of Delegation

Counselloer
Counsellor

Colonel
Military Adviser

Mcmber of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament

Hinister
Ministry for Foreign .iffairs
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Delegation of Sweden (contd.)

YMr., Ulf Ericsson ’ Ministexr-
Swedish Embassy Vienna
» Scientific 4idviscr
Dr. Johan Imndin National Defence Rescarch Institute
Scientific ddviser
Dr. Jan Prawitz : ’ Ministry of Defence
: Scientific Adviser
Dr. Ola Dahlman , National Defence Rescarch Imstitute
Scientific Adviser

Mr. Tars Erik De Geer National Defence Research Institute
Scientific J.dviser

Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socizlist Republics
sddress: 4 chemin du Champ de B1é, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva.
Tel., Wo.: 58,10.03 : .

Mr., V.L. Issraelyan Head of Delegaticn, Ambassador,
Momber of Collegium of the Ministry
of Forcign .iffairs, Representative
of the USSR to the Committee on
Disermament

“Mr. B.P. Prokofiev Deputy Head of Delegation, Envey,
Deputy Director, Department of
International Organisations, Ministry
of Foreign ..ffaire

*Mr. V.li. Semionov A Adviser, Ministry of Forcign .Lffairs
Mr. L.:. Naumov ' Adviser, Ministry of Forcign Affairs
Mr., T.F., Dmitrichev sdviser, Ministry of Foreign .iffairs
Mr. V.,P. Perfiliev adviser, Ministry of Foreign ~ffairs
Mr. L.S. Moshkov adviser, Ministry of Foreign affairs
Mr. V.M. Ganja ' Adviser, Colonel, Ministry of Defence
Mr. 4.P. Kouzhetsob Adviser, Ministry of Defence
Ir. V.V. Loshchinine Counsellior, Permenent Rcpresentation

of the USSR to the Gffice of the
United Nations and other Internmational
Organisations in Geneva

Mr. A.G. Doulyan Bxpert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr, Y.V, Kostenko Expert, Ministry of Foreign iAffairs
¥r, I.5. Shcherbakov BExpert

Mr. B.T. Sourikov Expert

Mr, G.4. Sokolsky Expert

Mr. V.F, Kouleshov Expert, .cademy of Science

S

Spouse present
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (contd.)

Mr. M.M, Ippolitov ixpert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.E. Belashov : Ixpert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.F, Pryakhin Bxpert, Hinistry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. S.B. Batsanov ' Bxpert, Ministry of Foreign iffairs
Mr, N.I. Chougouncv Expert

Mr. 4A.P. Koutepov | Bxpert

Mrs. L.V. Grachikova Expert; Ministry of Foreign sffairs
Mr. S5.H. Riukhine Expert, Ministry of Forcign ..ffairs

Delegation of the United Xingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
address:  37-39 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.38.00

Mr. David Summerhayes Ambassador
Head of Delegation
Mr, N.H, Marshall Counsellor

United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Mr, B. Noble ' Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Dr. .. Bebbington ' Chemical Defence Establishment
Ministry of Defence; Porton Down
Dr. T.D. Inch Chemical Defonce Bstablishment,

British Ministry of Dzfence

Mrs, J.1I. Link Sccond Seccretary
© Unitcd Kingdom Delegation to the Commlttbo
cn Discrmament

Mrs. C.i. Boots irms Control and Disarmament Department,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Delegation of the United States of imerica
sddress: Botanic Building, 1-3 .venuc de la Paix, 1202 Geneva.
Tel., No.: 32.63.16

*r. Charles C. Flowerrce lmbassadcer, Head of Delecgation,
United States Representative to the
Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Jigency

*Mr. Frank P. DeSimone Altemate Head of Delegation
Arms Control and Disarmement .agency

Mr., Lowell R. Fleischer Lltermate Head of Delegation
Lrms Crntrol and Disarmament Agency

Miss Katharine Crittcnbergex Adviser
' Arms Control and Disarrement agency

AL
Spouse present
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Delegation of the United States of Jmerica (contdLl

Dr. Robert Mikulak
*Dr. John Miskel
Mr. Warren Heckrotte

Mr. Charles G. Pcarcy

T

Hr. lManuel San;hes

Mr, Roger F. Scott

Miss Laura M. Shea

¥r. Jefferson E. Trenton
Mr. P. Prescott Ward

Mr. Harry Wilson

idviser

Arms Control and Disarmament Agency -
adviser

Department of Energy

adviser

Department of Inergy

Ldvisexr, Lt, Colonel, US., Organization
of the Joint Chicfs of Staff, Department
of Defensc .
sdviser, Colonel, US4, Joint Chiefs of
Staff, Department of Defense-

Adviser, Colonel USMC, Joint Chiefs of
Staff, Department of Defense

CAdviser

Arms Control and Disarmament lgency
Adviser, Major, USLEF, Office of the Secre-
taxy of Defense, Department of Defense
sdviser, .berdeon Proving Ground,
Department of Defense

adviser, Lt. Colonel, US.L, Organization
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Department
of Defensc

Members of the Delegation to the .d Hoc Group of Scicentific Experts to detect and

identify Seismic events:
Mr. Ralph filewine

Miss inn Kerr
Mr. Richard Morrow
Mr. Donald Springer

Mr. Lawrence Turnbull

Delegation of the Republic of Venczucla

Defense -dvanced Resecarch Projects igency
sdviser

Defense sdvanced Rescarch Projects hLgency
Adviser

Arms Control and Disarmament :gency
Adviser

Department of Energy

Adviser

Department of State
Adviser & '

addresss 22 chemin Francois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-3Saconnex, Geneva

Tel. No.: 98.26.21

Mr. .idolfe R. Taylhardat

Mr. Reinaldo Rodrigucz Navarro

.X.
Spousc present

imbassador

Permanent Represcntative of Venczuela
to the Buropean Community, Brussels
Head of Delegation

Ambassador

Permancnt Representative of Venezucla
to the United Notions Office.at Geneva
Head of Delegation
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Delecgation of the Republic of Venezuela (contd.)

Hr. Horacio .rtcaga Counseller
Ministry of Foreign affairs

Mrs. Romelia Mujica de idames First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuele to the
United Hations Office at Geneva

Miss Guillermina Da Silva Tirst Secr cuary
Ministry of Foreign Lffairs

Mr. Oscar Andrés iguilar Sccond Sceretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Cffice at Genova

Delogation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
Address: 5 chemin Thury, 1206 Geneva. Tel. Ho.: 46.44.33

Dr. Marke Vrhunec Ambagsador
Permanent Representative to the
United Naticns Office in Gencva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Miodrzg Mihajlovié Speciél Adviser in the Federal Secretariat
for Forcign .iffairs, Belgrade
Member of Delegation

Mr. Dragomir Djokié Chicf of Section for Disarmement in the
Department for Internaticnal Organisation
Tederal Sccretariat for Torecign iffairs,
Belgradce, Mcmber of Delegation

Mr. Branko Brankovid Counsellor
Permanent Mission in Yugceslavia to the
United Naticns Office in Gencva
Member of Delegation

Mr. Vliado Vojvodid Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Professor Milorad Radotié Bxpert (Radiclogical Weapons)

Declegation of the Republic of Zaire
fddress: 32 rue de 1'.théendd, 1206 Geneva. Tel. Fo.: 47.83,22

Mr. Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya Smbessador

Perranent Representative of il 2 C
Zeire to the United Naticns OfflCe in
¢
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Mr. N'Kongo Dontoni Bwanda

Mr. Longo B. Ndaga First Counsellcer
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Zaire
to the United Nations Office in Geneva,
Membor

Siormd Sacratary

Pernanent Mission of the Republic of Zaire
to the United Tations OIifice at Geneva,
Ilembor

o
&
&

Mr., Citoycn Osil
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