GOMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT 0 /228

Anpendix II,Vol. II
21 August 1981
ENGLISH

RE?ORT OF THZ CCrMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT

VOLUME I1

List and text of documents issued by the Committee on Disarmament

GE,81-65298






CD/167
26 March 1981

Original: ENGLISH

CANADA

VERTFICATION AND CONTROL REQUIREMCNTS FOR A
CHEMICAL ARMS CONTROL TREATY BASED CN AN
ANALYSIS OF ACTIVITIES

INTRODUCT ICN

There seems little doubt that most natione would prefer to see the end of chemical
weapons and of the threat of chemical warfare. Chemical weapons are not generally
integrated components of conventional arsenals and are not reccuired for normal
defensive purposes by any nation. Therc is no excuse for a nation pcssessing them to
avoid the timely negotiation of a protocol. Yet the Cormittee on Disarmament and its
predecessor, the CCD, have actively negoiiated for nearly 15 years without success.

The two Superpowers, the United States and the USSR, are the only nations thought
to possess significant quantities of chemical wespons, Since ncither needs them for
defensive purposes, except for retaliation in kind against the other, a disposal
formula which would preserve the relative security of each should be achievable. This
would remove the bulk of world chemical arsenals and the remaining nations would most
likely follow suit. However, even in direct bilatcrel negotiations, agreement has not
been possible, ) ) :

The major stumbling block appears to bz verification mechanisms which would assure
each Superpower that the promised weapon destructions in fact take place and that no
new weapons are produced. There is a distinet difference of opinion on the extent of
international involvement in verification activities and on the degree of intrusiveness
which must be allowed. This situation may be further strained if the reported
disparity in stocks continues or the United States decides io renew its capability with
binary weapons. The problem of verification involves political judgements, but it is
2lso a technical matter, and every effort should be made to ensure that technical
difficulties do not stand in the way of an agreement. '

In spite of the great variety of verification proposals that have been made over
the years, no clear agreement has bcen reached as to which should be implemented. To
assist in overcoming this block to agreement it should be feasible to systematically
review the technical requirements for verification for each basic activity to be
undertaken or banned. This should determine the minimum levels of verification
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necessary and in particular the minimum levels of intrusivencss which would be
unavoidable. It should then be possible to predict the type and levels of national
and international control which must be provided under o treaty.

The following is an attempt to provide an initial analysis of these factors. It
leads to suggested guidelines for national and international verification agenciesz.
4 general statement on control mechanisms tc which this analysis is related was
provided in a presentation tc the Ad Hoc Working Group on 27 June 1980 (CD113).

ACTIVITIES

From a survey of past proposals including previocus protocol drafts, there
appears to be general agreement that a treaty should require elimination of existing
chemical warfare agents, wecpons (including all means of delivery) and their means of
production, and it should ben the further development, production, acquisition,
retention or stockpiling of chemical agents and weapons. The Geneva Protocol bans
"use", however it is subject to conditions with respect to retaliation and its scope
is not clear. To settlc these matters and to deal with the problems of dual purposec
agents and binary components, a further ban on "use" should also be included in a new
treaty, and verification mechanisms for use are assessed in this analysis. This leads
to a list of basic activities which will require some form of monitoring and
verification., They fall into two groups, activities which must be undertaken, and
those which must be banned. :

A, Activities to be Undertaken and Monitored

L. Declaration of existing agent and chemical weapon production
facilities including specific sites.

2. Declaration of existing agent and weapon stocks including storage
sites and numbers.

3. Dismantling of existing production facilities.
4., Destruction of existing agent and weapon stocks.,

B. Activities to be Banned and Verified

5 Development of new agent/weapon systems.

6. Construction or conversion of new agent or weapon (means of delivery)
production facilities.

T Production of chemical agents.

8. Retention, stockpiling or other acquisition of chemical agents and
weapons.

9. Offensive military training or other activities in preparation
for undertaking chemical warfare.

10. Use of chemical weapons for war purposes including dual purpose
agents and binary components.
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FPcr the purpose of the following anelysis, a comprenensive definition of chemical
ents such as that given in CD11 which includes the use of a toxic effect on
9
lants, animals or man in warfare, has been assumed,
9 9

ANATYSIS OF ACTIVITY REQUIREMENTS FOR VERIFICATTCN AND COWTROL

A Activities to be Undertaien and llonitored

1. Declaration of existing agent and chenical weapon production facilities including
snecific gites, Should any nation declare production facilities for agents or

weapons, their existence would not likely be doubted. Remote confirmaticn of the
declaration may be posazible by "National Technical Means" (satellite) which is
available to the Superpowers hut not to others. No other tcchnical means of
verification would be in place at that time. To provide a minimum confirmation to -all
nations, some on-site visits would be nccessary. An inspection team including national
and international personnel (non-technical) would be required to meet within the
declaring nation, select one doclared site at random, and visit it to confirm the
accuracy of the declarstion. Visivs to all declared sites would be highly desirable,
but not essential. Such on-~site inspection should not put the host nation at risk,
since it is unlikely that site or process information beyond that released in the
original declaration would be observed. In fact, the visit should serve to demenstrate
the good faith of that nation to the world,

2. Declaration of existing agent and weapon stocks including storage sites and
numbers, Verification requirements would be identical to those for production
facilities., A random visit by non--technical staff to confirm weapon quantitics at

one sitc would be an essential minimum requirement, This should include both national
and international personnel. The deliberatc non-declaration of some existing stocks
(or production facilities) would be a violation of the agreencnt, but this could not
be detected by any technical means including on-sitc visits, and meanc to do so

should not be required of a treaty. Cover-ups might be cxposed by "National Technical
Means" which would then requirc a challenge mechanism. Hidden stocks would also be
covered by bans on rctention and stockpiling and eventually on use of chemical

weapons in warfare and would be subject to verificotion mechanisms required bto monitor
those activities.

3. Dismantling of existing production facilities. All production facilities for
agents and weapons should bhe dismantled. General agreement scems to have beon

reached that conversion to other us¢s would generally not be cost offective and in
nany instances would not be practical., Dismantling is also the only way to ensure that
the facilities could not be rapidly roconverted to agent production and it eliminates
the requirement for continued verification of the site. While dismantling toxic agent
plants may be hazardous, it should nct be technologically complex. It is suggested
that any nation declaring such facilities should be able 4o dismantle them within

five years. It may be possible to obscrve dismantling by satellite (national

technical means) but by no other remotec mcans. Satisfactory international verification
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can only be achieved by visits. As a minimum, one site could again be randomiy
selected for inspection by o combined national and international team (non—technlcal)
at the end of the five years. Alternatively all declared sites might be visited at
the end of the five years. Inspection -mce a year would bc more desirable butb no
essential. No sampling woulcd be required. A declaration announcing completion of
the task, confirmed by the inspecvors, might be oxpected from cach nation at o

five year review conference. Failurc to complete the task in five years should not
constitute a violation of the treaty, if the nation could show that the procecss was
well underway ond proceeding on a definite schedule. However, a netion requiring
such an extension of time might be required to admlu international inspectors to its
sites on a semi-annual basis thercafter.

4, Destruction of existing agcnt ¢ end weapon stocks. Onc approach to this problem
night be to accept non-verification assuming that any nation admitting to the
possession of CW agents and weapons in a declaration. would be compelled to destroy
them, Monitoring would be carried out by national agencies, however a few
international visits to the site might perhaps be arranged by the nation in question
for publicity purposes. - "

If such non-verification of stock destruction is considered inadequate for
treaty purposes, then a much more intrusive and technical means would be reguired.
Technically, the United States may represcnt the most difficult verification case due
to the extreme containment recquired by its environmental protection laws. Fortunately
suitable technology has been develoned for the CAMDS _/ systen and has been released
internationally. This or similar contained systems may also be used by other nations.
Because of the containment, remote systems including national technical means or
black box monitors will not verify the actual destruction of agents. Even periodic
visits to storage and destruction sites, with sampling, will not censure that
stockpiles are being completely destroyed (rather than being moved to another hidden
site). Monitoring of the process must be virtually continuous with periodic spot
sampling and analysis., Inspection tcams must be adequately trained, have access to
laboratory space, and at lcast somc members nust be from the international community.

There has been general agrecment that stock destruction would require ten years
and this has been confirmed in rcports of United States/USSR bilateral discussions
(CD48). As a suggested schedule, the first five years night be allowed for building .
of destruction plants after which stocks could be destroyed at the rate of 20 per cent
per year. This would allow retention of weapon ratios till destruction was completed.

B. Activities to be Banned and Verified

5. Development of new agent/weapon systems. Nations with current stocks will
already have developed weapons and would require little further work. However
development activitiecs could be readily hidden and it would be very difficult to
separate work of offensive intent from that for legitimate defensive purposes.

%/ CAMDS - chemical agent and runition disposal.
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Ltmospheric testing might be detected by romote mcons but the use of remote detection
systerig by international agenéicsi-againsy a specific nation would be tantamount to '
an accusation. t would alsc he very cxpensive. These activities may be routincly
monitored and reported by nationel agencies, but the only international activities
which seem feasible would be in response to challenge mechanisms.

6. Construction or conversion of now agent or weapon (means of delivery)

production facilities. The construction cf now chemical plants or the conversion

of existing plants to new functions will occur continuously in most nations. Similar
activities will occur with runitions plants. The intent to.use new or converted plants
for chemical warfare purpoges connct possibly be verified.dved with on-site inspections,
These activities may be nonitorcd nationally, but roubine. international verification

for this activity does not appear to be feasible under a treabys However, it would
be necessary in responsce to challenge mechanisns.

T Production of chemical agents. The banning of this activity is a key problem
for chemical arms control verification and a technical solution is.very complex dug
to the wide variety of chemicals which mey be involved. Proposals over the past

15 years include analysis of economic and production data and a variety of remote,
near—-site and on-site observations involving sampling and anelysis. A number of
visits to industrial sites, carried out to determine if clandesbine agent

nanufacture could be carricd out in existing plonts,have lead to the cenclusion that
the highly toxic single purpose agents would require special containment not normally
available. Inspection, if it includes some sampling, would readily demonstrate the
production or non-production of bamed chemicals and would not result in compromise
of commercial information. Water sampling dowmstream from a chemical facility should
reveal nerve agent production, even from a high containment plant, but may not he
suitable for all other agents. It is unlikely that rcmote air sampling downwind

from a high containment plant would be successful. Routine monitoring of chemical
plants in all nations including inspections might be feasible for naticnal control
agencies, but would be beyond the capabilitics of an international agency without a
large number of inspectors. In addition, it would be ncarly impossible to verify
intent for production of dual purpose naterials even when it appears therc were
greater amounts being produced than nceded for pcaceful purposcs.

It is concluded that it would be very difficult to provide verification of the
non-production of banned materials on a routine basis by an intermational agoncy and
that a satisfactory minimum interational assurance might be provided by a structured
information exchange and response to challenge nechanisms. On-site challenge
inepections will require experts and the sampling eand analysis of waste water and
air effluents as well as process products. Routine inspections and reporting of
accurate data on chemical manufacturing within a nation should be carried out by
national agencies.,
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8. Retention, stockpiling or other acquisition »f chemical agents and weapons.
This activity is closely associated with agent production, although the treaty
wruld alse ban the transfer of chemical agents and weapons from one nation to
another. Stockpiles once acquired could be readily hidder, especially if ther
involve binary muniticonz. Even with routins on-site inspections, verification
would be very difficult. International measures, other than information exchange
might therefore be limited to challenge mechenigms. Experts and gampling would
be required for on-site inspections.

9. Offensive military training or other activities in preparaticn fer
undertaking chemical warfare. It has been generally agreed that defensive
activities should not be banned and as a result an aggressive intent will be
very difficult to verify. While offensgive military activities should be
included in the ban, international monitoring could be limited to informal
exchanges and responses to challenge situations.

10. Use of chemical weapons for war purpcses including dual purpose agents

and binary components. In many instances the effccts of chemical agents used in
war will be apparent and verification will be provided by the antagonists.
However in some instances involving isclated battles or limited wars and
insurrections in remote areas few outside observers will be present and reports
of clandestine use of chemicals must be carefully weighed by the international
community. If reports are substantial, then the nations involved should be
requested to allow samples to be taken at the site by international inspectors
within 48 hours of an event if possible so that the use or non-use of chemical
weapons could be verified.

SUMMARY OF VERIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.

Through this analysis of specific activities it isg apparent that remote
detection, as might be available through 'mational technical means" or at
considerable expense to an international verification agency, may be sufficient
to arouse suspicions which could lead to challenge situations, but is not likely
to be sufficieni to demonstrate non-comp iance with a treaty. To provide
assurance and security for all nations, some on-site inspections would be
necessary although it would seem that these occasions should not be an unbearable
intrusion. In most instances such on-site visits could be to the distinct
advantage of the nation being inspected.

To verify initial declarations and the dismantling of preduction plants, on-
site inspections would require the presence of some international personnel though
not necessarily technical experts. For the activities te be banned including
development, production, stockpiling and use, the provision of technical means
of verification on a routine basis by an international agency would pose
overwhelming logistic difficulties. Information and data on these activities
should be routinely exchanged through an international vorification agency but
on-site inspection could be limited *to unilateral invitations or challenge
situations. For challenge inspections, appropriate experts must be involved
and some sampling must be permitted. For the desiruction of declared stockpiles
intrusion will be greatest as guaranteed verification will require continuous on-
site monitoring with periodic sampling and analysis by expert international
inspectors.
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IMPLICATIONS FOR NATIONAL AND INTERNATLONAL VIRIFICATION AGENCIES
A, NATIONAL AGENCIES

On the basis of this analysis each signatcry would be required to maintain
a national verification group. This need nct ve a separase permanent group
established especially for this purpose, but could be an oxisting government
agency with an envirommental or health contrel Munction. It would need access
%0 a selection of inspection personnel both technical and non-technical, but they
need not be on permanent staff unless a variety of sites require roubine periodic
visits. The national agenzy would be responsible for all routine monitoring
requircd by the treaty and for the provision of data anl other pertinent
infermation to the international control azconcy for exchanze, If on-~site visits
and sampling were required either auteomatically for some activities or by challenge
for others, all arrangements within the nation should be provided by the national
agency. Whenever samples were to be taken this should be dene in triplicate using
standardized techniques so that they could be analysed nationally as well as
independently in twe designated laboratories clscwhore.

B. INTERNATIONAL ACGENCIES

For the international verification measures indicated in the preceding sections,
technical or non-technical inspectors would be required for most activities;
however the level of employment would not warranc placing these individuals on the
permanent staff of an intermational agency. The mest logical approach would be for
each signatory to nominate one technical and one non-technical inspector who would
then be available when needed. Similarly signatories could be encouraged though
not required to designate a national laboratory where the analysis of samples could
be carried out by standardized techniques on request.

On this basis an international verification agency need consist only of a
supervisory (consultative) committee at the political level which would meet
periodically or in response to a challenge, supported by a small secretariat, The
committee would determinc the verification measures to be carried out and
arrangements would be made through tre Secreivariat which would also provide for
routine measures. From the foregoing anslysis it is clear that much of the
verification emphasis will be placed on challenge mechanisms and the treaty must

specify them in scme detail.
CONCLUSIONS

I analysis of verification requirements based on specific activities to be
wndertaken or banned under a treaty has sugrested that the minimum leveéls needed
for adequate assurance to the international community are not extensive and should
be achievable by available means. However, it is clear thatl remote technical
means will not provide the necessary measures and for most activities some form of
on-site inspection will provide the only realisvic evidence of compliance. For
only one activity, stockpile destruction, inspections have to involve a significant
level of intrusiveness. In all cases, [or publicity purpcses, inspections should
be to the advantage of the nation being inspected unless that nation has been
guilty of non-compliance, or for some other uncxplained rcason denies an inspection.
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fn international verification agency wi 111 require only a concrolllnt
(consultative) committes at the political level supborte by a small secretariat,
with inspectors dravn from nominees provided by each signatory. National agencies
will be required to provide most routln* monitoring and would collect data within

the nation for exchange.

It is hoped that this analysis of verification factors on the beasis of
activities has provided scme ingight into the minimum levels essential for
international assurance of compliance with a chemical arms treaty and appears to
heve provided uvseful guidelines for the cstablishmen® of naticnal and international
verification agencies, '
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Prohibition of Chemical Veapons:
on the Definition of Chemicgl Varfare Agents

3

3

It is generally held that chemical weapons zre composed of three elements:

L. The chemical warfare agent which produces e direct toxic eifect on the targﬁt.
2. 'The chemical munitions or devices which are filled with the chemical varfare
agents and digsperse them into a combat state. 3, The lsunching zystem or means
of delivery which sends such munitions or devices filled with the chemical warfare
agent to the area of the target. The main element of the three is the chemical
warfare agent, since the most essential difference between chemical weapons and
conventional or other weapons liegs in the former's reliance on the toxic effects of
chemical warfare agents to produce lethal and injurious capabilities.

Chemical warfare agents should fomm the central contents for negotiations. In
elaborating the Convention, it is imperative to first clearly ascertain the
definition of chemical warfare agents. This definition will have a bearing on the
scope and content of the prohibition, methods and means of verification, and will
affect the solution of a whole geries of problems including the destruction of
chemical weapong and dismantling of producticn facilities. Therefore, it is
necessary to carry out serious discussions on the guestion of the definition of
chemical warfare agents, in order to reech a consensus at the earliiest date.

Many delegations have already exprcssed their points of viecw in different forms
on the question of definition of chemical wvarfare agents, and have advanced quite a
number of useful proposals. In our view, it would not be difficult to draw up a
scientific and generally acceptable definition of chamicol warfare agents, on the
basis of the reasonable portions of various viewpoints and proposals advanced in
the CD.

In accordance with its basic position of the completc prchibition and total
destruction of chemical weapons, the Chinesge delegation is of the view that in
detemining a definition of chemical varfere agents, account should be taken of its
comprehensivencss and accuracy. Its comprehensivencss is designed to ensure that
all chemical varfare agents vhich ought to be prohibited are in fact prohibited, and
not leave any loopholes which can be used for violations of the convention, its

accuracy is designed to avoid the prohibition of chemical substances which ought not

GE.81-60972
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to be prchibited, as if they were chemical warfare agents, ag this would have an
adverse effect or the development of industrial and agricultural production and on
scientific and technological progress.

Basing ourselives on above considerations, and having dravm upon the reasonable
portions of the provosals made by 2ll sidas, we wish to make 2 preliminary proposal
on the definitior of chemiczl warfore agents for the exploration of delegetions.

e propose the following defihition for chemical warfare agents:

@

All chemical substances which axe developed, produced, stockpiled and uged for

hostile purposes, and whoszse toxic effects sre uged fo interfers with or degtroy the

nomal fuactiong of wan, snimal and plant in such a woay @s to lead *c death, temporary

incapacitation or permanent injiury, rcgardlesc of whether these poisonous effects

occur immediately or in delayed fashion, and regardless of the origin and method of

manufacbture of these substances, should all be congidered chemical warifare agents.

In accordance with above fomulation of the definition, chemicel werfare agents
specifically include:

(1) Single-purpose chemical warfare agents: including lethal agents,
incapacitating agents and blister agents.

(2) Dual-purpose chemical warfare agents: i.e, dual-purpose chemical subsbances
which have already been developed into weapons (such as those which have filled
munitions and whose quantity stockpiled no longer indicates use for peaceful purposes.)
Exempless vphosgene, hydrogen cyanide, etc. irritant agents and anti-plant agents.

(3) Potential chemical warfare agents: these are chemical substances which have
not yet been used 2s chemical warfare agents but which, because of their toxicity and
physical and chemical charachterigtics can be or may be used as chemical warfare agents,
e.g. dioxin, bicyclic phosphorous esters etc. This category of substances should be
monitored, in order to prevenf their development inte chemical warfare agents.

Here we are using the term "potential chemiozl warfare agents" to replace the
temn 'chemical agents" used in some documents, since we consider the temm "chemical
agents" too broad in its meaning ana does not accurately express the relatiénship
between it and chemical warfare agents. The term "potential chemical warfare égents",
however, does more accurately reflect the concept vhich we wish to express.

(4) Precursors of chemical warfare agents: these themselves are not chemical
warfare agents, but in the course of the use of two or more than two of this type of
chemical substances, a reaction can be caused, thus producing a chemical warfare agent.

(5) Biochemical warfare agents: these rcfer to other natural poisons used as
wvarfare agents not>yet included in other relevant conventions, and other substances
gimilar to natural poisons or their active pieces which have been artificially

synthesized or semi-gsynthesized.
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Tt ig clear from the above definition and its specific content that:

(1) Te definition proposed brings within its scope 211 chemical varfare agents.

(2) The definition proposed embodies the principle of using mainly the general-
purpose criterion but combining it with the toxicity criterion. That is to say,
that chemical werfare agents must possess some degree of toxicity, but toxic
substances are not necessarily all chemical warfarc agents. Therefore even thougn

toxicity is an important criterion of chemical warfare agents, it is not the only
criterion; whether or not a substance is a chenical warfarc agent, should nainly
depend on whether it is used for "hostile purposes'. This is alsc the main
indication for distinguishing dual-purpose chemical warfarc agents.

(3) The definition proposed also reflects the scope of activities to be
prohibited —- that is all the stages of the entire process from the development right
up to the use of chemical warfare agents. Some chemical substances can be detemmined
as being chemical warfare agents, only when they are connected with certain specific
activities, e.g. substances such ag phosgene, hydrogen cyanide can be clearly
identified as chemical warfare agents only when they have filled munitions and
developed into weapons, whereas irritants would be included as substances to be
prohibited only when they are utilized on the battlefield. Proceeding from this
characteristic of chemical warfare agents, it can also be clearly seen why in any
convention prohibiting chemical weapons, the prohibition of use is an issue which

carnot be evaded,
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Dismantling of Production Facilities/Means of
Production for Chemical Wcapons

One of the most important measures for the complete prohibition and total
destruction of chemical weapons and the prevention of chenmical warfare is the
prohibition of producing chenical weapons and the dismantling of their existing
production facilities/means of production. This is because the industrial production
of chemical weapons accounts for the most crucial link among the various activities
ainmed at the attainment of chemical warfarc capability and the use of chemical
weapons, il.c. development, production, stockpiling, acquisition and transfer of
chemical weapons. Only those countries which can produce chemical weapons on a
certain industrial scalc are able to stockpile and transfer thosc weapons as well as
to cngage in chemical warfare. This has heon proven by the history of the two
World Wars. Therefore, the Chinesc Delegation is of the opinion that:

1. The convention for theprohibitian of chemical wcapons, besides prohibiting
in clear terms the production of chemical weoavons, should stipulate the total
dismantling of all types of their production facilities/hoans of production, rather
than the shutting down and the conversion of these facilitics. The Chinesc Delegation
has already indicated in Vorking Paper CD/102 that "shutting down the facilitics for
the production of chemical weapons or converting them to peaceful production is not
the best approach'". The measures ol converting the production facilitics for chemical
wcapons to peaceful usc is loaded with the potential risk of their reconversion, since
the plants thus converted can easily be reconvertcd to the production of chemical
weapons and this will increasc the work load of verification and make it nore
difficult., If it is argucd that the dismantling of production facilities for chemical
vweapons could take years, and that an interim neasure is required, we can agrce to
consider the use of the nethod of shutting down the facilities as an auxiliary

neasurc of supervision.

GE.81-60978
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2. The convention for the prohibition of chemical weapons should alsc provide
for limitations and dispositions regarding dual-purpose plants. Therc may be plants
which have been designed and Built originally fer the purpssc of producing chemical
warfare agents, but during peace tine arc producing products for civilian usc. In
such cases, the entire dual-purpose planis or sone of their units should be
dismantled, if they or their units arc identificd as production facilitics for
chenical warfare agents, rcgardless vhether theoy arc engaged or not actually in
producing chemical warfarc agents; whether they arc independent plants for the
production of chemical warfare agents or just units producing chemical warfere agents
in a large chemical complex., This is because the facilities and conditions of those
plants exist %o meet the requirement of producing chemical warfare agents, and they
arc ready to produce them abt any time. If these plants produce products of civilian
use, this might be a camouflage to cover up the production of chemical warfare agents
or intended to make use of surplus production capacity of these plants. If such
conversion is pernmitted, it will legalize thesc dual-purpose activities and thus
offer an opportunity to the violators of the convention.

3. The convention for thc prohibition of chonical weapons should pay special
attention to the problen of dismantling the munition-filling facilities for the
nanufacture of chemical weapons. This is because of the fact that although the
chenical warfare agents constitute fthe nucleus and the basis of the three components
of chemical weapons, namely: chenical warfarc agents munition and launching systen,
yet to make these agents weapons usable in warfare, it is nccessary to fill them into
munitions which are capable of dispersing them into combat state. This iz a salient
feature, the presence cr the absence of which determines whether a dusl-purpose
substance is being used for military purpose. These runition filling facilities are
very often specifically designed. It is difficult to convert them to peaceful uses,
Therefore, all these facilities should be totally dismantled and strict verification

should be applied to their dismantling.
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IETTER DATED 26 MARCH 1981 ADDRESSED TO THE CHATRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE CN
DISARMAMENT FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF INDIA TRANSMITTING
EXTRACTS FROM THE SECTION ENTITLED "REVIEW OF THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION"
CONTAINED IN THE NEW DELHI DECLARATION ISSUED AT THE CONCLUSION OF THE
MINTISTERIAL CONFERENCE OF NON-ALIGNED COUNTRIES HELD IN NEW DELHI FROM

9 TO 13 FEBRUARY 1981

I have the honour to request Your Excellency, in accordance with the rules of
procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, to include as an official document of the
Committee, the enclosed extracts from the section entitled "Review of the
International Situation" contained in the New Delhi Declaration issued at the
conclusion of the Ministerial Conference of Non-Aligned Countries held in New Delhi
from 9 February to 13 February 1981, as a Consensus Document.

These extracts are of particular relevance to the work of the Committee on

Disarmament since they reflect the joint hopes and aspirations of countries of the
Non~-Aligned Movement from the continents of Asia, Africa, Latin fmerica and Europe.

Yours sincerely,

(Signed) A.P. Venkateswaran
Ambassadorf
Permanent Representative

GE.81-61044
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Following are the extracts from the Section entitled "Review of the International
Situation" from the New Delhi Declaration of the Ministerial Conference of
Non-Aligned Countries held from 9 to 1% February 1981, in New Delhi, India.

REVIEY OF THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

(paragraphs numbered as in the original Deolaration)

31. Reviewing the international situation, the Ministers observed with grave concern
that they were meeting at a critical moment of deterioration in intermational
relations. Since the Sixth Conference of Heads of State or Government held in
Havana in September 1979, which had drawm attention to the complex and dangerous
situation existing in the world, the international situation had so sharply
deterlorated as to threaten the very survival of humanity. The crisis in the
process of détente hed once agein posed a serious threat to world peace and stability.
The rivalry among great Powers had intensified; +the competition for spheres of
influence continued for perpetuating and expanding relations of domination and
exploitation, The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, had escalated to
new levels of irrationality and there had been a resurgence of the Cold War, Forces
hostile to the emancipation of peoples continued to infringe the independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of countries and the right of peoples under
alien and colonial domination to self-determination and independence. There had been
increasing recourse to the use, or threat of use, of force, military intervention,
occupation and interference, in violation of the United Nations Charter and
international law. Thus focal points of aggreqs1on and tension, particularly in the
Middle East, Africa, particularly southern Africa, South-West Asia, South-East Asia,
the Carlbbean and Central America continued to exist, while new conflicts among
States further aggravated the international situation. The continued intransigence
of the developed countries has further aggravated the inequalities and injustices of
international economic relations. Expressing their concern over these developments,
especially at the acts of intimidation and aggression as well as the measures of
political and ecoromic coercion directed —.gainst the non-alined countries, the
Ministers reiterated the call for appropriate co-ordination and collective action to
oppose such threats to the sovereignty, territorial integrity, independence and
security of non-aligned countries, the right of all States to freely choose their
political, economic and social systems without hindrance or pressure, the right of
peoples under alien and colonial dominetion to self-determination and independence;
and to support the struggle of national liberation movements. The developments had
confirmed that the unfaltering struggle of countries and peoples for freecdom and
independence, which represents the main trend in the contemporary world, cannot be
stopped by force, The Ministers considered that the achievement of international
security for all peoples and nations could be realized only by efforts aimed at
changing international relations as a whole. They reitereated their conviction that
the easing of international tensions cannot be bhased on the policy of balance of
force, spheres of influence, rivalry between power blocs, militery alliances and the
accumulation of armaments, particularly nuclear weapons, and the relaxation of
tension camnot be fully ensured without the active participation of non-aligned
countries in vital decisions affecting world peace and security on the basis of
equality. The Ministers called for dissolution of military blocs or pacts, militaxy
alliances and their interlocking arrangements conceived within the context of
conflicts between great Powers, and withdrawal of foreign military bases and military
forces to achieve a global reduction of international tension, the benefits of which
should be extended to all regions of the world.
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32. The greatest peril facing the world today is the threat of destruction as a
result of nuclear war. The actions of the nuclear-wespon States, which are engaged
in a nevw and frenzied round of the nuclear arms race, have created a situation in
which mankind secas to have been condemncd to live in the ghadow of nuclear
annihilation, Attempts were being made by some nuclear-weapon States to promote the
highly dangerous concept of limited nuclear war and to minimize the distinction
between nuclear and conventional weapons. At the same time, the so~called '"balance
of deterrence" among the great Powers had not prevented their involvement in regional
conflicts. The competition in deterrence has not, in any way, afforded a dependable
device for averting the impending catastrophe. It has only heightened the nightmare
of uncertainty and fear which characterizes international relations today, because
the arms race stems particularly from the persistent recourse to the use of force in
order to maintain the status quo in international relations. There is only cone real
deterrent, namely mankind's desire to survive, As unrelenting protagonists of world
peace, therefore, the non-aligned countries have to co-ordinate their actions so as
to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race with a view eventually to bringing about the
complete elimination of nuclear weapons from the arsenals of States.

3%3. The desire to survive is shared by people all over the world, including those of
the nuclear nations. - There appears to be no other force, save the force of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries capable of taking initiatives to deal with this
alarming situation. The Ministers expressed their belief that the most effective way
to eliminate the threat of a nuclear war, pending the achievement of nuclear
disarmament, was to prohibit the use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons. The
Ministers recognized the reluctance of nuclear-weapon States to agree to an
international convention banning the use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons. They
were of the view, however, that a new international instrument, along the lines of the
Geneva Protocol of 1925, which prohibited the use of chemical and bacteriological
weapons and which had now become an accepted nom in international law; covering
nuclear weapons could provide a satisfactory answer.

34. The Ministers declared that the most effective assurance of security against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons was nuclear disarmament and prohibition of the
use of nuclear weapons. The nuclear-weapon States must refrain from any sctivity in
the nuclear field which would jeopardize the sccurity and well-being of the peoples of
non-nuclear-veapon States. The nuclear-weapon States have the obligation to
guarantee that the non-nuclear-weapon States will not be threatened or attacked with
nuclear weapons. They noted with satisfaction thet proposals on that subject had
been submitted to the Committee on Disarmament, and that there had been no objection
in principle in the Commititee to an international convention to assure non-nuclear—
weapon States.

35. The Ministers affirmed that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on
the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the reglon concerned
constituted an important disarmament measure.

36. The establishment of such zones in different parts of the world should be
encouraged with the ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclcar
weapone. In the process of establishing such zones, the characteristics of each
region should be taken into account. The States participating in such zones should
undertake to comply fully with 2ll the objectives, purposes and principles of the
agreements or arrangenents establishing the zones, thus ensuring that they are
genuinely free from nuclear weapons.
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37. Even the limited agrcement on strategic arms control betwveen the two most
heavily armed nuclear-weapon States remzined unratified because of the policy of
negotiating from positiong of strength. The Ministers further deplored the fact
thot in dramatic contrast to the abject poverty in vhich two-thirds of the world's
nopulation lives, the intemational community, and particularly the nuclear-iveapon
Statez and their allies, squandered up to hundreds of billions of dollars amually
on cxpenditurc on armanments. The lack of progress in disarmoment and the upward
spiral in the amms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, had further aggravated
internailional tensions and impeded the realization of the purvose and principles of
the United Nations Charter, and the objectives of the First Disarmament Decade.

38, The Ministers noted with regret that the decisions adopted at the

tenth special session of the United Nations General Assembly have not yet been
implemented, owing to the lack of political will of some major milifary Povers.
They called upon all States, particularly the nuclear-weapon Stetes, urgently to
implement these decisions so as to achieve more repid progress in the field of real
and genuine disarmanent, They elso emphasized the importance of the forthcoming
second special session of the Generol Asgembly of the United Nations devoted to
disarmament, to be held in 1982, and expressed their determination to work towards
its success so that a process of genuine digarmament, particularly in the nuclear
field, could be initiated.

41. The Ministers expressed greve concern over the groving build-up of great power
military presence in the Indien Ocean area. The Ministers noted that despite the
cxpressed vishes of the littorsl and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean, military
activity in all fomms and manifestations of the great Powers in the Indian Occan area
had intensgified and that there had been a2 marked deteriorztion in the climate of
peace and security in the area. They further noted that the concept of the
Indian Ocean as & zone of peace, as contzined in the 1971 United Nations Declaration
(United Nations General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971) and as
considered at the meeting of the littoral and hinterland Stotes of July 1979, as well
as at the subsequent meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indion Ocean, was being
systematicolly nullificd by this escalation of military preparations by the great
Powers. The Ministers, seriously concerrcd at the dengerour tension in the area
ceused by the expansion of existing foreign bases, military irnstollations, logistical
supply facilities, the disposition of nuclear weapons and weapons of mass destruction,
as well as the search for new base facilities, warned of the dangers of any actions
hat would provide pretexts for the intervention or the presence of the great Povers
in the crea. They also reaffimmed their determination to work for the success of the
Conference on the Indian Ocecan, scheduled to be held in Sri Tanka in 1981, to achieve
tee objectives of the conccpt of tue Indian Occen as a zone of peace, and fo this end
urged all great Powers and other major maritime users to participate in the Confercnce
in a constructive spirit, and to start a process of reducing their military prescnce
in the Indian Ocean area meonwhile.
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I. Introduction

1. At the 116th meeting on 19 March 1981, the Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament, in his statement concerning the further activities of the Committee on
agenda items 1 and 2, requested the Secretariat to prepare a tabulation. of all
proposals on nuclear disarmament submitted since the General Assembly's first
special session devoted to disarmament held in 1978, to be complemented subsequently
by a similar tabulation of all proposals on nuclear disarmament submitted between
the establishment of the United Nations in 1945 and the holding of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1978.

2. In accordance with that request, the Secretariat has prepared the first
tabulation. It presents proposals submitted to the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted fo disarmament; proposals submitted to the Committee on
Disarmament since 1979; relevant recommendations contained in the resolutions of

the thirty-third, thirty-fourth and thirty~fifth sessidns of the General Assembly
transmitted to the Committee on Disarmament by the Secretary-General; relevant
documents submitted to those sessions of the General Assembly; and proposals submitted
to the Disarmament Commission in 1979 and 1980.

3. The tabulation includes references to the question of effective intermnational
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of -nuclear weapons because, although that question constitutes a separate item on
the Committee's agenda, in many contexts it appears as an element of proposals
concerning nuclear ueapons.
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II. Proposals submitted to the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmement */

Proposals of the Soviet Union on practical measures for ending the arms race

(A/S-10/AC.1/4).

4, The Soviet Union advocated a programme aimed at the cessation of any further
guantitative and qualitative building of arms and armed forces of States uith a
large military potential, which, inter alia, included the folloving proposals:

(a) The cessation of the production of all types of nuclear veapons and the
gradual reduction of stockpiles until their complete elimination.

(b) The prevention of the spread of nuclear vieapons.

(c) The establishment of nuclear-ueapon-free zones in various regions of
the uvorld.

(3) The non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States vhere
there viere no such veapons at present.

(e) After an agreement on the limitation of strategic offensive arms had been
concluded, efforts in that direction should be continued vithout delay. They should
lead to a substantial decrease in the levels of strategic offensive arme and to a
further limitation of their qualitative improvement on the basis of the principle
of equal security for both sides and uith due account for all the related factors.

(f) The complete and general prohibition of nuclear-veapon tests.

(g) The limitation and subsequent reduction of military activities in the
Indian Ocean. Immediately following the conclusion of an agreement on the
"freezing'" or "stabilization" of military activities in the Indian Ocean at the
present levels, talks should be held on the drastic reduction of such activities,
including the dismantling of foreign military bases. Thus, the idea that the Indian
Ocean should be turned into a zone of peace viould be largely implemented. In addition,
the Soviet Union declared that it uvould never use nuclear veapons against those
States uvhich renounced the production and acquisition of nuclear veapons and had no
nuclear veapcens on their territories. It vas ready to conclude special agreements
to that effect with any such non-nuclear State and called upon all other nuclear
Povers to follou its example and assume similar obligations,

Vorking paper on disarmament submitted by China (A/S-10/AC.1/17).

5 The working paper stressed that to remove the threat of nuclear var, it wvas
imperative to realize the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear
veapons. WYhen major progress had been made in the destruction of Soviet and

United Staves nuclear arsenals and in the reduction of their conventional armaments,
the other nuclear countries should join the Soviet Union and the United States in

f/ This section includes relevant proposals that are mentioned in paragraph 125
of the TFinal Document.
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destroying all nuclear weapons. Ior the present, all the nuclear countries,
particularly the Superpouers, vhich possessed nuclear-weapons in large quantities,
should immediately undertake not to resort to the threat or use of nuclear ueapons
against the non-nuclear countries and nuclear-free zones. China vas not only ready
to undertake that commitment but reiterated that at no time and in no circumstances
would it be the first to use nuclear veapons.

Working vaper submitted by Romania concerning a synthesis of the proposals in
the field of disarmament (A/S-10/AC.1/23).

6. Romania advocated, inter alia, the follouing measures: the conclusion of an
agreement by vhich the nuclear-ueapon States would undertake not to use such veapons
against non-nuclear-ueapon States; the renunciation by nuclear-wveapon States.of the
placing of nev nuclear veapons in the territories of other countries; +the cessation
of the refinement and production of nuclear weapons; the cessation of the production
of fissionable materials for military purposes; the gradual reduction of the
stockpiles of nuclear ueapons and delivery systems wntil their complete liquidation;
the undertaking by the States participating in the special session of a solemn
commitment to move on to the negotiation of an agreement on the total prohibition of
nuclear veapons. In addition, Romania suggested that concrete measures should be
agreed upon regarding the creation of zones of peace and international co-operation,
free of nuclear armaments, with the consent of the States concerned and provided

that their national sovereignty is respected and their security fully guarenteed.

The States of the nuclear-free zones should be .given real guarantees by the
nuclear-veapon States that never, in any circumstances, would nuclear arms be used
against States belonging to such zones, and that their free access to nuclear
technologies for peaceful purposes would be secured. The States belonging to the
region of the Balkans should be encouraged to convert it into an area of good
neighbourliness, peace and broad-based co-~operation, vithout nuclear veapons, foreign
military bases or foreign troops. Such a measure would represent a major contribution
to the achievement of security in Europe and throughout the world.

Proposals by Canada for the implementation of a strateay of suffocation of the nuclear
arms race (4/5-10/AC.1/1.6).

7. Canada advanced the follouing proposals:

(2) Agreement by the tuo major nuclear powers to prohibit the flight-testing of
neu strategic delivery vehicles could serve as one means to curb the qualitative
dimension of the strategic arms race to the extent that compliance with such
prohibitions could be verified by national technical means.

(b) An agreement should be sought by the tvo major nuclear pouvers to cease
production of additional fissionable material for nuclear veapons nurposes. Such an
agreement would require adequate verification arrangements including the acceptance
of full-scope safeguards.

(¢) If an adequately verified agreement could be reached betueen the tuo major
povers to cease the production of fissionable material for eapons purposes, a
multilateral treaty prohibiting the production of fissionable material for nuclear
veapons or other nuclear explosive devices should be negotiated as soon as possible,
Such a treaty, to which nuclear-ueapons and non~nuclear-veapon States might adhere,
would provide a common basis for the acceptance of full-scope safeguards.,
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(d) Limiting and then progressively reducing, on an agreed and verifiable basis,
spending on nev strategic nuclear veapons systems, including their research and
development, by the major nuclear pouers vould be a further means of curbing the
qualitative dimension of the nuclear arms race. Such agreements on restraint or
reduction vould require full openness in reporting and full effectiveness in
authenticating military budgets.

Draft resoluvion by Cyprus, Ethiopia anc¢ India on the urgent need for cessation of
further testing of nuclear weapons (4/S-10/4C.1/1.10).

a. In its operative paragraph, the draft resolution called upon all nuclear—ieapon
States, pending the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ben treaty, to refrain
from conducting any further testing of nuclear veapons.

Draft resolulion submitted by Ethiopia and India on the non-use of nuclear veapons
and prevention of nuclear var (A/S-10/AC.1/L.11).

9+ Operative paragraph 1 declared that: (a) the use 5f nuclear weapons vould be a
violation of the Charter of the United Nations and a crime against humsnity; and

(b) the use of nuclear veapons should therefore be prohibited, pending nuclear
disarmament; operative paragraph 2 requested all States, particularly nuclear-weapon
States, bto submit to the General Assembly at its thirty~third session proposals
concerning non~use of nuclear veapons, avoidance of nuclear war and related matiters
in order that an international convention on the subject might be formulated through
further discussion an¢ agreement.

Proposal by the non-aligned countries on the establishment of a zone of peace in
the Mediterranean (A/S—lO/ﬂC.l/E?, para. 72).

10. According to the proposal, the creation of a zone of peace in the Mediterranean
should be encouraged.
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I1T. Prgppsalé-submitted to the Commitiee on Disarmament

A, 1979 sessior

"Negotiations on ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually
reducing their stockpiles until theyv have been completely destroyed", submitted on

1 February 1979 by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary,
Mongolia, Poland, Union of Soviet Socislist Republics (CD/4). (Romania later joined
the sponsors of this document.)

11. The proposal called for the holding of negotiations with the participation of
all nuclear-weapon States as well as a number of non-nuclear-weapon States. The
subject .of negotiations was to be the ending of the production of all types of
nuclear weapons and the gradual reduction of their stockpiles until they had been
completely destroyed. At different stages of the negotiations consideration should

be given, for cxample, to the cessation of the qualitative improvement of nuclear
weapons, the cessation of the production of fissionable materials for military
purposes; the gradual reduction of the accumulated stockpiles of nuclear weapons and
delivery vehicles as well as the destruction of nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles.
The necessary verification measures would also have to be agreed upon. The elaboratio
and implementation of measures in the field of nuclecar disarmament should be buttresse
by the parallel strengthening of political and international legal guarantees of the
security of States. It was proposed that the cessation of the production, the
reduction and the destruction of nuclear weapons should be carried out by stages on

a mutually accoptable and agreed basis. The content of the measures at each stage
might be decided by agreement among the participants in the negotiations and the
degree of participation of individual nuclear States in measurcs at cach stage should
be determinated taking into account the quantitative and qualitative importance of

the existing arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States and of the other States concerned.
At all stages of the constant reduction of the levels of nuclear strength,; the
existing balance in the field of nuclear strength should be undisturbed. For the
purpose of preparing the negotiations, the proposal called for consultations within
the framework of the CD. Although the CD was dcemed to be the most suitable forum
for the preparation and conduct of the negotiations, the consideration of alternative
methods was envisaged.

"Conclusion of an International Convention to Assure Non-nuclear Weapon States against
Fhe Usg or Threat of Use of Nuclecar Vcapons', submitted by Pakistan on 27 March 1979
¢D/10).

12. The working paper proposed that the CD give early consideration during its 1979
session to the conclusion of an international eonvention to assurc the non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons and attached the
text of a draft convention.

"Coumuniqué adopted at the meeting of the Committee of the Minis
Affairs of the Warsaw Trcaty Member States held in Budapcst on 1
submitted on 20 June 1979 by Huncsary (CD/ZO).

ters for Foreign
4 and 15 May 1979",

13. The commmuniqué called for the conclusion arnong all States participating in the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope of a treaty on the non-first use of
either nuclear or conventional weapons against each other. ;/ In addition, it called

l/ A sinmilar proposal is also contained in documents CD/58 of 12 Februvary 1930;
CD/98* of 17 Junc 1980; and CD/16O of 3 March 1951,
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for the speedy achievement of practical agreements regarding, inter alia: (a) the
dates and procedures for holding talks on ending the production of nuclear weapons of
all types and on gradual reduction of their stockpiles up to and including their
complete elimination; (b) the permanent prrohibition of the use of nuclear weapons

and simultaneous renunciation by all States of the use or threat of force in their
mitual relations; (c¢) the conclusion of 3 treaty on conplete and gensral prohibition
of nuclear weapon tests; and (d) the adoption of mecasures to strongthen the guarantees
of the security of non-nuclear States, including the remunciation of the use of nuclear
weapons against the States that did not possess nuclear weapons and did not have then
on their territories, and the undertaking not to deploy nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there were no such weapons at present. g/

"Draft international convention on the strengthening of guarantees of the security of
non-nuclear States", subnitted by Bulzaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, llongolia, Poland, USSR on 21 June 1979 (CD/23).

14. The working paper contained the text of a draft convention on the strengthening
of the sccurity of non-nuclear States.

"Bffective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against the
Use or Thrcat of Use of Nuclear Weapong', submitted by Pakistan on 26 June 1979

(cp/25).

15. The working paper dealt with the nature, scope and content of the assurances or
guarantees end with the form in which such assurances or guarantees should be extended.

"Proposal for a CD Recormendation to the United Nations Genoral Lssembly Concerning
the Security of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against Muclear Attack', submitted by the
United States on 2 July 1979 (CD/27).

16. The working paper rccomiended that the €D should propose to the United Nations
General Assembly that the individual unilateral pledges that had bcen made by the
nuclear veapon Stotes be incorporated in a General Assewbly resolution. Such a
resolution vould (1) recognize the willingness of the nuclear-weapon States to be
responsive to the desire of non-nuclear-wzapon Statss to be assured that they will

not be attacked by nuclear weapons and (2) give international status to the individual
assurances by the nuclear-weapon States, thereby cnhancing their character as solemn
commitments., An illustrative CGeneral Assembly resolution was attached.

"Working Paper on Cessation of Nuclear iArms Race and MNuclear Disarmement', submitted
by the Group of 21 on 12 July 1979 (CD/36/Rev.1).

17. The working paper expressed the view that the CD was the moet suitable forum for
the preparation and conduct of negotiations on nuclear disarmament; the question of
the scope of those ncgotiations would have to be solved in preliminary negotiations
concerning organizational matters. It was pointed out that, although other
negotiations could and should go on in parallel with multilateral negotiations,
negotiations conducted outside the CD should not in any way hinder negotiations within
the Committee. It was noted that the need for undiminished security had been
recognized by all States and that the agrcements and teasures included in paragraph 50

g/ Similar proposals arc contained in documents CD/98% of 17 June 1980 and
CD/160 of 3 March 1951.
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as part of the process of nuclear disarmament were closely linked. That relationship
together with the inherent complexity of all relevant provisions would undoubtedly
make their faithful implewmentation particularly difficult; paragraph 50 was, however,
one of the key paragraphs of the Programme of Action approved by conscensus by the
first special session of the Gencral .issembly devoted to disarmament and could not be
ignored as unfortunately had been the case with all measurcs of nuclear disarmament
in the proccedings of the CCD. It was therefore proposed that the CD should endeavour
in informel meetings and consultations, to identify the prerequisites and clements foz
multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmarent and to delineate the course of actior
for the achievement of the objective pursued. On the basis of the progress which migh
thus be achieved in the Committce, the cstablishment of a working group for negotiatic
of agreements and concrete measures in the field of nuclear disarmament might then be
envisaged.

"Statement of the Group 8f 21 on the Conclusion of the Annual Session of the Commitice
on Disarmament in 1979", 9 August 1979 (CD/50).

13. The statement said that there was no justification to delay any further the
initiation of concrete negotiations in the (D on a CTBT and, therefore, affirmed that
such negotiations should be initiated at the beginning of the 1980 session of the CD
as the highest priority item. In addition, it was stated that the item on nuclear
disarmament should be included on the agenda of the 1980 session of the CD.and that
negotiations should be conducted in accordance with paragraph 50 and other relevant
provisions of the Final Document-—-of the Special Session of the General iAssembly
devoted to Disarmament. The belief was expressed that the most cffective assurance
of security against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons wasg nuclear
disarmament and prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. The nuclear-wcapon States
had an obligation to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons. It was noted that there was no objection, in principle,
within the Committec on Disarmament to the idea of an international convention. The
viev was expressed that negotiations should be continued at the next session of the
Committce in 1980, and that the mandate of the Ad hoc Working Group should be renewed
50 ag-to continue the search for a -eormon approach vhich could be included in an
effective internmational instrument to assure the non-nuclcar-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

"Results of the 19720 Session of the Commititec on Disarmament!, workings paper submitted
by the Group of Socialist States on 10 August 1979 (CD/51).

19. It was considered that the discussion of document CD/4 had been useful and had
contributed to preparations for negotiations in the CD on cending the production of
nuclcar veapons and on their destruction, which would be & step towards implementation
of paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. It was noted that the idea of concluding an international
convention on the question of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons had
gained wide support and it was assumed that the ncgotiations on the conclusion of

a convention on strengthening security guarantees for non-nuclear States would be
continued at the beginning of the 1980 session of the CD. The belief was cxpressed
that the problem of prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests was of paramount importance.

The trilateral negotiations should be actively pursued; all narticipants in the
negotiations should make efforts to bring about their specdy conclusion and submit
their results to the Committec on Disarmement for consideration. At the same time,
the vicw was expressed that, because of the specific nature of the subject,
consideration of the question in the Committec on Disarmament could start only after
completion of the trilateral ncgotiations. It was considered that the work done by
the Ad hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Mcasures
to Detect and Identify Seisnmic Events had been useful.
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"Statement by Mr, Jamsheed Marker, ILeader of the Pakistan Delegation to the CDY,
14 August 1979 (CD/54).

20. With regard to the question of offective internmational arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threst of usec of nuclear weapons, it was
stated that the premise of further negotiations in the CD should not be that, while
the security of the major nuclecar powers, and even their wminor preoccupations, should
receive full reflection, the sccurity concerns of non~nuclear States, particularly

the countries of the third world, werc of marginal importance. The need for sccurity
ageinst the nuclear threat arose from the possession of nuclear weapons by the nuclear
. povers. Until these weapons were eliminated, the nuclear powers had an obligation to
assure the non-nuclecar States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Nor should this question be approached mexrcly as another device for non-proliferation;
rather, it should be conceived in the larger context of intcrnational peace and
security and promotion of the goal of nuclear disarmament. In addition, with regard
to agenda item 2, it was affirmied that nuclecar disartiament would be a step by step-
process and that, in this process, the contribution of -cach nuclear Power will be
determined by the level and sophistication of its nuclear arsenals. The view was

also expressed that nuclezr disarmament should be achieved in a balanced manner,
without prejudicing the sccurity of any State.

B. 1980 scssion

"Romania's position on disarmancent, extracts from the report presented by
Nicolae Ccausescu, Sccretaryv-General of the Commmunist Party of Romania, at the
Party's Twelfth Congress, Bucherest, 19 November 1979", 11 February 1980 (CD/57%).

21. It was stated that, in the prescnt circumstances, it would be of decisive
importance to halt the production of nuclecar weapons and other means of mass
destruction, and to ewbark on effoctive nuclear disarmarient under strict international
control within the framework and undcr the auspices of the United Nations.

"Communiqué adopted at the neeting of the Committos of the Ministers of Foreign
affairs of the Warsaw Treaty Meuber States, held in Berlin on 5 and 6 December 1979",
subnitted by the Corman Democratic Republic on 12 February 1930 (CD/58).

22. The comrmniqué called for busincsslike negotiations on issucs pertaining to
mediuvm-range nuclear veapons in keeping with the proposels put forward in the specch
of L.I. Brezhnev in Berlin on 6 October 1980. At the same time it was considercd
importent that no stops be taken capable of complicating the situation and obstructing
the negotiations. In this connection, it was stated that the adoption of the deccision
on the production and stationing in Wostern Europe of new types of United States
nmedium-range missile-nuclear veapons and implenentation of such a dccision would
destroy the basis for negotiations. The hope wag expressed that the RATO countries
would rive a positive responsc to the appeal of the socialist countries not to station
wore nuclear weapons in Burodc, to their proposal to cmbark on negotietions. It was
reaffirmed that the balance of forces in the Europecon continent could and should be
maintained not through building up armed forces and armanents, not through a further
stepping up of the arms racc, dbut rather through its cessation, reduction in the level
of military confrontation, a resolute transition to concrecte neasurcs of disarmament,
especially nuclear.

é/ Similar proposals are also contained in documents CD/6O of 13 February 1980;
CD/637"r of 3 March 1900; and CD/98* of 17 Juns 1980, For other rclevant measures
proposed in CD/SS, seae above document CD/ZO of 20 Junc 1979.
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"Statement of the Group of 21 on the Establishmont of Workings Groups on Items on
the Annual sgenda of the €D in 1980", 27 February 1930 (CD/64).

23, The statemont expressed the considercd view that worliing zroups were the best
availablc machinery for the conduct of concrete negotiations within the CD and
proposed the cstablishnent of working groups, inter alia, on the following agenda
items: "Nuclcar test ban'" and "Effcctive international arrangenents to assure
non-nuclear-~weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear wecapons".

"Statement of the Group of 21 on a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty",
4 March 1930 (CD/72).

24. The statement called for complete ccssation of nuclecar—wecapon testing in all
environments. It further said that there was adcquate material to initiate immediate
negotiations on the subject and recalled that, as far back as 29 February 1972, the
Secretary-General of the United Nations had stated that conly the political decision
of States was nccessary in order to achieve final agreement on the subject, all
aspccts of which, both technical and scientific, had been so fully cxplored. The
statement recalled the viow cxprossed in GD/64 concerning the cstablishment of
working groups on items on the Committec's annual agenda (sce above), and urged that
a vorking group be cstablished. Finally, it underlined the fundamental importance of
progress on the cessation of nuclear-wcapon testing, which as stated in the Final
Document of the first special scssion of the Gencral Misscmbly devoted to disarmament,
"would male e significant contribution to the ... aim of cnding the qualitative
improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of new types of such wecapons and
of preventing the proliferation of nuclcar weapons'.

"Workinge docunient containinz the views of the Finnish Government concernineg the item
'Effcctive International Arrangoments to issure Non-Nucleor~-Wcapon States against the
Usc oxr Thrcat of Usc of Nuclecar Weapons'!, subiiitted by Finland on 14 March 1980

(¢D/75).

25. In the view of Pinland, all approaches to achicving arrangenments for non-use
assurances should continuc to be cxplored, all intecrested governments should be
involved in the process and have the opportunity to rcfleet their particular security
concerns,

"Comprehensive nuclecar tost ban, report of the Sceretarv-General!, 16 JApril 1980
(Cp/86%).

26. The study provided a historical analysis of ncgotiations lcading to the partial
test ban Treaty, cmphasizing the fact that in the Prcamble of that Treaty the Partics
expressed the determination to scek to achicve the discontinuence of all test
cxplosions for all time and to continue negotiations to that cnd, a determination

that was later reaffirmed in the Preamble of the Non-Prolifcration Treaty. The study
summarized the deliberations and negotiations on the cessation of nuclcar-~weapon
tests, a matter that has been on the azende of the General issembly since 1957 -—-
longer than any other disarmament question; discussced the trilateral negotiations on
a comprchensive test ban, which began in 1977; and cxamined the major unrcsolved
issucs ~- viz, verification, scope and duration of a comprchensive test ban. In their
conclusions, the cxperts, awmong other things, stated that a comprechensive test ban is
regarded as the first and most urgent step towards a cossation of the nuclecar arms
racc, in particular as regards its qualitative aspccts, reiterated the view of the
parties to the Non-Prolifcration Treaty that a comprchensive test ban would reinforce
the Trecaty by demonstrating the awarcness of the najor nuclear Powers of the legal
obligation undcr the Treaty '"to pursuc negotiations in good faith on cffective measures
relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at any carly date"; and noted that in
order to achicve its purposc, the comprchensive test ban must be such as to endure.
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"The prohibition of the Production of Fissionable Material for Weepons Purposes',
subnitted by Australia and Canade on 17 April 1960 (CD/90).

27. The working paper presvnted a review of the proposal to prohibit the production
of fissionablc material for wcapons purposcs as it had been considered and debated in
the Committec and its predecessors. It oxpressed the view that an agrecuent
prohibiting the production of fissionable materials for weapons purposcs, taken
together with other arns limitation measurcs, would be an inportant step towards
halting end rcversing the nuclear arms race and towards further inhibiting the spread
of nuclear weapons. Such a convention would in no vay impede the furthor developuent
of nuclecar powcr for pcaccful purposes; converscly, it might form the basis for
further agrcements whorsby even greater amounts of fissionable material could be made
available for usce in commerciel cloctric power rcactors and rescarch reactors producing
isotopes for agricultural, industrial and medical applications. Indicating somec of
the principal characteristics of the proposalis historic development, the paper pointed
out thet there had been two fundamentally different approaches to the way in which the
proposal should be implemented. Certain States had rcgarded the proposcl as only one
clement in a process by which the final goel of gencral and complete disarmament
would be recached by gradual stages waile other States had cnvisaged the proposal in
terms of a treaty on general and complete disarmamont, the clecwments of which would be
implenented more or less simultancously. It wes cuphasized that thesc two approaches
were not irrcconcilable. It was suggested that, to be fully effcciive; a proposal to
vrohibit the production of fissionablc raterial for weepons purposcs should be a
neasurce which would have the effecet of expanding and introducing balance into the
nuclear arns conitrol régime of which the Nuclear Non~Proliferation Trecaty was a
principal element. It should also be in cowbination with a comprehensive ban on the
testing of nuelcar cxplosive dcvices in 2ll cenvironuents and sn sgreonent to stop the
flight-testing of strotegic delivery vehicles. Other measurcs, such as an agrecment
to 1linit and then progressively reduce military spending on new strategic nuclecar-
woapons systems and oven ones on the verificd dismantling of nuclear weapons and the
transfer of the rcleased fissionable materiszl to civilien cycles, would further
improve the climate of confidence, but agrecnent to prohibit the production of
fissionable wnater_al for weapons purposes need not be deferr.d until all thosc ncasures
had been achieved. With respect to the verification rézxime, it was suggested that it
could cncompass both cxisting international recasurcs sined at detecting the diversion
of fissionable matcrizl to wcapons purposes and additional measurcs specifically
developed to cnsure that such o régime was fully cffective. One advantage of the
proposal would be that nuclear weapon States and non-nuclcar weapon States could be
placed on a generally comparable basis.

"Tetter from the Minister for Forciagn Arfairs of the USSR addrcssed to the
Sceretary-Genorel of the United Nations concerning the tasks of the Sccond
Disarnement Dacadc', submitted by the USSR on 17 Jpril 1930 (CD/92).

28. The contents of the letter were reproduced in the Scerctery-General's report
containing the views and suggcstions of Member States concerning the possible cleuments
of the Doclaration of +the 1930s as the Second Disarmament Decade (sce below

docurent 4/CH,10/10 and 1dd.1-13).
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"Prohibition of nuclear teets: proposal for an informal mecting of the CD with the
participation of experts members of the 4d hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Considel
Tntcrnationel Co~operetive Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Bvents", subnitted
by Belepium on 10 april 1930 (CD/93).

29. It was considered that it would be useful if the CD could, already in 1980,
ascertain specifically the naturc and statc of progress of the work of the Ad hoc
Group, and the problems which remained to be solved within the ranework of its terms
of refercnee; be inforued of the present possibilitics of nztional participation in
a systen for the internationel cxchange of seismic data; fornm an idca of the
additional means which would have to be deployed in the various regicns of the world
in order that such a systen night contribute effectively to the verification of an
agreoment on the prohibition of nuclear tcsts. To that end, it was suggested that
the CD could hold one or two informal mecetings with the participation of cxperts
members of the Ad hoc Group. The proposcd meeting would not prejudge the results of
the work of the Ad hoc Group. It should revive the Committec's interest in that work
and provide an opportunity for inviting the governuents concerncd to spare no cffort
in onéjying that the system envisaged was capable of operating effectively in due
time. 4

Min illustrative 1ist of subjects which might be cxanmined by the CD in considering
Aponda ILton L 'Nucleer Test Ban'', subnitted by Australia on 22 April 1930 (Cb/95).

20. The list included various subjects relating to: leogal basis for international
scismic monitoring system; administrative and financial aspects; and access and
information distribution.

Meelaration of States Partics to the Warsaw Trcaty, adopted at the mecting of the
Political Consultative Covmittee of the States Pertics to the Warsaw Treaty in Warsaw
on 15 lay 19600", submittcd by Poland on 17 June 1980 (CD/98*).

31. Anong appropriate steps with regard to the Meditcrrancan arca, the Declaration
rmentioned the withdrawal of nuclcar-armed neval vassels from the Mediterranean See
and. renunciation of the deployrent of nuclear weapons in the territory of non-nuclear
European and non-Europcan Meditcrrancen countrics. The States Partics to the

Worsaw Treaty were preparcd to conduct scrious and businesslike talks on thosc
questions. In addition, parallcl with ratification of the SAIT II Treaty, the
Declaration assigned highost priority to the conduct and completion of negotiations
on, inter elia, the non-usc of muclear weapons against non-nuclear States not having
such weapons in their territory and non-cmplacement of nuclcar weapons in the
torritory of States in which none are now located. 5/ The Declaration also called
for the creation of nmuclear-frce zones and zones of peace in various regions of the
world including Burope.

"Conpendiun of Arms Control Verification Proposals', subnitted by Canada on
12 Junc 1930 (CD/99).

22, Presentcd summarics of verification proposals relating to various disarmancnt
neasurcs, including nuclecar disarmonent.

é/ On 18 July 1980, the Cormittee held an informel uccting with experts nembers
of the Ad hoc Group at which considcretion was given to the subjects referred to in
docunend CD793.

j/ For other measurcs proposcd sce above, document CD/2O of 20 Junc 1979.
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"Proposal on behelf .of a group of socialist countrics concerning urgent steps for
the practical implermentation of 'Negotiations on endinz the production of all types
of nuclsar wicapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles until they have been
conpletely destroved! (CD/4)Y, submitted by the Germen Democratic Republic on

30 June 1980 (CD/109).

33. The working papcer suggested that the Cormittee on Disarmament undertake
immediately and without delay urgent measurves for the practical implementation of
the proposals contained in CD/4 and CD/36/RQV.1, as follows: (a) the carrying out
of preparatory consultations in accordance with Generel Assembly resolution 34/85 Jd,
vwhose ain should he to identify the prercquisites and main problems for negotiations
on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and of nuclear disarmament in the framework
of the Committce on Disarmament; (b) the cstablishment of an ad hoc working group
on the cessation of the nuclear arns race and on nuclcar disarmement with a clearly
defined mnandate, teking into account the extraordinary responsibility of each of the
members of the Committee on Disarmament and in particular of the five nuclcar-weapon
Statcs for nuclcar disarmament as a matter of high vriority; (c) the compilation of
documents by the Sscretariat on the position of the members of the Cormittee on
Disarmament concerning the question of nuclear disarmament, which should serve as
basic material for preparatory consultations.

"Working Paper on the Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmancnt",
subnitted by the Group of 21 on 9 July 1930 (CD/116).

34. The working paper sugzestcd some of the substantive issues that needed to be
addressed in nepotistions within the Commidttec on Disarmament on the item entitled
"cessation of the nuclecar arms race and muclear disarmament": (a) the claboration
and clarification of the stages of nuclcar disarmament envisaped in paragraph 50 of
the Final Docuncent including identification of the responsibilities of the nuclear-
weapon States and the role of the non-nuclear weapon States in the process of
achicving nuclear disarmament; (b) clarification of the issues involved in
prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear wcapons, pending nuclear disarmament,
and in the prevention of nuclear war; (¢, clarification of *he issues involved in
eliuinating reliance on doctrinee of nuclear deotzrrence; (d) neasures to ensure an
cffective discharge by the Cormitice on Disarmament of its role as the single
multilateral negotiating body in the ficld of disarmament and in this context its
rclationship with negotiations relating to nuclear disarmament conducted in bilateral,
rcgional and other restricted fora. The working papcr proposcd that the Committee
on Disarmament should sct up an ad hoc working group to begin ncgotiations during
the 1980 scssion of the Committee, with a view to reaching agreeuent on the above-
tentioned concrete issucs which would contribute to progress towards achievement of
the nuclear disarmanent mcasurcs envisaged in the Final Document of the special
session.

"Possible draft resolution for adoption by the United Nations Sccurity Council as
an _interim ucasurc on 'Bffective international arrangsencnts to assure non-nuclecar-
weopon Statcs against the usc or thrcat of usc of nuclecar weapons'', subnitted by
Pakistan on 17 July 1930 (CD/120).

35. The working papcr contained the text of 2 possible draft resolution for adoption
by the Szcurity Council as an interim weasure on effective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclcar-weapon States against the use or threat of usc of nuclear
weapons. )
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"4 Quantitative Working Paper on thce Compendium of Arms Control Verification
Proposals”, submittcd by Canada on 29 July 1930 (CD/127%).

%6, The working paper was based on a quantitative anelysis of the contents of the
Compendium of Arns: Control Verification Proposals (CD/99).

"Staterment of the Group of 21 on the Conclusion of the Annual Session of the CD in
1980", submitted on 6 August 1980 (CD/134).

37. With respect to agenda item 3, the Group reiterated its view that the nuclear-
weapon States have an obligation categorically to assure all non-nuclcar-weapon
States against the use or threcat of usc of nuclear weapons. Pending the conclusion
of a legally binding instrument for that purpose, consideration should be given in
the relevant forums to measurcs based on the above principle and any other appropriate
neasures put forward in this context. With respect to agenda item 1, fthe statenent
reiterated the views set out in document CD/72 and cxpressed the hope that a working
group on the complete cessation of nuclear-weapon testing in all environments would
be sct up without any further delay and undertake substantive ncgotiations at the
beginning of the Committee's 1981 Spring Sessicn. With regard to agenda item 2, the
statement referred to the proposals advanced in documents CD/36/Rev.l and CD/116.

"Results of the 1980 Scssion of the CD: Statement by the Group of Socialist States',
subnitted on 7 August 1950 (CD/135).

38. With respect to agenda item 2, the statement reiterated that the socialist
States attached primary importance to the question of the cessation of the nuclcar
arns race and nuclear disarmaront and rocalled the proposals they had subnitted to
the Commititce. In comnection with agenda item 1, the statement said that a long-term,
effcetive solution tc the question of the conclusion of a comprchensive agresement on
the prohibition of nuclecar~wecapon tests might be achicved, provided that all nuclcar
Powers without cxception participate in the agrcement. Support was given to the
proposal of the Group of 21 for the crcation of an ad hoc working group of the CD to
discuss the question of the complete and gencral prohibition of nuclecar-weapon tests.
With respect to agenda item 3, the statement recalled that the socialist States had
made persistent offorts to reach an effcetive solution to the guestion of the
strengthening of sccurity assurances for non-nuclear States. They had proposed the
conclusion of an international convontion which would be equally binding on nuclear
Statcs not to usc nuclear weapons or threaten to use such woapons in their rclations
with non-nuclear Statcs Partics to the Convention, and on non-nuclear States not to
producc or acquire nuclear weapons or to have such weapons on their iterritorics.
Unfortunately, the participants in the discussion of that problem had failed to reach
an cgreed forrwla during the scssion.

C. 1981 scssion

"Considerations on the Orgenization of Work of the Comwmititcc on Disarmament During
its 1981 Scssion", docunent subnitted by a Group of Socialist States on
5 February 1931 (CD/141).

39. The docunment stated that it was cxpedient to sct up a working group in rclation
to agenda itenm 2. Its work should facilitate the carlicst start of negotiations on
cnding the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually rcducing their
stockpiles until they have been complotely destroyed. 411 nuclear-weapon States as
well as non-nuclear countries should participate in this work. In addition, support
was cxpresscd for the proposal concerning the cstablishuent of a working group on
agende item 1. Finally, bearing in wmind the request wmade by the General idsscmbly in
resolution 35/156 C, the documcnt called for the cstablishment of a working group on
the question of the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States
wherc there are no such weapons at prescnt.
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"Werkingr Paper on iton 2 of the agenda of the Cormittec on Disarmeocnt for 1961
wntitl>d 'Cossation of the nucliar arms race and nuclear disarnament'!, subnitted by
Iioxico on 11 February 1981 (CD/143).

40, Drow to the attention of the Committoc on Disarmaneni, for its information, the
Acclaration, sntitlcd "The SLLT Process: The Globel Stakes"™, approved by the

indep .ndent Commission on Disarmancnt and Sccurity Issucs at th. conclusion of its
third scssion, hold rocently in Vienna, from 6 1o 8 Fubruary 1901.

'"Dffcetive internaticnal arransoacnts to assure non-nuclcoar-weapon States against the
use or throat of usc of nuclzar weoapons', submitted by Bulmaria on 13 February 1931

(CD/153).

Al.  The working paper sugrestcd that, in pursuinr its offeris to oxanine further all
aspcets of the probl.vs rclatud to the specdy claboration of an intcrnational
convention, the .l hoc Working Group cculd cxplor:e in parall.l the possibility of
rcaching agrcencent on an interin =ecasurc, which woull contritute to strongthening the
sc curity puarantecs for the non-nuclcear-wecapon States and facilitatc the scarch for a
common appreach te concluding cuch a convention. The working papcr contained
susgestions ained at the implenentation of General fLsscubly resolution 35/154. At
the same tine, it stross2d that the adoption of any interin measure should not be
construed as & substitute for an agrecenent on a cormon approach acceptable to 211,
which could be included in an internaticnal convention on strenztienin: the guarantecs
of the sccurity of the non-nuclcar-weoapon States.

"Seetion of the rcport of the Gencral Scerotary of the Contral Cormittac of the
Corrmunist Party of {th. Scvict Union and Chairman ~f the Presidium of the Suprenc
Sovict of the USSR, Courade L.X. Br.zhnev, to the 26th Conrress of the Communist
Party of the Doviet Uni.n, ontitl.d !'To strongstinen peace, deepen oétente and curb
tihc amis rece,'™, subnittcd by the USSR -n 3 Morch 1931 (CD/160).

A2. Tt stated that the Sovint Union was proparid to continmue the ncgot.ations with
the Unitcd States .f Lnerica on the limite lion and roduction of strategic armamcnts
withcut dclay, preserving all the positive sloments that had so far been achicved in
that arca. It noted that th- Sovict Union was als~ prepared to come to torns on
liniting the deployment of the new submarines —— the Ohio type by the United States
and sinilar oncs by the USSR and that it could also agree to the banning of the
nodernization of cxisting and the developrent of now ballistic nissiles for thesc
subnarines. It furthcr proposed that there should be agreement that a noratoriunm
siovld forthwith be sct on the deployment in Burope of now nediw-renge nuclear—
vissile systems of th. IATO sountrics and the Soviet Union, that is, a frecze
quentitatively ond qualitatively of the existinge lavel of thosc weapons, including
the United Stotes forward-based muclear systeas in that rerion. The voratoriun could
cnter into force &t onec,.the moment nizotiatione began on that question, and it could
operate wntil a purmancnt treaty was concluded on liniting or, still better, reducing
such nuclear systens in Europe. In nakin~ this proposal, the USSR expocted the two
siles to stop all propareiions for the dovloynent of corrusponding additional weapons,
including the Tnitcd Stat s Pershing-2 iissiles and land-basced strategic cruise
nissiles. It also sugccsted that 2 compotont international committee should be set
2p which would denenstrate the vital necossity of preventing a nucloar catastrophe.
Tl comittor could be composrd of the nost .minent scicntists froun various countrics
end the viole world should be kopt inforned of th. conclusions it drew. (/

&/ For other wclevant ncasurcs mentionad in M/160, sco above docunent CD/20,
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"Bffcctive international arrancements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
usc _or threcat of uge of nuclcar weapons'. subnittcd by Pakistan on 4 March 1981
(cp/161).

43+ The working paper suggested that during the 1931 scssion, the ad _hoc working group
should devote attention in the first instance to the possibilitics of cvolving a
"common approach' or a "common formula! on the substance of the assurances to
non—nﬁclear*weapdn States, Once agrcerent was reached on such a cormon approach it
would become tmth casier to rcach consensus on the form in which this should be embodie
The working paper further suggested five distinct altermatives which could be explored
+ the scarch for a ‘common approach® or "formulal:

(a) 4 categorical assurance by the nuclecar-weapon States to all non-nuclecar-
weapon Statee not to usc or threaten to usc nuclear weapens against then.

(b) & categorical assurance by the nuclear-weapon States to all non-nuclear-
weapon States not to use or threaten to use nuclcar weapons against them with
accompanying interprotative statcments by cach nuclear-weapon State.

. (¢) A common formvla for seccurity assurances containing such conditions and
linitavions as night bc raised in the ncgotiations in the (D and agrced upon by all
concerned.,

(d) 4 common forrmla which could reconcile the corditions and limitations
contained in the existing unilateral deelarations of the nuclear-weapon States.

(o) The investiture of more formal and legal status to the existing unilateral
declarations of the nuclear-weapon States.

"Considerations of a group of socialist countrics in the CD concorning nezotiations
in the CD on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmamcnt, and also
on_the completc and genersl prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests", 11 March 1931
(Cp/162¢),

A4. In view of the fact that the (D was unablc at present to agrce on the
cstablishnent of working groups on agenda itens 1 and 2, it was proposed that:

(a) Informal consultations with the participation of all the nuclecar Powers
should be started forthwith in the Cormittec on Disarmancnt, under the guidance of the
Chairnan of the Cormitteec, with a view to preparing specific negotiations on the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmaments

(b) Informal consultations with tho participation of all the nuclear Powers
should be initiated without delay, under the guidance of the Chairmen of the Committec,
for the purpose of preparing negotiations to considor the problem of the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests with a view to the conclusion of a trecaty
on this watter at the carlicst possible date;

(c) Infornal meeotings of the Committec should be held at lecast once a week on the
substantive issues of the cossztion of the nuclear arms racc, nuclear disarmanent, and
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

"Memorandul: entitled !Peace, disarmement and intcrnational sccurity guarantecs!
submitted by the Minister for Forcign iffairs of the USSR, Mr, .. Groumyko, to the
thirty-fifth scssion of the United Nations General ngscembly”, submitted by the USSR
/

(CD/16¢€).

45. This memorandum was originally issued as document A/35/482 (scc below).
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IV, Relevant recormendations contained in the resolutions of the
General Assembly transmitted to the Cormittec on Disarmament
by the Secretary-Gencral.

A. Thirty-third session

Resolution 33/58

46. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assenbly invited the United States of
America to nake every effort to ratify as soon as possible Additional Protocol I of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Anerica (Treaty of
Tlatelolco); and by operative paragraph 2, it welconed with satisfaction the
declaration made by the President of the French Republic on 25 May 1978 regarding the
adherence of his country to Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Americe (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and invited the Government
of that country to make every effort to adhere as soon as possible to that Protocol.

Resolution 33/60

47. By operative paragraph 5, the General Assembly urged the three negotiating
nuclear-weapon States to cxpedite their negotiations with a view to bringing them to
a positive conclusion as a matter of urgency and to use their utnost endeavours to
transmit the results to the Cormittee on Disarmament before the beginning of its
1979 session for full consideration; and by operative paragraph 6, it requested the
Committee on Disarmament to take up immediately the agreed text resulting from the
trilateral negotiations, referred to in operative paragraph 5, with a view to the
subnission as soon as possible of a draft test-ban treaty, which would attract the
widest possible adherence, to a resumed thirty-third session of the General Assembly.

Resolution 3%/61

48. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly took note with satisfaction that
Additional Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in

Latin Anmerica (Treaty of Tlatelolco) was signed in 1978 by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and that the Government of that country had officially announced
that it intended to ratify that Protocol in the nearest future.

Resolution 33/63%

/9. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assenbly strongly reiterated its call upon
all States to consider and respect the continent of Africa, comprising the continental
African States, Madagascar and other islands surrounding Africa, as a nuclear-weapon-
free zone; by operative paragraph 2, it vigorously condenned any attempt by

South Africa to introduce in any way whatsoever nuclear weapons into the African
continent; by operative paragraph 3, it demanded that South Africa refrain forthwith
from conducting any nuclear explosion in the continent of Africa or elsewhere; by
operative paragraph 4, it requested the Security Council to exercise a close watch on
South Africa and to take appropriate effective steps to prevent South Africa from
developing and acquiring nuclear weapons, thereby endangering international peace and
security; Dy operative paragraph 5, it condemned any nuclear collaboration by any
State, corporation, institution or individual with the racist régine which could
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frustrate the objective of the Organization of African Unity to keep Africa a
nuclear-weapon-free zone; by operative paragraph 6, it demanded that South Africa
submit all its nuclear facilities for inspection by the International Atonic Energy
Agencys; and by operative paragraph 7, it appealed to all States to refrain from all
co-operation with South Africa in the nuclear field so as not to enable the racist
régine to acquire nuclear weapons, and to dissuade corporations, institutions and
individuals within their Jjurisdiction fron any co-operation with South Africa in this
field.

Resolution 33/64

50. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly urged all parties directly concerr.
seriously to consider taking the practical and urgent steps required for the- -
implementation of the proposal to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the

Middle East in accordance with the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly, and,
as a means of promoting that objective, invited the countries concerned to adhere to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; by operative paragraph 2, it
invited those countries, pending the establishment of such a zone in the Middle East
and during the process of its establishment, to declare solemnly that they will refrai
on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any other way possessing nuclear
weapons and nuclear explosive devices; by operative paragraph 3, it called upon those
countries to refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from permitting the stationing of nuclear
weapons on their territory by any third party and to agree to place all their nuclear
activities under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards; by operative
paragraph 4, it further invited those countries, pending the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Rast and during the process of its establishmen
to declare, consistent with paragraph 63(§)of the Final Document of the

Tenth Special Session, their support for the establishing of such a zone in the region
and to deposit those declarations with the Security Council; and by operative
paragraph 5, it reaffirmed again its recormendation to the nuclear-weapon States to
refrain from any acti n contrary to the spirit and purpose of the present resolution
and the objective of establishing in the region of the Middle East a nuclear-weapon-—
free zone under za effective system of safcguards, and to extond their co-operation to
the States of the region in btheir efforts to promote those objectives.

Resolution 33/65

51. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly reaffirmed its endorsement, in
principle, of the concept of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asid; by operative
paragraph 2, it urged once again the States of South Asia and such other neighbouring
non-nuclear-weapon States as might be interested to continue to make all possible
efforts to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia and to refrain, in the
meantime, from any action contrary to that objective; and by operative paragraph 3, i
called upon those nuclear-weapon States which had not done so to respond positively to
that proposal and to extend the necessary co-operation in the efforts to establish a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia.

Resolution 33/68

52. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly urged that the talks between the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America regarding their
military presence in the Indian Ocean be resumed without delay; by operative
Jaragraph 2, it renewed its invitation to the great Powers and other najor maritime
users of the Indian Ocean that had not so far seen their way to co-operating
efiectively with the Ad Hoc Cormittee on the Indian Ocean to enter with the least
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possible delay into consultations with the Committee regarding the implementation of
the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peaoce; by operative paragraph 4, it .
decided to convene a meeting of the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean
in New York from 2 to 13 July 1979, as the next step towards the convening of a
conference on the Indian Ocean for the implementation of the Declaration of the

Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace as contained in General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI)
and by operative paragraph 6, it requested the Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland
States of the Indian Ocean to submit its report to the General Assembly at the
thirty-fourth session.

Regolution 33/71 A

53. By operative paragraph 2, of the resolution, which concernefl the question of
military and nuclear collaboration with Israel, the General Assembly requested the
Security Council, in particular, to call upon all States, under Chapter VII of the
Charter and irrespective of any existing contracts: (a) to refrain from any supply

of arms, ammunition,; military equipment or vehizles, or spare parts therefor, to Israe
without any exceptions; (b) to ensure that such supplies do not reach Israel through
other parties; (c) to end all transfer of nuclear equipment or fissionable material

or technology to Israel; and by operative paragraph 3, it further requested the
Security Council to establish machinery for supervising the implementation of the
measures referred to above.

Resolubtion 33/71L B

54. By operative paragraph 1, the Genecral Assembly declared that the use of nuclear
weapons will be a violation of the Charter of the United Nations and a crime against
humanity and that the use of nuclear weapons should therefore be prohibited, pending
nuclear disarmament; and by operative paragraph 2, it requested all States;,
particularly nuclear-weapon States, to submit to the Secretary-General, before the
thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly, proposals concerning the non-use of
nuclear weapons, avoidance of nuclear war and related matters, in order that the
question of an irtermmational convention -r some other agre ment on the subject may be
discussed at that session.

Resolution 33/71 C

55. 1In the opcrative paragraph, the General Assembly called upon all States, in
particular 21l the nuclear-weapon States, pending the conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty, to refrain from conducting any testing of nut¢lear weapons and othe.
nuclear explosive devices.

Resolution 33/71 H

56. By operative paragraph 1 of Section I of the resolution, the General Assombly
called upon the nuclear-wcapon States involved in the negotiations on the conclusion of
a treaty on the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests to submit to the Committee on
Disarmament a draft treaty at the beginning of its 1979 session; by operative
paragraph 3, it urged all nuclear-weapon States to proceed, in accordance with
paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session, to consultations
regarding an early initiation of urgent negotiations on the halting of the nuclear arms
race and on a progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery within a comprehensive phased programme with agreed 4ime~Tr-r.
leading to their ultimate and complete elimination; and by operative paragraph 4, it
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requested the nuclear-weapon States to inform the General Assembly, at its
thirty-fourth session, of the results of their consultations and eventual negotiations.
By operative paragraph 1 of Section IV, the General Assembly invited the Committee on
Disarmament to take into account, when determining its priosritics and programme of
work, the priorities established in paragraph 45 of the Final Document of- the

Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly and the resolution adopted at the
thirty-third session of the Gencral Assembly; and by operative paragraph 2, the
Assembly requested the Committee on Disarmament to undertake, at its first session in
January 1979, on a priority basis, negotiations on, inter alia, a treaty on the
complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests.,

Resolution 33/71 L

57. By operative paragraph 2, the General Assembly requested the Committee on
Disarmament to report to the General Assembly at ite thirty-fifth session on the state
of the consideration of all the proposals and suggestions listed in paragraph 125 of
the Final Document of the tenth special session.

Resolution 33/72 A

58. By operative paragraph 2, the General Assembly requested the Committce on
Disarmament, with a view to taking effective measures for the strengthening of the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States through appropriate international arrangements,
to consider, at the earliest possible date, the drafts of an international convention
on the subject submitted to the General Assembly at its thirty-third session, as well
as all proposals and suggestions on effective political and legal measures at the
international level to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons.

Resolution 33%/72 B

59. By operative paragraph 1, the General Asscmbly urged that urgent efforts should

be made to conclude effective arrangements, as appropriate, to assure the
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, includin
consideration of an international convention and of alternative ways and means of
achieving this objective; by operative paragraph 2, it took note of the proposals
subnitted and views expressed on this subject at its thirty-third session and
rccormmended that the Cormmittec on Disarmament should consider them and submit a
progress report to the General Assembly at its thirty-fourth session.

Resolution 33/91 C

60. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly deeply rogretted that, in spite of
all that has been declared, resolved or reiterated over the last decade, it has not
yet been possible for the talks on the limitation of strategic weapons, known as SALT,
to achieve even the irmediate results envisaged in the Final Document of the

Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first devoted to disarmament; by
operative paragraph 2, it stressed once again with the greatest emphasis the nccessity
that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America strive
to implement as soon as possible the declarations made in 1977 by their respective
heads of State and reitcrated its invitation to the Governments of both countries to
adopt without delay all relevent measures to achieve that objective, which coincided
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in essence with the one defined in that regard in paragraph 52 of the Final Document
of the Tenth Special Session of thc General iAssembly; and by operative paragraph 3,
it trusted that the two Govermments would fulfil the invitation which the

General hssembly addressed to them in peragraph 52 of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session, in order that they might transmit to it in good time the text
of the agreenent which over the last four years had been pursued in the second series
of the strategic arms limitation talks.

Resolution 33/91 D

61. By operative paragraph 1, the Gencral Assembly requested the Secrctary-General,
with the assistance of qualified experts, to carry out a comprechensive study providing
factual information on present nuclear arscnals, trends in the technological
development of nuclear-weapon systems, the effects of their use and the implications
for international security as wcll as for negotiations on disarmament of': (a) the
doctrines of deterrence and other theorics concerning nuclear weapons; (b) the
continued quantitative increase and qualitative improvement and developrient of
nuclear-weapon systenms.

Resolution 3%/91 F

62. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly called upon all nuclear-weapon
States to refrain from stationing nuclear weapons on the territorics of States where
there are no such weapons at present; and by operative paragraph 2, it called upon
all non-nuclear-weapon States which do not have nuclear weapons on their territory
“to refrain from any steps which would directly or indirectly result in the stationing
of such weapons on their territories. '

Resolution 33/91 H

63. In the operative paragraph, the Gencral Assembly requested the Committee on
Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of its pursuit of proposals contained in the
Progremme of Action adopted by the tenth special sgession, %o consider urgently the
question of an adequately verified cescation and prohibition of production of

. fissionable materials for weapons purposcs and otheor nuclear explosive devices and to
keep the General Assembly informed of the progress of that consideration.

B. Thirty-fourth session

Resolution 34/71

64. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly invited France and the

United States of America to take all neccessary stops in order to secure the ratification
of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in

Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) at the earliest possible date.

Resolution 34/73

65. By operative paragraph 4, the General Assembly requested the Cormittee on
Disarmament to initiate negotiations on a treaty to achieve the prohibition of all
nuclear test explosions by all States for all time, as a matter of the highest priority;
by operative paragraph 5, it called upon the threc negotiating nuclear-weapon States to
use their best endeavours to bring their negotiations to a positive conclusion in time
for consideration during the next session of the Cormittee on Disarmament; and by
operative paragraph 6, it invited Governments of Member States to contribute to the
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further development of national and international co-operative measures to detect
seismic events aimed at setting up a global verification system of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty and to co-operate with the Ad Hoc Group of Scicntific Experts to
Consider Internacional Co-opcrative Mcasures to Detect and Idontify Seismic Events
for the fulfilment of its mandate.

Resolution 34/74

66. By the operative paragraph, the General Assembly welcomed the fact that
Additional Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) had already been signed and ratified by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America,
France, ‘the People's Republic of China and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
thus fulfilling an aspiration of the General Assembly.

Resolution 34/76 A

67. By operative paragraph 1, the General Asscmbly strongly reiterated its call upon
all States to consider and respect the continent of Africa, comprising the continental
African States, Madagascar and other islands surrounding Africa, as a nuclear-weapon-
free zone; by operative paragraph 2, it vigorously condemned thc reported explosion
of a nuclear device by South Africa; by operative paragraph 3, it reaffirmed that the
nuclear programme of the racist régime of South Africa constituted a very grave danger
%o international peace and security and a particularly dangerous threat to the security
of Africen Statés, and increased the danger of the proliferation of nuclear weapons;
by operative paragraph 4, it conderned any nuclear collaboration by any State,
corporation, institution or individual with the racist régime of South Africa since
such collaboration frustrated, inter alia, the objective of the Organization of
ffrican’ Unity to keep Africa a nuclear-weapon-free zone; by operative peragraph 5, it
called upon such States, corporations, institutions or individuals, therefore, to
terminate forthwith such nuclear collaboration betwcen them and the racist régime of
South Africa; by operative paragraph 6, it requested the Security Council to prohibit
all forms of co-.peration and collaboration with the racis®t régime of South Africa in
the nuclear field; by operative paragraph 7, it requested the Security Council to
institute effective er’orccment action, bedring in mind the recommendations of the
dnited Nations Seninar on Nucleatr Collaboration with South Africa, against the racist
régime of South Africa, so as to prevent it from further endangering intemational
peace and security through it acquisition of nuclear weapons; and by cperative
paragraph 8, it demanded that South Africa submit ell its nuclear installations to
inspection by the International Atomic Energy Agency.

Resolution 34/76 B

68. By operative paragraph 2, the General iAssembly appealed to all Member Stetes in a
position to do so to provide 2ll relevant information at their disposal, concerning
the report that South ifrica might have dctonated a nuclear explosive device in
September 1979, to the Secretary-General.

Resolubion 34/77

69. By operative paragraph 1, the General Aisscubly urged all parties directly
concerned seriously to consider teking the practical and urgent steps required for the
implementation of the proposal to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the

Middle Bast in accordance with the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and,
as a means of promoting that objective, invited the countries concerned to adhere to
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the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; by operative paragraph 2, it
invited those countries, pending the establishrent of such a zone in the Middlc East
and during the process of its cstablishment, to declarc solemnly that they will
refrain on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any other way possessing
nuclear weapons and nuclear cxplosive devices; by operative paragraph 3, it callecd
upon those countries to refrain, on a rcciprocael basis, from pernitting the stationing
of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party and to agree to place all
their nuclear activitics under Intemational Atonmic Energy Agency safeguards; by
operative paragraph /, it further invited thosc countries, pending the cstablishment
of a nuclear-weapon-free zonc in the Middlc Bast and during the process of its
establishment, to declarc their support for cstablishing such a zone in the region
consistent with paragraphs 60 to 63, in particular 63 (&), of the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session and to deposit those declarations with the Sccurity Council
for consideration as appropriate; and by operative paragraph 5, it reaffirmed again
its recommendation to the nuclear-weapon States to refrein from any action contrary

to the spirit and purpose of the present resolution and the objective of establishing
in the region of the Middle East a nuclear-wecapon-free zone under an effective

system of safeguards and to extend their co~operation to the States of the region in
their efforts to promote those cbjectives.

Resolution 34/78

70. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assenbly reaffirmed ite endorsement, in
principle, of the concept of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asias by operative
paragraph 2, it urged once again the States of South Asia and such other neighbouring
non-nuclear-weapon States as night be interested to continue to make all possible
cefforts to establish a nuclear-weapon-frce zone in South Lsis and 4o refrain, in the
neantine, from any action contrary to that objective; by operative paragraph 3, it
called upon those nuclear-wecapon States vhich have not done so to respond positively
to this proposal and to extend the nececssary co-operation in the efforts to establish
a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia.

Resolution 34/80 A

7l. By operative paragraph 3, the General Assenbly exprcssed its hope for the early
implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Occan as a Zone of Peace as contained
in its resolution 2832 (XXVI); and by cperative paragraph 4, it urged that the talks
between the Union of Soviet Sociclist Republics and the United States of /fmerics
regarding their nilitary prescnce in the Indisn Ocean should be resumed without delay
and that the parties should refrain from any activity prejudicial to the inmplementation
of resolution 2832 (XXVI).

Resoluticn 34/80 B

712. By operative paragraph 3, the General Assembly decided to convenc a conference
on the Indian Ocean during 1981 at Colombo for the implementation of the Declaration
of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peacc as coniained in its resolution 2832 (XXVI).
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Resolution 34/83% B

73. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly urged the Cormittee on Disarmement
to proceed, without any further delay, to substantive negotviations on the priority
questions of disarmament on its agenda, in accordance with the provisicns of the
Final Document of the Tenth Speical Scssion of the General Asscmbly and the other
relevant resolutions of the Assembly on those subjcets; and by operative paragraph 2,
it invited the members of the Committee on Disarmament involved in separate
negotiations on specific priority questions of disarmament to make every effort to
achieve a positive cznclusion of those negotiations without further delay for
submission to the Committee and, failing that, to submit to the Committee a full report
on the status of their scparate nogotiations and results achieved so far in order to
contribute most directly to the ncgotiations in the Cormittec in accordance with
operative paragraph 1.

Resolution 34/8% G

74. By operative paragraph 2, the General Assembly urgently called upon all States,
in particular nuclear-weapon States and other major military Powers, immediately to
undertake steps leading to cffective halting and reversing of the arms racc and to
disarmenent and, to that end: (a) to make every effort to bring to a successful end
the negotiations which were currently going on in the Committce on Disarmament and in
a limited or regional framework on cffective intemational agreements according to

the priorities of the Prograrme of Jction set forth in section ITT of the

Final Document of the Tenth Special Scssion of the General Assembly; (b) to resune or
mdertake as soon as possible negotiations on a bilateral, regional or mnultilateral
basis on measures which had been agreed upon by consensus at the tenth special session,
taking into consideration all relevant proposals.

Resolution 34/83 G

75. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly decided to transmit to the
Cormittee on Disarmament the views of States concerning the non-usc of nuclcar weapons,
avoidance of nuclear war and rclated mattcrs; and by operative paragraph 2, it
requested the Committee to take those viecws into appropriatc consideration and to
report thereon to the Gencral Assembly at its thirty-fifth session.

Resolution 34/83 J

76. By operative paragraph 1, thc Gencral Assenbly requested the Committee on
Disarmament to continue at the beginning of its 1980 scssion consideration of the
item "Nuclear weapons in all aspccts" and to undertake preparatory consultations on the
negotiations referred to in paragraph 2 of the same rcsolution; by operative
paragraph 2, it requestced the Committee on Disarmament to initiatc, 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 disarmamentd, in
accordance with the provisions of paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the

Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly; and by opcrative paragraph 3, it
further requested the Cormittee on Disarmament to report on the results of those
negotiations fto the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session.
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Resolution 34/84

7{. By operative paragraph 4, the General Assembly requested the Cormittee on
- Disarmanent to ccntinue negotiations on ~ priority basis during its 1980 session with
a view to their carly conclusion with the elaboration of a convention to assurc
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Resolution 34/85

8. By operative paragraph 4, the General Assembly recommended that the Committee.

~ on Disarmament should conclude effective international arrangements to assurc non-
nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons during
its 1980 session; taking into account the widespread support for the conclusion of an
interational convention and giving consideration to any other proposals designed to
secure the same objective,

Resolution 34/86

79. By operative paragraph 3, the General Assembly requested the Committee on
Disarmament to continue its efforts at its next session with a view to reaching
agreement on effective international arrangements further to strengthen the. security
of the non-nuclear-weapon States and report to the General Assembly at its
thirty-fifth session. -

Resolution 34/87 C

80. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly believed it necessary to examine
possibilities for an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons
on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at present; and by
operative paragraph 2, it requested the Secretary-General to that end to call upon -all
States to transmit to him their opinions and observations regarding the possibility

of concluding the agreement mentioned in paragraph 1 and to submit a report on that
question to the General iAssembly at its thirty-fifth session. '

Resolution %4/87 D

8l. In the operative paragraph, the General Assenbly requested the Committec on
Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of its work on the item entitled "Nuclear weapons
in all aspects", %o pursue its consideration of the question of adequately verified
cessation and prohibition of the production of fissionable material for nuclear
weapons and other nuclear explosive devices and to keep the General Lssenbly informed
of the progress of that consideration.

Resolution 34/37 F

82. By operative paragraph 2, the General issenbly noted that it had not been possible
for the Treaty on the Limitetion of Strategic Offensive Arms (SaLT II) to go beyond
certain limitations which, taken together, pernmitted considerablc incréments, both
quantitatively and qualitatively, in relation to the levels of the nuclear arsenals
existing at present; by operative paragraph 3, it welcomed the agreement reached by
both parties with a view to: (a continuing to pursue negotiations, in accordance
with the principle of equality and equal security, on measures for the further
limitation and reduction in the number of stratcgic arms, as well as for their further
qualitative limitation; (b) endeavouring in such negotiations to achicve, inter alia,
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the following objectives: (i) significant and substantial reductions in the numbers
of strategic offensive arms, (ii) qualitative limitations on strategic offensive
arms, including restrictions on the development, testing and deployment of new types of
strategic offensive arms and on the modernization of existing strategic offensive
amrs; by operative paragraph 4, it trusted that: (o) the Treaty on the Limitation of
Strategic Offensive Arms (SALT II) would enter into force at an early date in
accordance with the provisions of its article XIX, inasmuch as it constituted a vital
element for the continuation and progress of the ncgotiations between the two States
possessing the most important arsenals of nuclear weapons; (b) such negotiations,
intended to achieve; as soon as possible, agreemcnt on further mecasurcs for the
limitation and reduction of strategic arms, would begin promptly after the entry into
force of the Treaty, as provided for in its article:XIV, with the objective of
concluding well in advance of 1985 the new agreement, which would replace the Treaty
and which is usually referred to as SALT III; by operative paragraph 5, it trusted
also that the two contracting States would implement all the above-mentioned
agreements and provisions and do their utmost in order that the SALT IIT agrcement
night constitute an important step towards the final goal described by their
respective heads of State as that of achieving the complete and total destruction of
existing stockpiles of nuclear weapons and ensuring the establishnent of a world free
of such weapons; and by operative paragraph 6, it invited the Governments of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republies and the United States of America to keep the
General Assembly appropriately informed of the results of their negotiations, in
conformity with the provisions of paragraphs 27 and 114 of the Final Docunent of the
‘Tenth Special Scssion of the General Assenbly.

Resolution 3%4/89

83. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly appealed to all States to put an
end to any co-operation with Israel which might assist it in acquiring and developing
nuclear weapons and also to dissuade corporations, institutions. and. individuals
within their jurisdiction from any co-operation that might result.in providing Israel
with nuclear weapons; by operative paragraph 2, it called upon 2ll States to take all
necessary measures to prevent the transfer to Israel of fiscionable material and
nuclear technology which could be used for nuclear arms; by operstive paragraph 3,

it called upon Israel to submit all its nuclear facilities to inspection by the
International Atonic Energy Agoncy; by operative paragraph 4, it strongly condemned
any attenpt by Israel to manufacture, acquire, store or test nuclear weopons or
introduce them into the Middle Dast; by operative paragraph 5, it requested the
Security Council to adopt appropriate measurcs to ensurc the implementation of the
relevant resolutions concerming Israeli nuclear armencnt; and by operative paragréaph 6,
it requested the Secretary-General, with the assistance of qualified experts, to
prepare a study on Israeli nuclear armament and to report to the Gcnerul us.aemoly at
its thirty-sixth session. -

C. Thirty-fifth session

Resolution 35/46

84. Paragraph 12 of the finnex stated thet all efforts should be exerted by the
Committee on Disarmament urgently tc negotiate with a view o reaching egreement, and
to submit agreed texts where possible before the sccond special session devoted to
disarmament on, inter alia, a comprehensive nuclcar-test-ban treaty and .on effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
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threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account all proposals and suggestions
that had been made in that rcgard. Paragraph 13 stated that the same priority should
be given, inter alia, to the fcllowing measures which were dealt with cutside the
Committee on Disarmeament: (1) ratification of thc Treaty -n the Limitation of _
Strategic Offensive irms (SALY II) and cormencement of negotiations for a SALT IIT
agreement; and (2) ratification of .dditional Protoccl I of the Treaty for the
Prchibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin fnerica (Treaty of Tlatelolec). Paragraph 14
stated that other pricrity measures that should be pursued as rapidly as possible
during the Second Disarmament Decade iacluded, inter alia, the following:

(1) significant progress itowards the achievement of nuclcar disarmanent, which would
require urgent negotiation of agrecments at appropriate stages and with adequate
measurcs of verification satisfactery to the Statcs concermed for (i) cessation of
the qualitative improvement and dsvelopment of nuclear-weapon systems; (ii)
cegsation of the production =f zll iypes of nuclear weopons and their nmeans of
delivery, and of the production of fissionable materiel for weapons purposes; and
(iii) a comprehensive, phased prograrme with agreed time-frames, whonever feasible,
for progressive and balanccd reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their
neans of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete elimination at the earliest
possible time; (2) further strategic ams linitaticn negotiations between the two
partiecs, leading to agreed significant reductions of, and qualitative linitations on,
strategic arms. These should constitute an important step in the dircction of
nuclear disarmament and, ultinetely, of the establishnent of 2 world free of such
weapons; (3) further steps o develop an international consensus teo prevent the
proliferation of nuclear weapons in accordencc with the provisions of paragraphs 65
to 71 of the Final Document: (4) strengthening of the existing nuclear-weapon-free
zone and the establishment of other nuclear-weapon-free zones in accordance with the
relevant paragraphs of the Pinal Docunent; (5) cstablishnent of zones of peace in -
accordance with the relevant provisions of the Final Document; and (6) measures to .
secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear woapons, the preven .ion of nuclear war and
related objectives, where pogsible through international agreement, bearing in nind
various proposals designed to securc thosc objectives and in accordance with
paragraphs 57 and 58 of the Final Document, and thereby to ensure that the survival of
menkind was not endangered. Paragraph 17 stated that an essential condition for
progress in the Jield of disarmamacnt is che preservation and strengthening of
intcrnational peace and security and. the pronotion of contidence among States. Nuclear
weapons posed the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of civilization. It
was essential to halt and reverse the nuclear-arms race in all its aspects in oxder
te avert the danger of war involving nuclear weapons. The ultinate goal in this
context was the .complete climination of nuclear weapons. Significant progress in
nuclear disarmament would be facilitated both by parallel political and international
legal measures to strengthen the security of States and by progress in the linitation
and reduntion of armed forces and conventional armaments of the nuclcar-weapon States
and other States in the regions ceoncernecd.

kesolution 35/143

85. By operative paragraph 1, the Guneral Asscenbly regretted that the signature of
additionel Protocenl I by the United States of Anerica ani Yy France, which the -
General Assenbly duly noted with satisfaction and which had taken place on

26 May 1977 and 2 March 1979, respectively, had not yet becn followed Ly the
corresponding ratifications, notwithstanding the time alrcady clapsed and the
invitations that the Lssembly h2d addressed to then and which it reiterated with
special urgency in the present resolution.



CD/171
page 27

Resolution 35/145 A

86. By operative paragraph 3, fhe General hAssenbly urged all States that had not
yet done so ‘to adhere without further delay to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon
Tests in the Atmosphere,  in Outer Space and Under Water and, meanwhile, to refrain
from testing in the environments covered by that Treaty; by operative paragraph 4,
it urged all States members of the Cormittee on Disarmament: (a) to support the
creation by the Committee, upon initiation of its session to'be held in 1981, of an
ad hoc working group which should begin the multilateral negotiation. of a treaty for
the prohkibition of all nuclear-weapon.tests; (b). to use their best. endeavours in
order that the Committee might transmit to the General Assembly at its thirty-

sixth session the multilaterally negotiated text of such a treaty; by operative
paragraph 5, it called upon the States depositaries of the Treaty Banning Nuclear
Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water and the Treaty on the
Non~Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, by virtue of their special responsibilities
under those two treaties and as a provisional measure until- the new comprehensive
test-ban. treaty entered into force, to bring to a halt without delay all nuclear
test explosions, either through a trilaterally agreed moratorium or through three
unilateral moratoria.

Resolution %5/145 B

87. By operative paragraph 3, the General Assembly called upon the three negotiating
nuclear-weapon States to exert their best efforts to bring their negotiations to a
successful conclusion in time for consideration during the next sessicn of the
Committee on Disarmament; by operative paragraph 5, it requested the Committee on
Disarmament to take the necessary steps, including the establishment 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;

by operative paragraph 6, it further requested the Committee on Disarmament to
determiné, in the context of its negotiations on such a treaty, the institutional and
administrative steps neccssary for establishing, testing and operating an
international s:ismic monitoring network and effective verification system; by
operative paragraph 7, it urged all members of *the Committee on Disarmament to
co-operate with the Committee in fulfilling its mandate and, to that.end, to support
the creation of a working group on a comprechensive nuclear test bans and by
operative paragraph 8, it called upon the Committee on Disarmament to exert all
efforts in order that a draft comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty could be
submitted. to the General Assembly no later than at its second special session devoted
to disarmament, tc be held in 1982,

Resolution 3%5/146 4

88. By operative paragraph 2, the General Assembly expressed its deep alarm that the
Secretary-General's report on South ifrica's plan and capability in the nuclear field
(A/35/402 and Corr.l) had established South ifrica's capability to manufaciure
nuclear weapons; - by operative paragraph 3, it also expressed its deep concern that
South Africa's nuclear capability was being developed to preserve white supremacy by
intimidating neighbouring countrics and blackmailing the ‘entire continent of Africas
by operative paragraph 4, it reaffirmed that the racist régine's nuclear plans and
capability constituted a very grave danger to international peace and security and,
in particular, jeopardized the security of African States and increased the danger of
the proliferation of nuclear weapons; by operative paragraph 5, it requested the
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Security Council to prohibit all forms of co-operation and collaboration with the
racist régime of South Africa in the nuclear ficld; by operative paragraph 6, it
called upon all States, corporations, institutions or individuals to terminate
forthwith such nuclear collaboration. betwcen them and the racist régime of

South Africa; by operative paragraph 7, it requested the Security Council to
institute effective enforcement action against the racist régime of South Africa, so
as to prevent it from endengering international peace and security through its
acquisition of nuclear weapons; and by operative paragraph 8, it demanded that
South Africa submit all its nuclear installations to 1nopectlon by the Internatlonal'
Ltonic Energy Agency.

Resolution 35/146 B

89. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly strongly reiterated its call upon
all States to consider and respect the continent of Africa, comprising the continental
Aifrican States, Madagascar and other islands surrounding Africa, as a nuclear-weapon-
free zone; by operative paragraph 2, it reaffirmed that the nuclear programme of the
racist régime of South Africa constituted a very grave danger tc international peace
and security and, in particular, jeopardized the security of African States and
increased the danger of the proliferation of nuclear weapons; by operative paragraph 3,
" it condemned any form of nuclear collaboration by any State, corporation, institution
or individual with the racist régime of South Africa since such collaboration
frustrated, inter alia, the objective of the Declaration of the Organization of
African Unity to keep Africa a nuclear-weapon-frece zone; by operative paragraph 4,

it called upon such States, corporations, institutions or individuals, therefore, to
terminate forthwith such nuclear collaboration betwecn them and the racist régime of
South Africa; by operative paragraph 5, it requested the Security Council, in
keeping with the recommendation of its cormittee established by resolution 421 (1977)
concerning the gquestion of South Africa, to prohibit all forms of co-operation and
collaboration with thc racist régime of South Africa in the nuclear field; by
operative paragraph.6, it demanded that South Africa submit all its nuclear
installations to inspection by the International Atomic Energy iAgency.

Resolution 35/147

90. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly urged all parties directly
concerned seriously to consider taking the practical and urgent steps required for

the implementation of the proposal to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the.
Middle East in accordance with the relevant resclutions of the General Assembly and,

as a mecans of promoting that objective, invited the countries concerned to adhere to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons:; by operative paragraph 2, it
invited those countries, pending the establishment of such a zone in the Middle East
and during the process of its establishment, to dcclare solemnly that they will
refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from producing, acquiring or in any othcr way
possessing nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices; by operative paragraph 3,

it called upon those countries to refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from permitting the
stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party and to agree to
place all their nuclear activities under Internaticnal Atomic Energy Agency safeguards;
by operative paragraph 4, it further invited those countries, pending the establishment
of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East and during the process of its -
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establishnent, to declare their support for establishing such a zone in the region
consistent w1th paragraphs 60 to 63, in particuvlar paragraph 63 (d) of the

Final Document of the Tenth Special Sossion and to deposit those” declarations with
the Security Council for consideration as appropriate; and by operative paragraph 5,
it reaffirmed again its recormendation tc the nuclear-weapon States to refraian from
any action contrary to the spirit and purpose of the present resolution and the
objective of establishing in the region of the Middle East a nuclear-weapon-free
zone under an effective system of safeguards and to extend their co-operation to the
States of the region in their efforts to promote these objectives.

Resolution 35/148

91. By operative paragraph 1, the General Assenbly reaffirmed its cndorscment; in
principle, of the concept of a nuclear—weapon-frce zone in South Asia; by operative
paragraph 2, it urged once again the States of South Asia and such other neighbourin-
non-nuclear-weapon States as nmight be interested to continue to make all possible
efforts to establish a nuclear-~weapon-free zone in South Asia and to refrain, in the
meantime, from any action ccntrary to that objective; and by operative paragraph 3,
it called upon those nuclear-weapon States which have not done so to respond
positively to this proposal and to cxtend the nccessary co-operation in the efforits
to establish a nuclear-wcapon-frec zone in South Asia.

Resolution 35/150

92, By operative paragraph 2, the General Assembly requested the Ad Hoc Cormittee, in
pursuance of the decision contained in resolution 34/80 B, to convene a Conference

on the Indian Ocean during 1981 at Colombo, and taking info consideration the

exchange of views thereon: (a) to continue its efforts for the necessary harmonizatio:n
of views on the issues relatcd to the convening of the Conference to achicve the
objectives ol the Declaration of the Indian Occan as a Zcne of Peace; (b) to make
every effort, in consideration of the political and security climate in the

Indian Ocean area, particularly rccent developments, as well as the progress nade in
the harmonization of views referred to in subparagraph (a) above, to finalize, in
accordance with its normal methods of work, all preparations for the Confercuce,
including the dates for its convening; (c) to continuc the preparatory work for the
convening of the Conference and to hold two prcparatory scssions in 1931 totalling

pix weeks; and (d) to submit to the Conference a full report on its preparatory work,

Resolution 35/152 B

95. By operative paragraph 1, the General .uassembly noted the decision of the
Cormittee on Disarmament to resume intensive consideration, at its session te be

held in 1981, of the iten on the cessation of the nuclecar arms racce and nuclear
disarmament; by operative paragraph 2, it helieved it necessary to intensify efforts
with a view to initiating as a natter of high priority, negotiations, with the
participation of all nuclear-weapon Statcs, on the gquestion of the cessation of the
nuclear—arns racc and nuclear disarmanpnt, in accordance with thce provisions of
paragraph 50 of the Final Docunent of the Tenth Special Scession of the General Assenbly
by operative paragraph 3, it called upon the Cormittec on Disarmament, as a matter of
priority and for the purpose of an early commencenent of the negotiations on the
substance of the problenr, 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 by operative
paragraph 4, it requested the Committee on Disarmement to report on the results of
those negotiations to the General lsscubly at its thirty-sixth scssion.
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Resolution 35/152 C

94. By operative paragraph 1, the General IAssembly urged the Cormittee on
Disarmarent to establish, upon initiation of its session to be held in 1981, and

2d hoc working group on the iten which in its egenda for 1279 and 1980, was entitled
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmarment"; and by operative
paragraph 2, it considcred that, in the light of the exchange of views held on that
subject during the last two annual sessions of the Committec on Disarmament, it
would be advisable that the working group begin its ncgotiations by addressing the
question of the elaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament
envisaged in paragraph 50 of fthe Final Document of the Tenth Special Scssion of the
General Assenbly, including idcentification of the responsibilities of the
nuclear-weapon States and the role of thb non-nuclear-weapon States in the process
of achieving nuclear disarnanent.

Resolution 35/152 D

95. By operative paragraph 1, the General hAssembly declared once again that (a) the
use of nuclear weapons would be a violation of the Charter of the United Nations and

a crime against humahity, and that (b) the usc or threat of usc of nuclear weapons
should therefore be prohibited, pending nuclear disarmament; and by operative
paragraph 2, it requested all States that had so far not submitted their proposals
concerning the non-usc of nuclear weapons, avoidance of nuclear war and rclated
matters, to do so, in orxder that the question of an international convention or some
other agreenent on the subject might be further considercd at the thirty-sixth session
of the General Assenbly. :

Resolution 35/152 E

96. By operative paragraph 4, the Genoral hssembly recormended that the Committee
on Disarmament should conoontrutu on the substantive and priority items on its
agenda with a view to-achieving tangiblec results,

Resolution-BE/lSC J

97. By operative paragraph 1, the Gencral Assembly urged the Committec on Disarmament
to continue or undertake, during its session to be held in 1981, substantive
negotiations on the priority questions of disarmament on its agenda, in accordance
with the provisions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the’

General Assenbly and the other relevant resclutions of the Assembly on those questions;
and by operative paragraph 2, it invited the nembers of the Cormittee on Disarmament
involved in separate nevotlatlons on specific priority guestions of disarmament to
intensify their efforts to achicve a positive conclusion of thosc ncgotiations

without further delay for submission to the Committee and, at the same time, to subnit
to the Committee a full rcport on théir separate negotiations and the results achieved
in order to contribute most dircctly to the negotiations in the Cormittee in
accordance with paragraph 1.

Resclution 35/154

98. By operative paragraph 3, the General Assembly requested the Committec on
Disarmament to continue on a priority basis, during its session in 198 1, the
negotiations. on the question of strengthening of security guarantces of non-nuclear—
weapon States; Dy operative paragreph 4, it called upon States participating in

talks on the question of providing guarantecs to non-nuclear States against the use or
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threat of use of nuclear weapons to make cfforts for the speedy elaboration and
conclusion of an international convention on this matter; by cperative paragraph 5,
it called upon all nuclcar-wcapon States to make solerm declarations, identical in
substance, concerning the non-usc of nuclcer weapons ageinst non-nuclear Statos
having no such weapons on their btcrritories, as a first step ftowards the conclusion
of such an international convention; and by operative paragraph 6, it recormended
that the Security Council should excnine declaravions which nay be made by nuclear
States regarding the strengthening of seccurity guarantees for non-nuclear States and,
if all these declarations were found consistent with the above-meonticned objective,
should adopt an apprcprictc rosolution approving them.

Resolution 35/155

99. By operative paragraph 3, the General sissonbly appealed to all States, in
particular the nuclcar-weapon States, to deronstrate the peliticel will necessary to
reach agreenent on a comrmon approach to the question of offective intemational
arrangenents to assurc non-nuclear-weapon States against the usc or threat of use of
nuclecar weapons which could be included in an intermational instrument of a legally
binding character; and by operative paragraph 4, it reccrmended that the Committee
on Disarmanent should actively continuc negotiations with a view to rcaching
agreement and concluding effective international arrangenents during its next session
to assure non-nuclear-weapon Statcs against the use or threat of usc of nuclear
weapons, taking into account the widesprecad support for the conclusion of an
international convention and giving consideration to any other proposals designed to
secure the samc objective.

Resolution 35/156 C

100. By operative paragraph 1, the Gencral iAsscmbly rcquested the Cormittee on
Disarmamont to proceed without dclay te talks with a view to elaborating an
international agreement on thc non-stationing of nuclcar weapons on the territories

of States where there arc no such weapons at present; and by operative peragraph 3, it
requested the Cormitteec on Disarmament to subnit a report on the question to the
General Assenbly at its thirty-sixth session.

Resolution 35/156 F

101. By operative paragraph 4, the General Assenbly recommcnded that the Committec on
Disarmamcnt should take the report of the Group of Experts on a Comprehensive Study
on Nuclear Weapons (A/35/392) and its conclusions into account in its efforis towards
general and complete disarmement under cffcctive intcrmational contxol, in
particular in the field of nuclear disameanent.

Resolution 3%5/156 H

102, By the cperative paragraph, the Generel issenbly requested the Cormittec on
Disarmament, at an appropriatec stage of its work on the iten entitled “"Nuclear
weapons in all aspects', to pursuc its considerction of the question of adequately
verified cessation and prohibition of the production of fissionablc material for
nuclear weapons and other nuclear oxplosive devices and to keep the General Assembly
informed of the progress of that consideration.



Resolution 35/156 K

103. By operative paragraph 1, thc General Assembly deplored that the Treaty between
the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Linitation of Surategic Offensive Arms (SALT II) had not yot been ratified,
notwithstanding that it had beon signed on 18 Junc 1979 and in spite of the nany
other reasons cexisting for such ratification as illustrated by thosc swmarized in
the preamble of the resclution; by operative paragraph 2, it urged the two

signatory States not to delay any further the implementation of the proccdure
provided for in article XIX of the Treaty for its entry into force, taking particularly
inte account that not only their national intercsts but also the vitel interests of
all the pecoples werc at stoke in that question; by operative parcgreph 3, it trusted
that, pending the cntry inte force of the Treaty, the signatory States, in conformity
with the provisions of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, would refrain
from-any act which would defeat the object and purpose of the Treaty; by operative
paragraph 4, it reiterated its satisfaction, alrcady cxpressed in its

resolution 34/87 ¥, at the agreement reached by both parties in the joint statement
of principles and basic guidelines for subsequent negotiations on the linitation of
strategic arms, signed the same day as the Treaty, to the effect of continuing to
pursuc negotiations in accordance with the principle of equality and equal sccurity,
on measures for the further limitation and reduction in the number of strategic arms,
as well as for their further qualitative linitation which should culninate in the
SLALT IIT treaty, and to the effect also of cndeavouring in such negotiations to
achieve, inter alia, the following objectives: (a) significant and substential
reductions in the numbers of strategic arms; (b) qualitative limitations on strategic
offensive arms, including restrictions on the dcvelopnent, testing and deployment of
new types of strategic offensive arms and on the modernization of existing strategic
offensive arms; and by operative paragraph 5, it invited the Governments of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of Anerica to keep the |
General Assembly appropriately informed of the results of their negotiations, in
conformity with the provisions of paragraphs 27 and 114 of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly.

Resolution 35/157

104. By operative paragraph 1, the Gencral Assembly took note of the progress report

of the Secretary-Gencral on the work of the Group of Experts to Prepare a Study on
Israeli Nuclear Armament (4/35/458) submitted to the General Assembly at its
thirty-fifth session; and by opecrative paragraph 2, it requested the Secretary-General
to pursue his efforts in that regard and to submit his report to the Gencral issembly
at its thirty-sixth session.
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V. Relevant documents submitted to the General issembly
A ThlI”” t1’111'\l qessym
Letter dated & September 1978 from the Acting Permanent Representative of the
T 1 bk

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the United Hotions addvessed o the
Secretary-General (A/j}/”4l ).

105, The communication transmitted a letter from the linisver for IForeign Affairs

of the Union #f Soviet Socialist Republics, Mr. fL.4. Gromylo, requesting the inclusion
of an iten entitled "Conclusion of an internstional convention on the strengthening
of euarontees of the security of non-nuclear States” in the aﬁen&a of the

thirty—third session of the General Assembly as an importantv and urgent questlon.

A Araft international convention on the subject was attached. j/

Declaration of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty adonted at the meeting of the
Political Consultative Committee held at Moscow on 2% November 1978 (A/B;/392—S/12939).

106. The Declaration reiterated the proposzls advanced by the Soviet Union at the
specicl session of the General lssembhly devoted %o discimement (see chove document
A/S-lﬂ/Au.l/A). It also reiterated the proposal that every Stoate thet participated
in the Conference on Security eni Co-operation in Durope should commit itself never
to be the first to use:nuclearweupons againgt any otheow. :

Draft resolution on the strengthening of the security o non-nuclecr-—veapon Stotes
against the use or threat of use of puOWeaL weapons, submitted by Pakisten
_(1*: Gel; ///'“-7)) l

107, A draft internationel convention was nnevel > e draft resclution. 8/

B.  Thirty-fourth s$ession

Commvnicué adopted at the mecting of the Committee of the Ilinisters for Foreign Affairs
of the Varsaw Treaty Member States, held at Berlin on 5 and 6 Decembexr 1979

(4/34/825-5/13636).

1C8, The communiqudé was also issued as CD/58 (see above).

Memorandun stating the views of Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden on the
auestion of non-proliferation of nuclear weapcns (4/C.1/34/4).

109. The memorandun was designed to express, in particular, the concern of the five
Hordic countries over the development and achievement of nuclear explosive capability
by any additional State or States.

Z/ LhC draft convention was subsequently annexed to draft resolution 4/C.1/33/L.6.
It vas also circulated as document CD/23 (see ahove).

"§/ The draft convention was subsequently circulated as document CD/10 (sce above).
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C. Thirty—-£ifth session

tatement and Declaration of the States Parties to the Uarserr Treaty adopted at
the neeting of the Political Consultative Commitice, held in Varssy on

14 end 15 May 1980 (4/35/257- 5/15948)

110. The text of the Dev¢,ruu10n was also issued as docunent LD/DBH (seo above).

Memorandum of the Soviet Union entitled '"Peace, disarmenent and international
wal s mm e it ’ —""R A00
security cucrantees L/A57482) .

111, The memorandun reiterated the nroposals of the Sovied Union for the helting of
Fal ‘]q

the nucleer cims race ond renunciation of the use of foyrce in internaiional relations,
including halting the production »f o1l types of nuclear wecnsns and gradually reducing
their stockpiles until they are completely destroyed; ond the complete and general .
prohibition-of nuclear-weapon tests. The memorandum reiteratod uQC Scviet position
that the formulation and implementation of measurcs for oms limitation snd discrmenent
in the nucleor field should be inseparably linked with the s*Lcngtnenln' of pnliticel
and intemational legal guarantees »f the sccurity of States and of the prescrwo ion

of peace, which required, in particular, the renunciation of +the use »f force in
international relations concurrently with the permancont vprohibition of the use of
nuclear weapons. The memorandun further stated that the Soviet Union was ready to
participate in the process of the limitation and reduction of strategic arms with

strict ohservance of the principle of equality and equal securi¥y. The Soviet Union

was prepared to ratify the SALT.IT Treaty and to comply with all its provisions

provided that the United States acted likewise. It also .confirmed that the

Soviet Union was willing to participate —— after the SALT IT Treaty had been ratified --
in negotiations on further limitations and reductions of sirategic arms. The

Soviet Union was also prepared to hold a serious discussion of the problem of preventing
a surprise atback or the uwnauthorized or accidental use of nuclear uea apons, »noth on a
multilateral and a bilateral basis, and uas willing to co—operwte in any steps zimed at
preventing nuclear war. The memorandum called for the consolidation of the régime of
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. and, in this connection, relterated the position

of the Soviet Union concerning the strengthening of guarantees »f the security of
non-nuclear States; the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States
where there are no such weapons at present and the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones. With respect to regional measurcs in Burope, *he nennrandum recalled the
pronosal for the conclusion hy all States pa wrticipating in the Duropean Conference of »
treaty on the non-first use against each other of either nuclear -weapens or conventional
erms, Regarding the question of nuclear systems in Lurope, “the nmenorandum referred.

o new proposal put forward by the Soviet Union, namely, to discuss concurrently and on
the basis of their organic link the issues pertaining to both medium-ronge nuclear—
nissile systems in Burope and United States forward-based nuclear systems. The
nemorandunr aleo recalled the prograrme of action for +he relaxat Joq of military tension
in the area of the Mediterranean Sea, proposed by the States Pariics to the

Warsaw Treaty in May 1980, whlch, inter alia, included the withdrawsl from the
HMediterranean Sea of warships carrying nuclear wveapons and the renunciation of the
deploynent of nuclear weulwrc on the territories of Buropean and non-European
non-nuclear countries in the Mediterranean area. The Soviet Union also reiterated its
support for the creation of z zone of peace in the Indian Ocesn and for the

United Nations decision to hold an international confercnce on the Indien Ocean in 1981.

(x
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Conmumiaud of the Meeting of the Committee of the Inisters for Foreien Affalrs
cf the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, held in Warsew on 19 and 20 Octobexr 1980
(",)U/‘ 3‘0/~1211)

112, The cnnmunioué, inter olia, expressed the support 2

the Stotes Porties to -the
Vorsowr Treaty fov the proposal of the Soviet Uninn »n negns )

[¥)

T8N ions - regarding the
nedivil-renge nuciog" wecpons in Burnpe simulteneoucly ocné in on organic link vith the
Tnitel States forwerd-based nuclear means. The HGCU«lL - icipants noted with
sotisfoction that practical discussions of those questions hod negun between the
Saviet Union and the United States »f .merice, ond ermressed the hope for their
success which W“ulﬂ cmsiitute a step in the direction of clininating the threat of
nucleor wor in the Buropean ccntinent.

Letter dated 23 October 1920 from the Fermanent RNeprcscntotive of Tsrael to the

ar
United Hations addressed to the Secreterv-General (../c.1m5,8).

113, The commumication attoached a draft resolution 2/ whicn called upon all States
of the Middle Bast and non-nuclear-weapons States adjacent ©o the region, which were
not signatories te any treaty providing for a nuclear-weapon-frec zone, to convene
at the earliest possiblﬂ date a conference with a viev to negotiating a nultilateral
treaty establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the IMiddle East; and urged all
States of the region to state by 1 Moy 1981 their willingness to participate in the
confercnce,

Memorandun stating the views »f Denmark, Finland, Tceland, N yrway and Sweden
o the question of non-proliferation of nuclear weapmns (f 1/35/10)

114, The nenorandun stressed the need for further steps in order to pronote
international confidence that additional States were not seeking tn achieve nuclear
explosive capability. Such steps included:

(a) Barly adherence to the non-proliferation Treaty by the largest possible number
of additional States.

(o) Formal acceptance of International Atomic Energy Lgency safeguards on all
nuclear activities, present and future (thl scope Sax@”l 1uu), by all non-nuclear-
weapon States with such activities that had nct vct domne s0.

(c) Other national, bilateral or international mnecasures aimed ot preventing
proliferation of nuclear weanong and promoting confidence in that respect.

Draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union on cerioin urgent measures for
reducing the danger of war (4/C.1/35/L.1).

115, By section IIT of the draft resolution, the General Assenbly would: call upon
States participating in talks on the question of providing guarantees o non-nuclear

States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weepons to male offorts for the
gpeedy elaboration and conclusion of an intermational convention on this matter;

2/ The draft resoluticn was subsequently circulated as document 4/C.1/35/L.8.
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cell upon all nuclear—-weapon States to malke solemn declaretions, identical in substance,
concerming the non-use of nuclear wegpons against non-nuclear States having no such
weapons on their territories, as a first step towards the conclusion of such an
internaticnal conventions and recommend that the Security Council examine declarations
vhilch may be made by nuclear States regording the strengithening of security guarsntees
for non-nuclecr States and, should 21l these declarations be found consistent with the
above-nentioned objective, to adopt an appropriate resolution approving them, Br
section IV, the Assembly woulds 8tress the need fow a sneedy conclusion of on .
international trecty on the conplete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests;
and call upon all nuclear-weapon States -- as an indication of their goodwill and in
order to create more favourable conditions {or completing the elaboration of the
above-nentioned treaty -- not to conduct eny nuclear esmlosions within a period of

onc year beginning from a date to he agreed upon anong them, heving made in advance
anpropriate declarations to that effect. .



CD/171

nage 3

VI. Proposals submitted to the Digsarmament Commission

Al Vieus and suggestions oif States on the comprehensive progremme of

HEY

disarmament (4/CH.10/1 and Add.1-G)

116. The Byelorussisn SSR, inter alia, called for solutions to the following
problems:

(a) Wegotiations on the cessation of the production of all types of nuclear
weapons and the graduai reduction of stockpiles until they have been completely
destroyed. The negotiations on this matter should be conducted with the
participation of all nuclear-weapon States, as well as a number of non-nuclear-
veapon States. Parallel measures should be taken to strengthen the political
and international legel guarsntees for the security of States.  In that
connection, the proposal regarding the conclusion of world treaty on the non-use
of force in international relations wes becoming increasingly urgent.

(b) The meximum strengthening of the régime Tor the non~proliferation of
nuclear weapons. Measures should be taken to emhancc the effectiveness of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of MNuclear leapons and to strengthen in every way
possible the IAEA system of safeguards. It was important to strive for the
conclusion of ar international convention on the strengthening of security
guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States. The implementation of the
General Assembly resolution on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States, vhere therewere no such wveapons at present would be of
great significance.

(c) The complete and gensral prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. The
early completion of the drafting of a treaty on that matter and its signing would
lead. to the cessation of the qualitative improvement of nucleer weapons and would
prevent the emergence of mnev types of such veapons. o

(¢) The speedy drafting of a new agreement on the complete demilitarization
of the sca-bed and the occan floor. The strict performance of their obligations
by parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition of the IFuplacement of Nuclear Heapons
and Other Veapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea~Bed and the Ocean Floor and in
the Subsoil Thereof would also be of great significance, as would increased
participation in that Treaty.

(e) Regional measures for military ddétente and disarmement, including,
inter alia, the establigclment of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace
and the conclusion of a non-aggression pact between the participants in the
Buropean Conference.

117. The Central African Republic considered it necessaxy, inter alig, to halt
nuclear tests and strengthen the régime for the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons.

118. Chile suggested that as elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmenment,
consideration might bc given, inter alia, to:

(a) Mdoption of effective measures of nuclear disarmement, 1ith a ban on
nuclear testing for non-peaceful purposes as the first step.

(b) Tlimination of nuclear arsenals.
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119. China considered that when major progress had been made ‘in the reduction

of the armaments of the Superpovers, other nuclear countries should join them

in reducing aymaments. in a reasonable ratio. It further considered that the
fundamental w2y to the realization of nuclear disarmament and elinination of

the threat of nuclear war lay in the complete prohibition and thorough destruction
of nuclear weapons. That question should be given priority in +the programme.
However, nuclear disarmament alone could not totally eliminate the threat of war.
Conventional disarmement had become more and more urgent. They shculd be given
equal 1mportanoe, and the two should preceed in conjunction. It wvas impermissible
for the Superpovers to use nuclear disarmament to delay conventional disarmament,
or plt one againgst the other.

720 Cuba, inter alia, considered that with regard to the régime of non-
proliferation in disarmament negotiations, it wvas important to talte into account
the right and need of peoples to have access o nuclear technology for peaceful
purposes without hindrance or discrimination. It further considered that for
the effective achievement of nuclear disarmement and the cessation of the arms
race, it was necessary for all nuclear-weapon States to varticipate in the
negotiation process and in disarmament agreements, in order to guarantee their
wiversality and effectivencss. In this context, attention should be drawn to
the adoption of measures designed to put an end to the danger of nuclear war and
to brlng about the conclusion, as a matter of nriority, of a treaty vwhich would
provide for the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing. -
With regard to regional disarmament a agreements and détente, it mentioned the
creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones and pointed out that in the consideration
of the establishment of zones of peace it was important to take into account the
regions of the Indian Ocean end the Mediterranean.

121, Pinland sungepteu Lhat a comprehen51ve programme of disarmament could
encompass, inter alia, the following aspects of nuclear disarmament :

(2) A wmore effective limitation and a suvsequent substantial reduction of
strategic arsenalswas a press_ng tagk. - Although talks on that subject were
conducted bilaterally, the existence of stockpiles of strategic weapons were a
global concern. As intermediary goals, a strategic stability should be pursued
at as low a level of armaments as possible.

(‘) A great variely of nuclear weapons that at present were not subject to
negotiations should be brought within the reach of active efforts of arms control
and disarmament. C

(¢) A goal- that had long been sought as a ley prlorluj and one that should
be immediately attainablewas a comprehensive prohibition of nuclear testing. A
comprehensive test-ban t%ea+y would put constraints on the qualitative improvenent of
nuclear weapons and on holr proliferation,

(0) Lffective non—prol*fe ation measures would be a contribution to the
elimination of impediments to a wider international co-operation in the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy. International consensus to. that effect should be sought .
around the non-proliferation Treaty, inter zlia, by adopting measures designed to
further strengthen the Treaty.

(e) Another measure,thai could contribute tovards the elforts to limit
further production of nuclear weapons, facilitate nuclear disarmaments and promote
non-proliferation would be the cessation of the producticn of fissionable material
for weapons purposes
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(f) Muclear-weapon-free zones were a contribution to the security of the
zonal Stateo and to intemational peace and security in general, ~ They should
be based on arrangements freely arrived ot among the States of the region
concerned and should involve conmitments by the nuclear-weapon States not to use
nuclear weapons against the States of the zone and to respect the status of the
zone. The consideration of the establishment of such zones should continue to
benefit from the "Comprehensive study of the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones
in all itg asnectﬁ”, the United Hations study completed in 1975..

A () ThéanClear—weapon States should undertzke arrangements to guarantee -
the sscurity of the States that have foregone the nuclear-veapon option by giving
commitments not to use or threaten to use nuclear veapons against “them.

-(h) Bilateral agreements had been concluded for the prevention of nuclear
War. In addition, a more generalized approach to that question should be taken
into consideration.

122. The Federal Republic of Germany considered that it was necessary, inter alia,
to maintain a balance between the . measures 10 be taken in the different
disarmament fields, in particular as betveen nuclear and conventional armements.
As regards measures in the field of nuclear weapons, it mentioned: ‘

(a) 4 comprehensive and compleie ban on nuclear-weapon tests,

)

(b) Ftrengthening of the non-proliferation riéginme,
(¢) Str engthening the security of non-nuclear-weapon States,

(a) Bstablishment of nuclearuweaponnlﬁee zones (on the basis of arrannements
of the States in - the remlon)

4

. (e)  The limitation, balanced reduction and finally complete elimination
of nuclear weapons and their delivery vehicles.

123. Greece congidered that priority should be given, inter alia, to the following
elementa: —

(a) Cessation of the nuclear and conventional arms race.
(b) Cessation of,nuulear«wcuoon testing.

(o) Adherence to the Treaty on the Hon-Proliferation of Nuclear Yeapons.
124, India believed that the highest priority should be given to nuclear

~ disarmanent. Removing the threat of nuclear war was the most acute and urgent
task of the present day.  The ultimate goal in that context was the coﬁblebe
elimination of nuclear weapons. Paragraph 5C of the Final Docunenu provided
the guidelines for urgent negotiations on nuclear disarmament. India considered
that the first step in that direction should be the immediate cessation of the
production of nuclear weapons systens to be followed by the reduction of  the
existing stockpiles and their elimination in the shortest period possible. It
also believed that the negotiations on the comprehensive test-ban treaty should
be concluded urgently and the results submitted to the Committee on Disarmament
for full consideration. Tt noted that the General Assembly had also called on
the nuclear-veapon States, pending the conclugsion of the comprehensive test-ban
treaty, to cease the further testing of nuclear weapons. India also believed
that pending the elimination of 21l nuclear weapons, all States should work for
intermational agreement to secure the asvoidance of the usc of nuclear xeapons.
It suggested that steps leading to nuclear disarmament should be completed in
the next decade.
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125, dsrael believed that the various approaches to conventional and nuclear
disarmament and arms limitations could include the idea of the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones based on the precedent of the Treaty of TLatelolco,
vhich represented an important contribution to the gradual reduction of tension,
the strengthening .of the national security of the States in the areas involved
and- of the States bordering those areas, and to universal disarmament.

126. Italy considered that a2 comprehensive programme of disarmesment should embody,
inter alia, a balance betwveen the measures tc be taken in the various fields of
disamnament -- thus nuclear disarmament would parallel conventional disarmament --
in order to guarantee undiminiched security to all States. In the area of nuclear
weapons, it proposed the following measures:

_ -(a) Conclusion, as a measure of the highest priority, of a comprehensive
nuclear test ban (CTB),

(b) Limitation and reduction of nuclear veapons and delivery systems.

- (c) Cessation of the production of fissionable materials for military
purposes.

(d) Strengthening of the non-proliferation régime.
(e) Muclear-veapon-free zones.
127. Japan suggested the following measures of nuclear disarmament:
(a) The early conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty.

(b) The early conclusion of the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks II (SALT II)
and the initiation of SALT ITT,

(¢) TUniversal adherence to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons.

(d) The cessation of the production and the gradual elimination of fissionable
material for weapons purposes, and the reallocation of such fissionable material
to use for peaceful purposes.

(¢) Strengthening of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear-veapon Siates.

128. Qatar included, among the major measures, a comprehensive ban on all nuclear-
weapon tests and a halt to the production of fissionable materials for the purpose
of weapons production. Beyond that, it considered that the comprehensive
programme of disarmament should include the establishment of nuclear-weéapon-free
zones and zones of peace, following the carrying out of a comprehensive study of
the guestion from all aspects. Those zones should include the major zones of
tension in the world, foremost among them the Hiddle East, Africa, the Indian Ocean
and South-Eagt Asia. That called also for the following:

(a) The observance of itreaties on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons.
(1) Encouragement of the establishuent of organizations for a ban on nuclear

igt
weapons in those areas, on the lines of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapong in Latin America.
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(cﬁ The provision of adequate intemational guarantees to ensure that peace
wag maintained in nuclear-weapon-free zones and that they would not be exposed to

4

attacks from nuclear States.

Fad

(1) The guaranieeing of the effectiveness of nuclear-weapon control and
ingpection in nuclear-weapon-frec zones.

(e) The promotion .of bilateral, regional and rmltilateral measures in the
field of arms limitation.

(f) ZXeeping the disputes and struggles of the major Povers away from
nuclear-veapon-free zones and zones of peace,

129. Romania suggested the folloving measures for the achievement of nuclear
disarmament s

(a) An undertaking by the nuclear-veapon States not t0 use those weapons
against non-nuclear States. '

(b) A prohibition on the deployment of nev nuclear weapons on the territory
of other States and the removal of nuclear weapons already deployed there.

(¢) The conclusion of an agreement to stop the production and development
of nuclear arms, and an undertaking by all States not o produce such arms in
the future.

(d) A halt to the production of fisgionable materials for military purposes
and the diversion of existing materials to pcaceful uses in the countries vhich
have produced them, At the same time, a proportion of such materials should be
handed over for peaceful usés by any States which require them.

(¢) The complete reduction and liquidation of all stockpiles of nuclear
weapons and delivery systems.

(f) A {total ban on nuclear weapons.

(g) The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zoneg of peace and co-operation
in the various parts of the world.

130. Spain believed that priority should be given to nuclear disarmament. To
that end, it vas essential for the nuclear Powers to put into effect as soon as
possible the agreements nov being negotiated on the prohibition of all test
explosions and on strategic arms limitation, as a first step towards similar
measures concerning all other iypes of wezpons vhich had been placed within range
of non-nuclear-veapon States.  lMeasures designed to curb the production of °
fissionable material for military purposes and the production of vectors would be
very congstructive. However, in addition to the reduction of nuclear weapons,
action should be taken with regard to conventional wvecapons.

131. Sweden suggested that one element that should be considered was categories
of weapons hitherto not included in any negotiations and menticned, as-an example,
nuclear weapons presently not included in any type of negctiations, e.g. the
so~called grey-zone weapons. :
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132, The Ukrainian SSR proposed, inter alia, the folloving measures:

() The cessation of the nuclear arms race and the achievement of nuclear
disarmament, £2d in particular the cencation of the production of all types of
nuclear weaponsg and the graduval resduction of stockpiles until they have been
completely destroyed.

(b) The acceleration of the preparation of a world treaty on the non-use
of force in international relations, which would help to consolidate the political
and intemational legal guarantees of the security of States.

(¢) The complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

(4) The strengthening by all avallable means of the rdégime for the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons, including the conclusion of an intemational
convention on the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States and
the non-~stationing of nuclear wveapons on the territories of States where there
are no such weapons at present.

(e) The creation of nuclear-veapon-free zones and zones of peace.

(£) The complete demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor.

(g) Regional measures of military détente and disarmament, including
agreement betieen the States participating in the European Conference not fo be
the first to use either nuclear or conventional veapons against each other.

(h) Yeasures to avert the threat of a nuclear var.

133. The USSR proposcd the conclusion of agreements on the following questions
concerning nuclear veapons:

(a) Ending the nuclear arms race and achieving nuclear disarmament.
(b) Averting the danger of nuclear var.

(c) Conclusion of an internaticnal convention on the strengthening of
guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States.

(d) Non-stationing of nuclear weapons in the territories of States vhere
there are no such veapons at present.

(e) Complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.
(f) General strengthening of the régime of non-proliferation of'nuclearymaponsk

(g) Establishment of nuclear—weapon-free zones and zones of peace.
)
(h) Complete demilitarization of the sea~bed and the ocean floor.
Among regional measures of military détente and disarmament, the USSR mentioned,

inter alia, the following:

(a) Agreement on the limitation of rocket-borme nuclear weapons and other
vegpons in Durope on a basis of strict mutuality.
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(b) The conclusion between the participants in the Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Europe of a trecaty by vhich the parties weuld underbzlre not to
the fircﬁ'fo use elther nuclear or conventional armanents against each other.

134. Norway suggested the following measures in the area of nuclear weapons:

_ (a) The early conclusion of a SALT II agreement betveen the United States
and the USSR and continued efforts within the Tramevork of SALT III 4o reach
agreement on actual reductions of strategic armaments.

(b) ‘Universal adherence to the non-prolif e“atlon régine throug% a
strengthenvnr of the Intemational Atomic Energy Agency safeguards system, and
the development of more prolifera tlon—r051uoant technologies.

(¢c) . The so-callcd grey-area nuclear weapons. should be made the sub3ec+ of
arms control negotiations in a suitable forum.

(d) The early conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty bamning nuclear
tests in all environments, including nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes.

é e) A treaty should be worired out on the cessation of px oauctlon of
fisgionable material for military purposes (cau—01¢l.

(f) Under certain specific conditions, nuclear-veapon-free zones might be
an important supplement to the régime of the non-proliferation Treaty. When such
conditionsexisted, States should initiate regional discussions with a view to
establish nuclear-veapon-free zonesg

(g) MNuclea ar-~weapon States should extend their co-operation in the creation
of nuclear-weapon~free zones and should enter into binding undertakings never to
use nuclear weapons or threaten to use such veapons against States that have
entered into a binding agreement establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone
encompassing their territory.

(n) In that respect the negative security guarantees given at the special
session on disarmament could be further strengthened and formalized. Nations
vwhichwere not protected by a nuclear security sysiem and vhich met the. same.
conditions of denuclearization had a legitimate claim to wniversally applicable
security guarantees against the use or thrent of use of nuclear weapons:

135. Pakigtan proposed various measures cateporized in three phases. With respect
to nuclear weapons, it proposed the following:

(a) Conclusion of intermationally binding assurances to non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. (first phase)

(b) TImmediate conclusion of a second strategic arms limitation agreement
between the United States and the USSR and early conclusion of a . third agreement
envisaging significant reductions in strategic nuclear arsenals and a halt in
their qualitative development. (first phase)
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(¢c) "The conclusion of an international treoty for the prohibition of
nuclear-teapon tectey the declaration of a unilateral moratorium on nuclear
testing by the most advanced nuclear-weapon Sitates. (first phase)

(&) Action to prevent the main sources of nuclear proliferation -- including
neasures to bring all nuclear facilities under international safeguards. (first
phase)

(e) Llaboration of 2n intermational congsensus on nuclear non-proliferation
(envisaged in parograph 66 of the Final Document of the special session on
disarmament).  (first phase)

(f) Conclusion of an agreement among the nuclear Povers committing each
of them not to be the Tirst to use nuclcar weapons against any State, nuclear
and non-nuclear. (second phase)

(g) Conclusion of a further strategic amms limitation agreement among the
tuo major nuclear Povcrs bringing their strategic forces in opproximate parity
with other nuclear Povers. %second phase)

(h) Conclusion of a general agrecmenl among all the nuelear Powers to
limit and reducc their nuclear wveapons and delivery systems by stages. (second
phase)

(i) Conclusion of an international agreement to climinate "tactical and
"theatre' nuclear veapons from military arsenals of the nuclear Pouers. (second
phase)

(i) Adoption of concrete measures to implement the nev consensus on nuclear
non-prolileration, e.g. possible modification of the non-proliferation Treaty,
application ol wniversal safeguards, transfer of nuclear technology, etc.

(second phase) . :

(k) Total prohibition of nuclear and other veapons of mass destruction in
outer space, on the sea-bed and in cther environments. (second phase)

(1) Agreement for dismantling and destruction of remaining deployments
and stockpiles of nuclear uveapons retained until this stage and of missiles,
aircraft, ships and submarines, and artillery systems capable of delivering
nuclear vegpons (along with verification and control nethods). (final phase)

Vith respect to regional measures, Pakislan proposed the folloving:

(a) Promotion of nuclear-ueapon-free zones, including in Africa, the
Iliddle Bast and South Asia. (first phase)

(b) The limitation of auclear and conventional armaments in Furope and
other regions of arms concentration. (Lirst phas

(¢) Conclusion of intemational agreements for the establishment of
nuclear~weapon-free zones in various paris of the vorld, including Africa,
the Illiddle East and South Asia. (second phase)

(d) Conclusion of international agreements to establish zones of peace
in the Indian Ocean and other suitable parts of the world. (second phase)
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136. Doland, inter alia, reiterated the proposal for the conclusion of an
agreement by States which participated in the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Burope that should commit them never to be first to use nuclear
oxr conventional weapong agsinst any other. It also reiterated the proposal
contained in document CD/@, In its view, curbing the arms race in the field

of nuclecr armaments could be assisted by conclusion of agreement on the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear-veapon teste. It also considered that the
requirements of security and disarmament made it imperative not to allow any
rfurther proliferation of nuclear weapons. It wvos thus nccessary to guarantee
that the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Usapons became universally
binding and that the systenm of guarantees be further sirenpgthened with respect

to the Treaty's observance, on the basis of the safeguards of the Intemational
Atomic fnergy Agency ond the international principles and guidelines on nuclear
teclmology, equinmont and material transfers, worked out in keeping with the
non-proliferation Treaty. It was impertant at the same time thot nuclear

energy be used for peaceful purposes without obstacles nor discrimination, in
conformity with the relevant provisions of the non-proliferation Treaty. Poland
supported the proposal submitted by the USSR to conclude a convention on
strengthening the guarantees of security of States vhich had renounced production
and acquisition of nuclear weapons and had no such veapons on their territories.
The régime of non-proliferation could alsc be strengthened by signing a convention
not to introduce nuclear weapons in the territories of States which kad no such
veapons at present. Poland also favoured the establishmnent of zones of limited
nuclear armaments or nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace. In the past,
Poland had pursued efforts tovards creating a nuclear-veapon-free zone in

Central Lurope. The idea of establishing such zones had later been developed,
to be reflected in numerous proposals on the denuclearization of various regions
of the world. Polané continued to support those efforts and was in favour of
the continuation of vork with 2 vievw to materializing those ideas. Poland

fully supported the signing of and implementing lurther measurcs at limiting

the strategic offensive nuclear arms vithin the framevork of SALT, ;

137. Turkey sugzested that the nuclear Powers ghould worls towerds arrengements
cesigned to end the nuclcar amms race, to set limits on existing nuclear
arsenals and to establish restrictions on the qualitative development of

- nuclear veapons. The carly elaboration of the treaty on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear veapons tests and the accession of all nuclear
States to that treaty vere of particular importance. Among muclear

disarmement measures, priority should be given to the preparation of an
international treaty prohibiting fissionable material vhich could be used in

the manufacture of nuclear weapons and putting a stop to the production of

such material, M important objective wos Yo endow the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of uclear Veapons with a truly wniversal character; in

that regard, the nuclear States should discharge the obligations they had
assumed under that Treaty. The conclusion of agreements establishing nuclear~
veapon-free zones, in vhich States would participate of their owm free will,

was an important step, provided that the initiative came from the States of

the region and that duc account vas taken of certain special security conditions.
In order to encourage such efforts and initiatives, real end convincing security
guarantees should be offered to the non-nuclear States.  Since the existence
and develonment of nuclear weapons was,in some specific cases, intended only

to offset an imbalance between conventional forces, nuclear disarmament measures
gshould be conceived together with conventional disarmament neasurss and, in so far
as practicable, disarmanent efforts should include both categories of weapons.
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138, The United Kingdom reiterated its disappointment at what it considered the
lack of balance in the Final Document between nuclecar and conventional measures
in disarmament priorities, aand reiterated its viewv that nuclear disarmament
could not be accomplighed in iscolat.ion without corresponding measures of control
on conventional axms. The Unitled Kingdonm suggested, inter alia, the following
measures for phase I of the comprehensive programme of disarnament:

(a) Bringing to a successful conclusion those negotiations in progress
identified in the Programme of Action in the Final Document.

(b) Concluding an intemational asrecment on the prevention of accidental
nuclear vazr.

(c) Developing an international consensus on further measures to minimize
the risk of nuclear ireapons proliferation.

(d) Taking further measures to extend the application of the arms control
régime in outer space.

(e) Incouraging the regional approach to disarmament, including the
establigshment of nuclear-wcapon-free zones in areas vhere security wms not founded
on nuclear deterrence.

The United Kingdom further suggested that, depending on the outcome of the
studies by thc United Nations Secretary-General and the results of phase I,
measures vhich could be cnvisapged as forming phase IT of a disarmament
negotliating prograrme included, inter clia, acceptance by all States of voluntary
inspection of their civil nuclear facilities.

139. Venezuela proposed the following measures of nuclear disarmament:
(a) Coumplete prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests.

(b) Significant qualitative limitations and considerable reductions in
strategic nuclear-weapon systems until the Tinal elimination of such weapons
wag achieved,

(c) Cessation of the production of fissionable materisl for nuclear
Weapons.

(d) Establishment of nuclear-veapon-{ree zoncs.

(e) Universal accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Vleapons.

(£f) Security guarantees for the non-nuclear-weapon States.

140. Vith regord to nuclear wveapons, Czechoslovakisz belicved that the conclusion
of a treaty on the gencral prohibition of nuclear-~iicapon tests would be of

great importonce for the limitotion of the qualitative development of auclear
veapons. 1t also consicdered that it was necessary to strengthen the non-
proliferation régime of nuclear veapons. In its vicu, international co-operation
in the peaceful use of nuclear caecrgy vas of great importance for national
economies; its misuse for the proliferation ol nuclcar veapons should, however,
be prevented. Czechoclovakia considered that the conclusion of a universal



file:///athout

treaty on halting the production of all btypes of nuclear weapons and on the
gradual reduction of their stockpiles until their compleie licuidation would

be of extraordinary significance in that respect. The initiation of talks

on that cucstion appeared to it to be one of the most pressing tasks in the
field of disarmament. In addition, Csechoslovaliia believed that an important
task of the CD wag to start negotiations on the conclusion of an international
convention on strengthening the security safeguards for non-nuclear States.

Of similar imporftance would be the conclusion of & treaty bDaming the deployment
of nuclear tveapons in the territories of BStates in vhich thosc veapons are not
deployed at nresent. Closely connected vwith thig guestion vas the establishment
of nuclear-veapon-free zones and zones of peacc vhich could become an important
obstacle to the further proliferation of nucleair uveapons. Czechoslovaliia also
proposced that the existing Trecaty on the Prohibition of the Dmplacement of
Nuclear Veapons and Other Veapons of lass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the
Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereol should, as soon as possible, be
complemented by an agrecement on the complete denilitarization of the sea-bed

and the ocean floor. Viith respect to rezgional measures, Czechoslovakia
reiterated the proposal for the conclusion of an agreement among the States
participants of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope not to
meke the initial use ol nuclear arms or conventional wveapons against each other.

141. Denmark attached particular importance, inter alia, to the early conclﬁsion
of a SALT IT agreement, a comprehensive test ban treaty and the strengthening
of the non-proliferation régime.

142, Egypt called for the folloving:
(a) Cessation of the production and development of nuclear weapons.

(b) Dmphesis on the principle of banning the use or threat of the use
of nuclear weapons under any circumstances vhatsoever.

(c) Destruction of nuclear stockpiles.
(a) Strengthening of non-nuclear guarantees for fthe security of States.

(e) The speedy conclusion of a comprehengive nuclear test-ban treaty
because it ~ould he-regarded as fundamental to the prohibition of nuelear
proliferation.

(f) Efforts to give reality to the principle of the wniversality of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty in order to ensure the discontinuance of nuclear
proliferation, as that wvas crucial for security in the various regions of the
world, especially sensitive regions such as the 1liddle Dagt. It was therefore
essential that all major parties in the region should accede to the Treaty, as
a guarantee of total commiftment to the implementation of its objectives.

(g) BEstablishment of nuclear-veapon-free zones in verious regions,
particularly in the Middle Last and Africa, vhich vere threaztened by the
possibility that Isracl and South Africa might possess nuclear weapons. ILmphasis
should be placed on lhe responsibilities of the nuclear Powers vith regard to
those regions and the necessity of respecting their non-nuclear status.
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(h) Establishment of zones of peace and related measures to reduce
military potentials, which should go hand in hand with nuclear disarmament
in the Buropean region, the regions of South-Fast Asia and the Indian Ocean.

143. The Germen Democratic Republic,proposed, inter alia, the following measures:

(a) Expeditious initiation of negotiations of all nuclear-weapon Powers
with the participation of a number of non-nuclear-weanon Stales on the cegsation
of the produciion of all types of nuclear weapons and on thz gradual reduction
of existing stockpiles of such weapons leading to their complcte elimination.
Partial measures in that process could be: cessation of the qualitative
improvement. and further development of nuclear weapons; cegsation of the
production of all types of nuclear veapons and their means of delivery and of
the production of figsionable material for military purposes; gradual reduction
of existing stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of. delivery leading
to their total complete elimination.

(b) Simultaneously and in inseparable connection with the steps above,
measures should be talen to strengthen the political and intermational legal
guarantees of the security of States, to lessen the danger of nuclear war and
to strengthen trust among States. . .Such measures comprised: conclusion of a
world treaty on the non-use of force in all its forms and manifestations,
including the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons; multilateral and
bilateral measures to avert the danger of an outbreak of nuclear war;
strengthening of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear weapon States,
especially conclusion of an intermational convention on the renunciation of
the use of nuclear weapons against States whichdid not possess nuclear weapons
and on whose territories no such weaponswere deployed; renunciation by the
nuclear-weapon Powers to the stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories
of States where there wereno such weapons at present.

(c) The complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

(@) The consolidation of the régime of non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons should, as
the centerpiece of that régime, be made more effective and truly universal.
The TATA safeguards system needed to be further strengthened.

(e) The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace in
various parts of the world should contribute to strengthening the security of
States belonging to such zones and international security in general. It would
be of great importance to establish a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean.

(f) The complete .demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor and
their exclusively peaceful use should be sought. The Treaty on the Prohibition
of the Emplacement of Muclear VWeapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on
the Sea-Bed and the Ocean IFloor and in the Subsoil Thereof should be complied
with by all contracting parties. The number of parties to that Treaty should
be increased.



With respect to regional measures in Burope, the German Democratic Republic
called for further efforts with a view to reaching agreement on the limitation
of nuclear missiles and other weapons which caused concerm to the other side,
~on the basis of complete reciprocity, and to concludlng a treaty among the

participating States of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in BEurope
on the prohibition of the first use against each other of nuclear and
conventional weapons.

144. Senegal, inter alia, called for the following measures:

(a) Non-use of force in international relations and prohibition of the
use of nuclear weapons anywhere under any circumstances.

() Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear-
weapon systems. : ‘

(¢) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery and of the production of figsionable material for wveapons
purposes,

(a) A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time frames, whenever
feasgible, for progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear
weapons and their mesns of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete
elimination at the earliest possible time.

(e) The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in accordance with
paragraphs 60, 61, 62 and 63 of the Final Document in the following regions:
Africa, Latin Amerloa, Middle East and South Asia. Furthermore, consideration
should be given to the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in Burope,
North America and North Asia.

(f) The establishment of zones of peace in the Atlantic Ocean, Indian Ocean,
Hediterranean, Pacific Ocean and South-Bast Asia.

(¢) The adherence of all States to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons with due regard for the provisions of paragraph 67 of the
Final Document.

145. Austria considered that in accordance with the relevant paragraphs of the
Final Document of the special session, the comprehensive programme of disarmament
would have to call for appropriate and verifiable measures for the cessation of
the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear-weapon systems,. ,ncludlng
a comprehensive and complete ban on nuclear-wezpon testing; for the cessation

of the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes and the production
of nuclear wveapons and thelr means of delivery; and for a progressive and
balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.
It would be of particular importance to realize the urgency of actual reductions
of stockpiles of nuclear wveapons. Purthermore, negotiations on nuclear
disarmament would have to be extended to those categories of wveapons which were
not subject to any negotiations. The comprehensive programme should also
contain measures designed to strengthen the non-prolifersation régime based on

the elaboration of generdlly acceptable and non-discriminatory safeguards under
Intemational Atomic Inergy Agency auspices and an unequivocal undertaking by

the nuclear-veapon States to engage in nuclear disarmament.



CD/171
pane 50

¢
)

146. Bulgaria believed that the main lines of the efforts to limit the arms

rece ‘should, inter alia, be the following: helting the nuclear arms race and
achieving nuclear disarmeament; averting the danger of nuclear war; a complete
and general can on the testing of nusleer weapons; strongthening in all possible
vays the rdégime of non-prolifersfion of nuclear weapons; establishing nuclear-
veapon-{ree zones and zones of peace; complete demilitarization of the sea-bed
and the ocean floor; and regional measures for military ddtente and disarmament.
In the context of the measures aimed at halting the nuclear arms race and
achieving nuclear disarmament, it was particularly urgent that all States should
reach agreement on banning the production of nuclear weapong of all types and
progressively reducing stockpiles of such weapons until they vere completely
eliminated. The efforts to achieve nuclear disarmament also posed zt the
practical level the gquostica of gpeedily elaborating a global ireaty on the
non-use of force in intermational relations, in order to strengthen the
political and international lav guarentees of the security of States. In
addition, Bulgaria called for the implementation of General Asscmbly resolutions
concerning the conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening
of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States and the non-stationing of
nuclear veapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons

at present. With respect to regional measurcs of military ddtente and
disarmament in Burope, Bulgaria, inter alia, called for efforts, on a basis

of full reciprocity between counitries, to limit nuclear missiles and other
veapons within the continent and reiterated the proposal for the conclusion
among the States participating in the Suropean Conference on Security and
Co-operation of a treaty committing each one not to be the first to use either
nuclear or conventional weapons against any other.

147. Nigeria called for utmost priority to the cessation of the nuclear arms
race through the following measures:

(a) Urgent conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty.

(b) A bm on the further develcrment and testing +7 means of delivery
of nuclear weapons.

(c) Measures to achieve significant qualitative limitations on and
substantial reductions of strategic nuclear weapons systems and the ultimate
elimination of such veazpons.

(d) Lstablishment of nuclcar-veapon-free wones in various regions and
complete prohibition of the introduction of such weapons into areas where they

did not exist.

(e) Cessation of the production of fissionable maeterials for mnilitary
purposes and submission of all nuclear programmes of all countrics to
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.

(f) Promotion of non-proliferation measures.

(g) Promotion of peaceful uses of nuclear energy in all countries.

(h) Complete prohibition of nuclear weapons.



CD/171
page 51

148. Hungary called for the realization, inter alia, of the folloWing measureé:

(a) In the next phase of negotiations on the limitation of strategic arms
the parties vere expected to strive for the quantitative reduction and gqualitative
limitation of offensive strategic teapons. It would be an important step ashead
if {the scope of negotiations were enlarged to include, on the one hand, further
types of weapons and, on the other hand, other nuclear Powers.

(b) Vithout any further delay negotiations should be staried on a
comprehensive treaty, vhereby all States agreed to stop the development of
nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, to end the production of nuclear
veapon systems and fissionable materials for veapons purwoses, and to start the
gradual reduction of such stockpiles, leading to the complete elimination of the
vhole nuclear arsenals of all *the nuclear Povers.

(¢c) The complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, covering
all the environments and all the States, should be achicved through the speedy
conclusion of a relevant treaty.

(d) The effectiveness of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons and the relevanti system of guarantees should be further enhanced; and
their force should be made genuinely universal. The intexrnational co-operation
to promote the truly peaceful uses of nuclear energy should be also strengthened.
At the same time greater attention should be paid to attempis by oertaln States
to acquire nuclear weapon capacity.

(e) A treaty should be concluded without delay on the non-deployment of
nuclear weapons in the territories of States vhere there were no such weapons
at present.

(f) UNegotiations should be started on the complete demilitarization of
the sea-bed and the outer space, and all States should adhere to the treaties
esigned to keep those environments free from the nuclear arms race.

Efforts aimed at nuclear disarmament and arms limitation could be successful only
if they were complemented with parallel political, intemational legal and securlty
measures. In this field the following steps x@uld be of particular valus

(a) Negotiations should he pursued on a treaty on the renunciation of the
use or threat of force in international relations. The treaty should include
the permanent prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons.

(b) An international convention should be concluded on the strengthening
of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States. All the nuclear Powers
should undertake not to use nuclear weapons against States which did not posgsess
guch weapons and do not have them in their territories.

(¢) Vith the participation of all the nuclear Povers effective measures
should be taken, bilaterally or multilaterally, to further reduce, and ultimately
to avert, the danger of outbreak of nuclear war through accidental or unauthorlzed
use of nuclear weapons, or failure of comrmnication.

(d) In harmony with the principles of equal security and universal interest
in disarmament further efforts should be made to have all States accede to
existing intemational disarmament and arms limitation agreements. In that
respect the nuclear Powers and other militarily importent States bore particular
responsibility.
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With respect to regional disarmament and arms limitation neasures, Hungery,
inter alig, relerred to the esgtablishnent of nuclear-wespon-free zones and the
establishment of a zone of peace in the Indion Oceen. 1 addition, it suggested
that the security of the Buropean regicn and intermational security as a whole
would be greatly strengthened if an ngreemen®, based on the principle of equal
security, could be reached on the mutual reduction of the confronting armed forces.
Such an agreement could then be followed by negotiations on the linitation and
reduction of nuclear forces stationed in the region. Hungary alsc suggested
that the strengthening of peace and security and the reduction of military
confrontation in the Luropean region would bLe promoted if the States signatories
of the Helsinki Final Act undertook trcaty obligetions not to be the first to
use either nuclear or conventional arms against each other.
149, Zaire called for the following measures in the area of nuclear disarmament:
(a) Stopping all nuclear-~weapons tests by means of an international treaty
in conjunction with effective monitoring measures binding on all nuclear-weapon
States,

(b) Reduction and then elimination of all strategic weapons.
(¢) Reduction and, subsequently, destruction of stocks of nuclear weapons.
(d) Egtablishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones.

150, Mongolia called for the adoption of bilateral and multilateral measures to
avert the danger of nuclear war; referred to the proposals contained in

document CD/ﬂ; advocated the conclusion of an agreement on a complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests; called for measures to increase the
effectiveness of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons and ensure
that it was txuly universal in nature, to sirengthen the IALA system of safeguards
in every possible wey and to develop international co-operation in the use of
nuclear energy exclusively for peaceful purposes; advocated the achievement of

a legally binding intemmational agreemert on the non-deplc;yment of nuclear wveapons
in the territory of States vhere such veapons wvere not stationed at present;

called for the elaboration of an international agreement on the complete
demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocecan floor and considered that a major
contribution would be made to the achievement of that goal if all the parties t6
the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Veapons and Other
Weapons of lMass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil
Thereof complied strictly with the provisions of that Treaty, and if there were
more accessions to the Treaty; supported the establishment of nuclear~free zones
and zones of peace. lMongolia considered that the achievement of understandings
and agreements on crucial disarmament questions would be substantially facilitated
by the adoption of parallel measures to sirengthen political znd international legal
guarantees of the security of States. he first step towards that goal should be
the conclusion of a world treaty on the non-use of force in international relations
unconditionally prohibiting the use of all types of weapons, and especially nuclear
eapons. An international convention on strengthening the security guarantees
for non-nuclear States, whereby the pariics would undertake not to use nuclear
veapons against States vhich had decided not to produce or acquire nuclear weapons
and did not keep any such veapons in their territory, should also be worked out in
the Committee on Disarmament.

151. Portugal considered that the comprehensive programme of disarmement should take
into account the fact that the global military potential of States results from the
conjunction of nuclear and conveniiohal weapons. Consequently, the programme should
establish a balance between the measures related to each of those two types cf weapona
so as to prevent one State or group of States fiom gaining superioriily over another
in any phase of the disaymament process.
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B. Documents sukmitted by Member States concerning the elements of a comprehensive
programme of digsarmament :

VYorking paper entitled "Chinese Delegation's proposal on the elements of a
comprehensive programme of disarmament”, submitted by China (A/CN.IO/S).

152, It was proposed that the programme should include, inter alia, the following
mein principless

(a) In order to safeguard the security of all States, the two States with the
largest nuclear and conventional arsenals had the primary responsibility for
disarmament and should be the first to reduce their axmaments.  Vhen they had
drastically reduced their nuclear and conventional armaments and closed the huge gap
between them and the other nuclear States and militarily significant States, the
other nuclear States and militarily significant States should join them in reducing
armaments according to reasonable ratios,

(b) Tt was imperative to bring about the complete prohibition and total.
destruction of nuclear weapons so as truly to eliminate the danger.of nuclear war.
Vhile nuclear disarmament was being considered, equal importance should be given to
the question of reducing the Superpowers' ever-growing arsenals of conventional
armaments and disarmament in those two fields should be carried out in conjunction.

(¢) No disarmament measure should prejudice the right of States to make use of
modern scientific and technological achievements to promote their economic development.

(d) VWhile formulating more comprehensive disarmament measures, importance
should be attached to limited-gscope measures, including regicnal measures. Zones
of peace or nuclear-weapon-free zones should be established in the light of the
specific conditions prevailing in different parts of the world and the desire of the
States in the regions concerned. Those zones should be free from rivalry for
hegemony between the Superpowers, foreign military presence in all its fomms, all
armed occupation of other countries'! ferritory end direct or indirect armed
intervention and the threat of force. A1l nuclear States should unconditionally
undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against these zones.  The
proposed measures, inter alia, included the following:

(a) The ultimate aim of nuclear disarmament was the complete prohibition and
total destruction of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.

(b) Pending agreement by the nuclear States on the non-use of nuclear weapons,
all nuclear States, the two States with the largest nuclear arsenals in particular,
should unconditionally undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weepons against
the non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free zones.

(c) The two States with the largest nuclear arsenals should immediately stop
their nuclear arms race, cease all activities aimed at improving the quality and
increasing the guentity of their nuclesr weapons and begin to reduce and destroy
their nuclear weapons by stages. When substantial progress had been made in the
destruction of their nuclear weapons, thus closing the huge gav between their nuclear
arsenals and those of the other nuclear States to the satisfaction of the majority of
States, the other nuclear States should then join them in negotiations for the total
destruction of nuclear weapons.

(4) At the request of the States in the region, South-East Asia should be
declared a zone of peace, freedom and neutrality.
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\e) The position of declaring the Indian Ocean a zone of peace should be
respected by all States, the two SuperpowerS"in particular.

(f) In conformity with the desire of the countries in the region, the
Mediterranean should be declared a zone ~T peace.

(g) A1l nuclear States should respect the status of the nuclear-weapon-free
zones and unconditionally undertake not to uge cor threaten to use nuclear weapons
ageinst these zones.

() The status of the nuclear-free zone in Iatin Americe should be respecied
by all State

(i) In confomity with +the common desires cof thp States in the respective
regions, nuclear-weapon-free zones should be established in the Middle Bast, Africa,
South-Agia, etc.

Working paper entitled "Elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmament",
submitted by Sri Lanke on behalf of the non-alipgned members (4/CN.10/6).

153, With regard to principles and priorities, the working paper stated that during
the first stage of the implementation of a comprehensive programme of disarmament,
special attention should be given to immediste cessation of the nuclear arms race
and the removal of the threat of o muclear war.

The proposed measures, inter alia, included the following:

(ﬂ) A comprehensive test ban treaty, to be concluded before the adoption of
a comprehensive prograrme of Qlo& rament.

(b) Prohibition of the use or threat of use of ruclear weapons.
(c) Cessation of nuclear arms race in all its aspects

(d) Cessation of the qualltative improvement of nuclecr weapons and means of
their delivery.

(e) Cessation of the production of 2ll the types of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery; and cessation of the production of fissionable materials for
weapon purposes,

( ) Progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery within agreed time fremes leading to their totel elimination
from the arsenals of Siates.

(g) Nuclear-weapon-free zones.

(h) Zones of peace.
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Working paper entitled "Proposal concerning the elements of a comprehensive
digaxmament programme’, submitted by Czechoslovakia on behalf of Bulgaria,
%ﬁémi§elorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, the Ukreinian Soviet Sccialist Republic and

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (4/CN.10/7 and Rev.l).

154. The measures proposed included, inter olia, the following:

(a) Discontinuance by all States of the production of all types of nuclear
weapons and gradual reduction of their stochpiles until they had been completely
destroyed. At one stage or another of the negotiations consideration could be
given, for example, to discontinuance of qualitative improvements of nuclear Weapons;
discontinuance of the manufzcture of fissionable naterials for military purposes; '
the gradual reduction of accumuleted stoclis of nuclear weapons and of means of
delivering them; liguidation of nuclear weapons and of means of delivering them.

(b) The discontinuance of the production of, and the reduction and liquidation
of, muclear weapons should be cerried out by siages on a mutually acceptable and
agreed basis. The content of each stage could be the subject of an understanding
between the participants in the negotiations,

(c) Development and implementation of nuclear disarmement measures should be
backed up by the parallel consclidation of political and international legal
guarantvees of the security of Stotes, including the conclusion of z world agreement
on the non-use of force in international velations. I

(d) Averting the danger of muclear war.

(e) Conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening of
guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States. '

(£). Non-stationing of nuclear weapons in the territories of States where there
vereno such weapons at present., '

(g) Complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

(h) General strengthening of the régime of non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons. ’

(i) Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones and zones of peace,

(j) Complete demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor.

(k) Implementation of regional measurcs of nilitary détente and disarmament,
particularly in those arcas where military confrontation was esvecially intense.

Yorking paper entitled "Elements of a comprchensive disarmament programme’, submitted
by the Federal Republic of Gemrany on behalf of & number of couniries (a/cw.10/8).

155. According to the working paper, a comprehensive programme of disarmament would

have, inter alis, to ensure a balance bebween the measurcs to be taken in different

disarmmement fields, in particular betwzen the muclear and conventional armaments, in
order to avoid destabilizing effects.

The neasures proposed included, inter alia, the following:

(a) Cessation of the nuclecar aIms race.
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(b) - Muclear disarmament as a result of negotiation of agreements at apprepriate
stages and vith cdequate measures of verification satisfactory to the States concerned
for: cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear weapons. .

systems; cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their

neans of deliveiy, and of the productic:: of fissionable material for weapons purposes;
a ccmprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever feasible, for
progressive and balanced reductions of stockpiles of nuclear weaponsg and their means
of delivery, leading o their ultimote and complete elimination at the earliest

possible tine.
(c) A comprehensive test-ban treaty.

(d) Continuation of the strategic aras limitation negotiations between the two
parties concerned, leading to agreed significant reductions of and qualitative
limitations on nuclear amms,

'(e) Promoting wider acherence tc and suppert of the existing non-proliferation
régine, including the strengthening of IABA-safeguards.

\ . N
(£) Strengthening the security of non-nuclear-weapon States.

(g) Estavlishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, where appropriate, on the
basis of arrangements freely arrived at by the States in the region.
1980 . . : . . .
C. Views and suggestions of Member States on pogsible elements in the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disammament Decade (A/CN.10/10 and Add. 1-13)

156. Chile suggested that because of the risks they invelved for all markind, the
limitation of nuclear weapons was one of the most important aspects of the
Declaration, but it should be clearly understood thaet there should be no
indiscriminate restrictions on the peaceful usc of nuclear energy and that the right
of all States to have that fom of energy availeble for their development should be
reaffirmed. In addition, the need to maintain the status of existing nuclear-weapon-
free zones was e metter of unguestionable importance, and the obligation incumbent

on the nuclear Powers te refrain from using nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon
States was an essential element of the declaration.

157. Cuba called, inter alia, for the general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests
and the conclusion of a convention guaranteeing the scecurity of non-nuclear-weapon
States.

158, The Federal Republic of Gemmeny stressed the necessity of ensuring a balance
between the measures to be ftaken in different disarmament fields, in particular,
between nuclear and conventional armaments, in order to avoid destabilizing effects,

159. India assigned the highest priority to the elimination of nuclear weapons and all
other weapons of mass destruction. .

160, Japan suggested, inter zlia, the following principles and measures:

(2) The meintenance of balanced responsibilities and obligations between
muclear and non-nucléar weapon States.

(b) Comprehensive nuclear test ban.

(c) Strengthening the nuclear non-proliferation réginc.
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161, Zeire suggested, inter alia, that the IAEA inspection systen should be applied
on a mandatory basis and without exception, to all nuclear installations in the
world, whether operated for military or peaceful purposes.

162, Bulgaria reiterated the proposals contained in document CD/4. In addition,
it called for the reinforcement of the rules governing the non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons; the strengthening of guarantees for the security of non-nuclear-
weapon States; the non-stotioning of nuclear weapons in the tervitory of States
where there were at present no such weapons; the conclusion of-a treaty on the
complete end general prohivition of nuclear tests and the establishment of muclear—
wespon-free zones and zones of peace. Bulgeria elso reiterated the regicnal
disarmament measures in Furope previcusly proposed by the Varsaw Trecty countries.
163. Xuwait called for a comprehensive test ban, In that respect, it suggested
that the responsibility of States, such as Israel and South Africa, which prevented
tne establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in the Middle Bast and Africa should

be clearly defined.

164, Sudan called for the elaboration of an agreement acceptable to the
General Asgembly under the terms of which Africe would be declared a nuclear-weapon-
free zone after the fashion of the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

165, The USSR proposed, inter alis, the following measures:

(a) Cessation of the.production of all types of nuclear weapons and the gradual
reduction of stockpiles to the point of their complete elimination, together with
the immediate initiation, for that purpose, of appropriate negotiations among all
nuclear-weapon States and a certain mumber of non-nuclear-weapon States. At the
same time, measures should be taken to sirengthen political guarantees of the seeurity
of States and those provided by international lair.

(b) The further limitation and reduction of stockpiles of strategic weapons,
and the further qualitetive limitation of such veapons, with due regard for all
factors affecting the strategic situation throughout the world, including that in
Turope.

(c) The conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of
miclear-weapon tests.

'(d) The adoption of furtiier measures to -prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons, including the universal accession of States to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

(e) The conclusion of a convention on strengthening guarantees of the security
of non-nuclecar States, '

(£f) The conclusion of an agreemnent prohibiting the emplacement of nuclear
wecpons in the ferritory of States in which none were located ot present,

(g) The creation of nuclear-ireapon~free zones in various regions of the world.

(n) The limitetion and subsequent reduction of military activities in the
Indian Ocean, and the creation of a zone of peace in that region.

a . . R .

\1) The conclusion, among all States parties to the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe, of a treaty outlawing the first use of both nuclear and
conventional weapons.



CD/171

o >
nage 58

166, Poland reiterated the messures of regional discrmament. nilitary détente in

Europe proposed by the Wersaw Treaty countries, t also called for more decisive
steps to effect — under an appropricte international treaty -- a ban on the
development, production and development of new systems of yeavons of mass destruction,

in particular the nuclear ones, inéluding neutron weapons.

167. Mustrie stressed, inter alia, the clo

ose
systems and in DaLClCn ar of the interdevendence bevween rucl
armaments, which should betaken-into accoun nt in 211 phases of

interrelationsghip of all armement
cor and conventional
e Cisarmament process.

168. The Byelorussian S5R, called, inter alia, for the following measures:

(a) The immediete initiation of negotistions smong =il nuclear-weapon Stetes
and a certain number of non-nuclear-wecpon States with a view to halting the
production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing stockpiles to the
point of their complete elimination. At the sane time, measures should be taken to
strengthen political guarantees of the security of uvutes and those provided by
international law,

) (b) The further limitation and reduction of stockpiles of strategic weapons,
and the further qualitative limitation of such weapong, with due regard for all
factors affecting the strategic situation throughout the world, including that in
Europe.

(c) The adoption of further measures to prevent the proliferation of nucleaxr
weapons, including the universal accession of States to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapong.

(@) The conclusion of treaties and agreenents, inter - ]12, on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests; the strengthening of guarantees of
the security of non-nuclear States; and the prohibition of th emplacement of
nuclear weapons in the territory of Stoetes in which none were located at presént.

(e) The creation of nuclear-weapon--free zones in various regions of the world.

(f) The limitation and subsequent reduction of military activities in the
Indian Ocean, and the creation of a zone of peace in that region.

(g) The conclusion, among 211 States parties to the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Burope, of a treaty outlaving the first use of both nuclear and
conventicnal weapons

169. Egypt called, inter alia, for the following neasures:
\ . .
(a) Agreement to halt the qualitative development of nuclear weapons systems
and to halt the production of all nuclear weapons, weapon-launching systems and

thermonuclear material for military purposes.

(b) 2 treaty forbidding the use of auclear weapons on the basis of the
acceptance of further verification mcasures

(c) The provision of guarantees thet non-nuclear States voqu not be a target
of +the use or threatened use of nuclear weapons.
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(d) An undertaking by States which did not possess nuclear weapons that they
would not, by producing or otherwise obtaining such weapons or. through their
possession or location on their territory, acquire nuclear cepabilities to be used
for other than peaceful purposes.

(e) The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zoncs.
(£) The establishment of zones of peace.
170, Italy stressed that the process of the limitation and reduction~of weapons would

have to be carried out in a balanced manner, and concurrently in the nuclear and
conventional sectors.

171. Mcrocco supported any propo~ﬂl zimed at reducing ag much as Pos 1ble the danger
of the proliferation of nuclear weapons, at achieving 'he tota; destruction of such

eapons and at keeping them out of the territory of non-nuclear-weapon.States.

172, Canesda suggested, inter alia, that nuclear-weapon OStates had a special

responsibility to engage in negotiations in regard to these weapons, including both
quantitative and quelitative controls.

173. Romenie proposed, inter alia, the following transitional measures for immediate
lmplementatlonu

(2) Ensuring that the nuclear-weapon Staies undertook never to use nuclear
weapons in any circumstances and, in general, never to use force or the threat of
force against non-nuclecar-weapon States.

(b) Dismantling military bases in the territory of other S*ateg and withdrawing
troops and weapons, including nuclear weapons, to territories within netional
frontiers. : :

In addition, it called, inter alia, for the following disarmament neasures:

(a) Ending nuclear weapon production and gradually reducing nuclear wea \pons
until they were totally eliminated.

(b) Halting the production of fissionable meteridl for militaryiburpoées.

(¢) Totel prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and all technical ueveWODments
in nuclear weaponry.

(d) Creation of nuclear-weapon-—free zmones in various regions of the world.
(e) Total prohibition and outlawing of nuclear weapons
The adoption of specific nuclesr disammanent measures should both pave the way for
the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons and fao~11tate access by all
States to the peaceful usges of nuciear energy and technology and stimulate

international co-operation in this area.

174. Higeria, inter alia, proposed the following as priority measures to be achieved
in the first half of the 1980s:

(a) A universal and comprehengive nuclear test ban treaty.

(b) An international ogreement assuring non—nucleur-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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(c) in agreement on the cessation of the qualitative improvement and
development of nuclear weapon systems. '

(@) Cessation of the production of fissionable materials for weapons purposes.

(e) Commencement of negotiations on the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear
weapons and their means of delivery,

o (f) Commencerient of negotiations by the parties concerned for the conclusion
“of the SALT III agreement, not later than 1985,

In addition, efforts aimed ot preventing the spread of nuclear weapong in the 1980s
should seek to widen the base established in the Non-Proliferation Treaty and the
Treaty of Tlatelclco. The conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty
would contribute significently +o the process. 5o zlso would the creation of
additional nuclear-weapon-free¢ zcnes in various parts of the world and progress in
negotiations for the cessation of qualitative improvement and development of nuclear
weapons systems. : S

175. Indonesia, inter alia, proposed the following measuress

(a) Comprehensive test ban.,

\ - - . . . . . .
(b) -The cessation of the production of fissionable material for military
purposes.

(¢) A cormitment or a pledge by the nuclear-weapon States never to use these
veapons or force against the non-nuclear-weapon States in a legally binding
ingtrument.

(d) Nuclear-weapon-free zones in verious regions.,

(e) Grodual reduction and ultimate elimination of nuclear weapcns.

(f) The negotiation of a treaty on the banning of nuclear wveapons.,

176. The Ukrainian SSR, inter alia, proposed the following measures:

(a) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and the gradual
reduction of stockpiles to the point of their complete elimination, together with
the immediate initiation, for that purpose, of appropriate negotiations among all
nuclear-weapon States and a certain number of non-nuclear-yeapon States. At the
same time, measures should be taken to strengthen political guarantees of the
security of States and those provided by international law.

(b) The further limitation and reduction of stockpiles of strategic weapons,
and the further qualitative limitation of such weapons, with due regard for all
factors affecting the strategic situation throughout the world, including that in
Europe.

A (c) The conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests. s

(a) e adoption of further measures to preveni the proliferation of nuclear
weapons, including the universal accession of States to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
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(e) The conclusion of a convention on strengthening guarantees of the security
of mon-nuclear States.

(f) The conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the emplacement of muclear
weapons in the territory of States in which none were located at present.

(g) The creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in verious regions of.the world.

(n) The limitation and subsequent reduction of military activities in the
Indian Ocean, and the creation of a zone of peace in that region.

(i) The conclusion, among all States perties to the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Burope, of a treaty outlawing the first use of both nuclear and
conventional weapons.

177. Brazil stressed, inter alia, the following points:

(a) It should be recognized that the militery nuclear Powers were effectively
responsible for nuclear disarmament but that the fundamental and legitimate interest
of the international community in disarmament matters could not fail to be considered
on an equal footing and without discrimination, ‘

(b) International commitments between nuclear and non-nuclear Powers in the
disarmament sphere could not he allowed to take on a discriminatory character or
tend to perpetuate 1ready exigting imbalances or structures of hegemonic power.

(c\ There was a pressing need to engsure that measures of nuclear disarmament
and control of ammaments in no vay h@mpe“ed the absorption and development of
nuclear technology for peaceful purposes.

178, Horway assigned priority, inter alia, to the following measures:

(a) Prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

(v). Conclusion of a comprehensive te ,u—oan treaty.

(c) Limitation and reduction of nuclear and conventional weapons.

179. Greece, inter alia, called for the following measures:

(a) Conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of miclear
weapon tests,

(b) Iimitation of strategic amms.

(c) Universal adherence to +the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Veapons.

D. Docuaments submitted by Member States concerning the elements of the Declaration
of the 1980s ag the Second Disammament Decade

Vorking paper entitled "Elements of a draft resolution entitled 'Declaration of the
1980s as the Second Digarmament Decade!", submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany
on behalf of a number of countries (A/CN.,10/15).

180. The Vorking Paper stressed, inter alia, the need to adjust prospective
disarmament measures in both the muclear and conventional fields to ensure balance
and thus avoid destabilizing effects.
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Working paper entitled "Elements of a draft resolution entitlied 'Declaration of the
1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade'", submitted bv Cuba on behalf of the
non-aligned members (A/CiT,10/16 and Corr.l).

18l, The Working Paper called for agreement not later than the next special session
on, inter alia, the following mezsures:

(a) A comprehensive nuclear ban treaty wvhich would be valid for all time and
in conformity with the aspirations of the international community by meking a
significant contribution to the aim of ending the gualitative improvement of nuclear
weaponsg anc the development of new types of such weapons and of preventing the
proliferation of nuclear weapons. '

\ . . o . . . v
(b) Conclusion of a binding international legel instrument to assure
non-nuclear-wveapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

In addition, the working paper called for ratification of the SALT IT agreement and
commencement of negotiations on a SALT III agreement within the same time-freme.
Other priority measures that should be carried out within the first half of the
decade included, inter alia, the following:

(a) Commencement of negotiations leading to:

(i) the cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of muclear-
weapons systems,

(ii) the cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery and the production of fissionable material for Weapoils purposes.

(b) Commencement of negotiations on the progressive and balanced reduction of
3

stoclpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate
complete elimination.

(¢c) Conclusion of a SALT IIT agreenent, leading to agreed significant
reductions of, and qualitative limits on, strategic ams and thereby constituting
arn important step in the direction of nuclear disarmament and ultimately of the
establishment of a world free of such weapons.,

(a) Development of an international consensus of ways and means, on a uriiversal
and non-discriminatory basis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons, in
accordance with the relevant paragraphs of the Tinal Document.

(e) Strengthening of the existing nuclear-weapon-frece zone and the
establishment of new nuclear-weapon-free zones in accordance with the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document.

(f) Egstablishment of zones of Ppeace, in accordance with the relevant provisions
of the Final Document. )

(g) Conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons., ‘
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Vorking paper cntitled "Elements for inclusion in a draft resolution on . the
declaration of the 1980s as the Seccond Disgrmament Decade", subnmifted by Polond
on behelf of Bulgaris, the Byelorussion Sovied Socialist Republic, Czechoslovelia,
the Gorman Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, the Ukreinian Soviet Socialist
Republic en’ the Union of soviet Socialist Repuplios (4/CN.10/17).

182, Tn addition to the ratification of the SALT IT Treaty, the working paper called
for the speedy, successful completion of negotietiong on:

(a) The ctomplete &nd gencral prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

e of nuclescr weapons agoinst non-nuclear States which do not -

(b) The non-use
territoyy.

heve thoa in their

(c) The non-emplacenent of nuclear weapons in the territory of States in which-
such weapons do not at present éxist.’

In addition, the working peper called for the initiation of negotiations and the-
activation of -efforts regerding, inter slia, the Colloving mecasures:

(a) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and the
gradual reduction of stockpiles of such wveapons, culninating in their complete
elimination, and thc immediate comnencement, to that end, of appropricte negotiations
with the participation of all nuclear—-weapon States and also of some non-nuclear-
veapon States; at the game time, measures should be taken to strengthen political
guarantees of the security of Stetes and those provided by interrnational law,

(b) A permanent ban on the use of nuclear weapons and renunciation by all
States of the use of force in their relations with one another.

(c) A further limitation of and reduction in the number of strategic-weapons,
and also a further qualitative limitation of such weapons, taking account of all
factors affecting the strategic situation in the world, including that in Europe.

(8) Adoption of further measurcs to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons and, for that purpose, the achievement of the universel accession by States
to the Treaty of the Non-Proliferation of Wuclear Weapons.

(e) The creation of nuclear-weapon-free zcnes in various regions of the world.

(£f) The linitation and subsequent curtailment of military activities in the
Indian Ocean, and the establishment of a zone of peace in that region.

(g) The conclusion, among all States parties to the Conference on Security and
Co~operation in Europe, of a treaty outlawing the {first use of both nuclear and
conventional weapons.

E. Documents submitted by Member States concerning itens 4 (a) and 4 (b) of the
agenda, of the Disarmament Commission

Working paper on agenda item 4 (a) and (b) of the meeting of the Disarmament
Commission, submitted by the German Democratic Republic on behalf of Bulgaria,
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, Hungery, Mongolia,
Poland. the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Societ Socialist

Republics (A/CN.10/18).

18% . The relevant measures proposed are similar to those included in document
A/CN.10/17 (see above).



Working paper entitled "Conclusions of the second substantive session of the
Disammament Commission on item 4 (a) of its agenda', submitted by Cuba on
behalf of the non-aligned members (A/CN.10/19).

184, The relevant measures proposed are similaf to thoge included in document
A/ON.10/16 (see above).

Working paper entitled "A geﬁeral approach to nuclear and conventionsl disarmament;
agenda item 4 (b)", submitted by Cuba on behalf of the non-aligned members
(4/CN.10/20 and Coxr.l).

185. The relevant measures proposed are similar to those included in document
A/CN.10/16 (see above). '

Note verbale dated 31 May 1980 from the Permanent Mission of Poland o the

United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General, transmitting the statement and
"the declaration of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty adopted at the meeting
of the Political Consultative Committee held at Warsaw on 14 and 15 May 1980
(a/cN.10/21).

186, The text of the declaration was also issued as CD/98% (see above).
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China

Working Paper on the Elements of a Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament

1. The Chinese Delegation attaches great imporiance to the elaberation. of a
Comprehensive Programme .of Disarmament. At the first session of United Nations
Disarmament Commission, on 15 May 1979, the Chinese delegation submitted its -
Proposal on the Elements of & Comprehensive Programme of Disarmement, in which we
made a preliminary exposition of China's position on the objectives, principles and
measures of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. Now, taking into account the
development of the situation in the past two years and the present state of world
armaments, and drawing upon the reasonable views advanced by other countries, the
Chinese delegation would like to make a further elucidation of its views and
proposals on the elaboration of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

2. The elaboration of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament as a guide to
progress in disarmament is. the urgent demand of many States. The detericration

of the internaticnal situation in the early 1980s, the escalation of the arms race
and the growing danger of war, have added toc the relevance of work on the elaboration
of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

The first special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament held in
June 1978 affirmed the necessity of drawing up a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
The Disarmament Commission session of June 1980 and the thirty-fifth session of the
United Nations Gencral Assembly of 1980 all adopted relevant resolutions, calling
upon the Committee on Disarmament to speed up negotiations on the elaberation of
the Programme in order that it could be submitted to the second special session of
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to Disarmament in 1982 for deliberation
and adoption. Therefore, this session of the CD should make positive efforts to get
a draft Programme prepared as soon as possible.

3. The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament is an important integral part of

the International Disarmament Strategy. It should point to the right direction and
cbjectives for future progress in disarmament and lay down the principles which
should be followed in international disarmament negotiations and in adopting measures
for disarmament. The formulation of the Programme should be closely related to the
actual situation in respect of international events and world armaments. Only thus
can it have a positive and promoting effect on progress in disarmament.

With regard to orientation and objectives, as the international tension has
resulted in continued intensification of the arms race jeopardizing peace and
security, it is imperative to oppose the aggression, expansion and military
occupation which has poisoned.'the international atmosphere, and oppose hegemonism,
in order to create favourable conditions for disarmament. In view of the present
international situation and the state of the arms race, the objectives of the

®.81-61141



CD/172
page 2

Programme should bz, by formulating reasonable principles and practicel and
effective meaguren for disgrymament, to put an end to the simp mdce, romche

real progress in dlsarmament, oppose 2l1 armed aggression and o new world vai,

relax 1nternationa1 tension and safeguard international peace and security. AQ the
existing old international economic relstions hinder the noxmal development of the
world economy and landed a large numver of develcoping countiies in o serious plight,
the promotion of the economic and social development of the developing countries and
the speeding up of the estsblishment of a New Internatlonal Bconomic Order should be
one of the objectives of disarmament. -~ - -

As regards the principles to be followed in realizing disarmement, the Chinese
Delegation had put forward 10 principles in its Proposal on the Flements of a
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. We would now like to make some explanations
on the important ones.

(l) The most fundamental principle of disarmament is that the States with the
largest arsenals shall be the first to reduce their armaments. The current situation
with regard to armaments is that both the nuclear and the conventional armaments of
the superpowers are substantially larger than those of other countries, they have,
moreover, used their mighty armament as tools for carrying out aggression and
expansion. In order to safeguard world peace and security, it is only right that
they should take the lead in reducing their super-arsenals. This principle should
be applied to all aspects of disarmament. After they have substantially reduced
their armaments and narrowed the wide gap between their arsenals and those of the
other nuclecar weapcen States and militarily significant States, the latter shall join
them in reducing armaments according to reasonable ratios,

,(2) The principle of universal security for all States. Nonc of the various
disarmament measurcs and stages should affect the security of States. No State shall
be permitted tc maintain and upgrade its military superiority and build its own
"security" on the insecurity of other States. The principle of "equal security"
shall not only be applied fto the two superpowers, but shall also be universally
applied to all States in the world.

(3) The principle of egual importance of nuclear and conventional disarmament.
Since nuclear war poses an enormous threat to mankind, the problem of nuclcar
disarmament should be speedily and effectively resolved. However, conventional
armaments account for four-fifts of the total world military cxpenditures and the
utilization of conventional weapons for the conduct of war is the most weal and
direct threat to international peace and security. No State or military block
shall be permitted either %o use nuclear superiority or to use conventional arms
superiority to threaten othcr countries. Therefore, full attention should also be
given to convéntional disarmament. Only if nuclear and conventional disarmament are
carried out in conjunction, can progress be made toward the reduction of the danger
of world war.

(4) Tre guestion of disarmament bears upon the security and intecrests of all
States. All States in the world, regardless of their sizes, whether nuclear or
non-nuclear, have the right to participate on fully equal footing in the deliberation,
negotiation and soclution of disarmament problems., The organization and procedures of
disarmament machinery should be democratized. It should be free from manipulation
and controcl by the superpowers and fully reflect the demands and wishes of all States.
The role of the United Natfions in the field of disarmament should e strengthenecd.

\5) Stringent and effective measures of international supervision and
verification should be provided for in respect of disarmament measurcs of all
spheres, in order to ensure their effective implementation.
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A11 the above-mentioned principles were already weflected in the Final Document
adopted by the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament
and the reports of the Disarmament Commission. The Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament should clearly provide for these important principles.

4. The zim of adopting the disarmament measures is to realize the objectives of

the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. The priorities and stages of the various
measures should'be'established in accordance'with the spirit of the main principles
of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. Bach stage can have an indicative
time-limit, in order to prcmote its implementation and periodic review. On this
basis, we would like to make the following proposals on the principal measures:

(1) Effective measures and actions should be taken, on a priority basis, for
nuclear disarmament, conventional disarmement and the prohibition of chemical weapons
and biological weapons.

(a) Nuclear disarmament

The ultimate goal of nuclear disarmament is the complete prohibition and total
destruction of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery. The first stage of
nuclear disaxrmament should be: the two States with the largest nuclear arsenals
shall immediately cease all activities aimed at improving the quality and increasing
the quantity of their nuclear weapons, stop the nuclear arms race and proceed to
reduce their nuclear weapons. At certain stages of nuclear disarmament, other
nuclear weapon States shall join them in reducing nuclear weapons according to
reasonable ratios, and ultimately total destruction of nuclear veapons shall be
realized. Before achieving nuclear disarmament, in order to reduce the nuclear
threat against non-nuclear-weapon States, all nuclear weapon States shall
unconditionally undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to use nuclear
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States.,

(b) Reduction of conventional weapons

The States with the largest conventional arsenals shall immediately stop their
conventional arms race. As a first step, they shall undertake not tc carry out armed
aggression against and military occupation of other countries. They shall take the
lead in substantially reducing their heavy and new-type conventional weapons and
armaments, periicularly their offensive weapons and armaments. At certain stages of
conventional disarmament, other militarily significant States shall join them in
reducing conventional arms according to reasonable ratics.

(c) Chemical and biological weapons

411 chemical and biological weapons shall be completely prohibited and totally
destroyed. Pending the attainment of this goal, all States shall wnequivocally
undertake not to use any chemical or biological weapons.

(d) Prohibition of all new-type weapons of mass destruction

(2) Adopt regional measures conducive to safeguarding the independence,
sovereignty and security of all States. Various types of nuclear-weapon-free zones,
zone of peace and zone of peace, freedom and neutrality can be established according
to the wishes of the States concerned. All nuclear weapon States shall unconditionally



undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against these
zones. All attempts by any State to seek any form of hegemony in these zones shall
be prohibited, and 211 forms of foreign military presence shall he eliminated.

5. Through conscientious negotiation and elaboration of all Stetes, the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament to be examined and adopted by the second specisl session of

¢ Y T
the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament will guide and give an impctus tc future
progress in disarmament. Therefore, all States should undertalre to male their best
efforts for its implementation and realization.:
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CANADA

Disposal of Chemical igents

It is “he purpose of this paper to review common techniques for the disposal
of chemical werfare agents and specifically to bring the Cermittec on Disarmament up
$o date on the Canadian cxpericnce in the disposal of World War II stocks of Mustard.

DISPOSAL METHODS

Historically a numbcr of methods have been used to destroy toxic chemicals.
They include:

(a) venting to the atmosphere;
(b) burning in the atmosphere;
(¢) burial in the ground; and
(d) disposal at sea.

In cach case it was left to nature to disperse or detoxily them. Unfortunately
these processes have not aluays worked well as the chemicals have polluted the
enviromment and in some cascs remained & hazard for many years. Over the past two
decades it has become increasingly apparcnt that hazardous matcrials must be
destroyed undor controlled conditions and only the most innocuous residues should
be returned to the cnvironment. Bach toxic chemical must be considercd individually
as cach mey require a differcnt process %o destroy it copecially if it must be done
chemically. Laws governing disnosal in the enviromment may vary from nation to
nation, but the release of hazardous meterials into the alr or into watcr sy stcms
will affect all nations alike. As a result the above technigues are no longer
considered to be acceptable for chemical agent disposals.

A great varicty of toxic chemicals have been used or proposed as war agents and
it may be uscful to review suitable methods for their disposal. The following is

a bricf survey of some of the morc common agent types.

Hydrogen Cyanide, Chlorinc, Phosgene, Cyanogen Chloride

These were 21l used during World War I and arc among the so-called "dual purposc
agents'" having common commercial uscs. Becausce of their relatively low toxicity
and the widespread availebility of adequate respiratory protection, they arce tiow
of marginal utility as wvarfare agents. If any stocks of these materials should be
declared under a new btreaty, it would be neccssary to consider their disposal.
A1l arc reactive chemically and could casily be destroyed by numerous rcactions.
They are alsc relativcly volatile and could be rcadily vented to the atmosphere,
although this would result in unnccessary pollution. It would be far better not to
destroy such sfocks, but to usc them and all other dual purposc agents for legitinate
industrial purposes, cven when it involves drilling and draining of shells or other
munitions.,

GE.81-61233
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Arsenicals

Sone arscnic bascd compounds such as Lewisite, Adamsitc and other arsincs were
uscd during the first world war anl still others were investigated during
World War II. Somec arsenicals have alsc been manufacturel as insccticides, but
have now been banned in nany countrics because of toxicity persisteonce in the
cnvironnent. The toxicity of arsenic and its compounds is not readily destroyed
even throuch chenical rcactions or incincration. Eventually scme toxic residue must
be returned to the cenviromnent. This problen is also common to tiany nining and
stielting operations and a greatl deal of rescarch into ncans for disposal of arscnic
residues has been cerricd out. Arsenicals arc nornslly roasted to A8203 and
.stored, usually underground. A few arsenic compounds have found commercial uses,
and conversion of some warfare stocks to useful materials night be possible.
Recently somnce uses have also been found for elenental arscnic.

Mugtard

This compound is quitc persistent in the environmment. It is hydrophobic and
does not tend to nigrate within the soil. It is not rcadily attacked by soil
nicro-organisms. Exanples arc still being found of soils contaminated with mustard
during World War II that yicld potcnt vapour when freshly turncd. Mustard is
hcavier than water and non-miscible and so forns a layer under it. Any hydrolysis
which nay occur at the interface is rapidly quenched by the acid formed. LAs a result
nusterd which has been disposed at sca will not be destroyed by the sea water should
the container leak. It will tend to form a layer at the bottom. If rcleased in
deep water, it will presumably be incorporated cventually into the sce--bel as normal
bottom deposits grou. However in shallow water, currents nay nove it towards shore
or wave action could bring droplets to the surfacc. Munitions uay be washed up on
beaches or caught in fishing nects.

Mustard may be hydrolyzed above pI10 with heating and agitation but the disposal
of the foul smelling products rcmains a problen. The Canadian cxperience with this
technique will be described later in this paper. Mustard nay be readily burncd.

In the atmospherc, this produccs hecavy black smoke filled with hydrogen chloride and
sulphur acids. Perhaps the nost rcasonablc disposal ucthod is through contained
incincration with good cffluent scrubbing to renove the acids. Salts formed by
ncutralization are sufficiently harmlcss to be relecased to the environment.

Uscful incincrators are now cormercially availablc and an incineration process is
used in the United States Chemical fLgent and Munitions Disposal Systen (cavps).
4L description of the CAMDS processes was provided during a visit to the Toole
facility by the 6th Pugwash Workshop in CW disarnament May 1978 and copics of the
Final Envirommental Tupact Statement, March 1977 containing tochnical details were
distributed to its ncmbers. 4 further description of CLMDS vas presented at the
experts seninar held by the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chenical Weapcrs in Junc 1980,

Protein Toxins

This class of compound is derived from natural sources (puffer fish, shellfish,
venous, nicro-organisns, castor bean, ctc.) and contains the most toxic materials
known, sone of thenm orders of nagnitude more toxic than the ncrve agents. Most
are untreatable. However they are nornally solids which uust be ingested for cffect
80 have not been generally adopbed for chemical warfarc. Thosc of nicrobiological
origin may bec spread using the nicro-organisn as a vector in which casc they arc
classed as biclogical agents and toxins in gencral arc included under the biological
warfarc convention, Toxic proteins may be rcadily denaturcd and detoxificd with
heat usually above 100°C.
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G izents (methylphosphonofluoridates)

Somie containcrs of sarin arc known to have been dumped at sca. G agents are
hydrolyzed by sea water w1th a half lifec of a fow hours so that lcaks from shells
or containers should not posec a prolongad hazaro,osp0u1ally in decp water, however
public concern now precludcs tho further dunping of G agonts at sca, G agents nay
be incinerated in contained systoms but extensive safety precautions would be
required. They arc casily destroyed by alkaline hydrolysis, Organic solvents
such as alcohol or acctone will pronote the reaction through solubilization.
Hyirolysis with aqueous sodium hydroxide is the nethod utilized for sarin dlsposal
in the United States CAMDS systoenm. '

V_lzents

These materials are also hydrolized by sca wator; howcver some phosphonic acids
producced arc themsclves toxic and are sufficicently rcsistant to further hydrolysis
that this is not a practical disposal mcthod., V agents may be detoxificd by
alkaline hydrolysis although an organic solvent to increasc solubilization is usually
required. V agents nay also be oxidized with bleach or chlorine and thig is the
basis of decontanination techniques in the ficld.  Acid chlorinolysis is the process
used. in the United States CAMDS syston. As with the -G agents, cxtrene safety
precautions must be incorporated into any disposal plant in order to protect both
the workers and the surrounding ccosystens,

DDT

While this and related insccticides arc not CW agents, they are now banncd in
many countrics and their disposal is typlcal of the problems cncountered with nany
toxic industrial chemicals and wastes In the cnviromnment, DDT deconposcs very
slowly and nay be accurmlated within some plants, animals, blrrs or fish. The
complete disposal of DDT requircs contained incineration at very high temperaturcs
(1700°F). Effluents nust be scrubbed to ronove acids.

In order to overcome environmental and safety concerns, extrene and highly
cxpensive nethods are often required to destroy stocks of chemical warfarce agents.
L preliminary description of the disposal of mustard at Sufficld was presented in
CCD 434 -on 16 July 1974. The destruction was completed in 1976, and disposal of
the hydrolysate products has been continuing at a slow rate since that tine. The
following is an updated version of the process.

MUSTARD DISPOSAL IN CANADA

During World War II Canada, like many other nations, acquired supplies of
chenical warfare agents in the cvent that gas warfarc was used. Barly in the war
sone mustard was obtained from thé United States and the United Kingdon. Canadian
nustard was producced by the thiodiglycol process in a spccial plant seb up at
Cornwall, Ontario in 1941, The plant ceascd operation in 1945 and was dismantled
in.1946. DMustard was not manufactired at Sufficld, but becausc of its primary role

s a Commonwealth CW Test Centre, a large storage capacity was created and Canadian
stocks were stored. there in bulk. Some of this naterial was used. for wartine tosts
and. experinents on the range. It the end of the war, the bulk mustard remaining at
Suffield was stored in four large lcad-lincd concrote vats. As it would have-becn
difficult to package this matcrial for disposal celscwhcre, it was left in gitu to be
uscd. for eoxperinentation. With the discovery of nerve agents, experinental interests
shifted and 1ittle of the mustard was used.
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By 1972 chenges in Canadian Pclicy suggestod that the nustard was no longer of
usc to the Canadian Forces, By ncasurcncent of fluid levels and sinple density
calculations, it was determined that about 700 fons of liquid remainced in the vats,
although some decomposition had occurred anc. laycrs of impurities had scparated.
However, analysis showed that the bulk of the liguid was still potent nustard.

The sinplest means of disposal would have been by burning on the range or
dumping at sea, however advances in envirommental scicnce by this time prccluded
cither method.  Burial in the ground. was also out of the gquestion. Ln idecal approach
would have been to burn the rustard in o thernal destructor with stack scrubbing to
renove the acids, In 1969 a large thermal destrudtor had boen constructed at
Sufficld to destroy DDT stocks renaining aftor the bamning of its use as an
insccticide. The destructor was availablc but was locaied in the nidst of tanic
naintenance facilitics which had beon constructed after the thermal destructor.,

It was not possible to move the rmstard te the destructor safely cither Ly truck or
through a pipclinc. Costs of noving the thermal destructor to o safer location

or of buildingAa’new one vere very high and fthe possibility of nmore ccononical .
‘chenical nethods was examined.

Details of the study were reported in CCD 434, Eventually it was shown that
mistard could be readily destroyed by alkalinc hydrolysis, Soric heating was ‘
required for initiation but the reaction was cxothernic and rapidly rosc to a
naxirmum of about 95°C.  Good agitation was required and line was found to be a
convenient and inexpensive basc with which to maintain the pH atove 10. The :
rcaction product was a thick non-vesicant suspension of line, salts and thiodiglycol
in water. The DRES nustard was destroyed in cight ton batches over a fhroe year
period., Vlork could not procecd during the winter as all cquipnent was cxposcd.
to the elements and the mustard congealed in the vats. The disposal was also slowed
by sone equipnent failurcs particularly in the stean gencrators and stirrers.
Hydrolysis of the final batch of mustard was carried out on 18 October 1976.

The hydrolysatc products were placed first imto a sparc vat and then into cach
of the others as they were cmpticd of mustard. This hydrolysatc was stirrcd and
kept above pHIO in order to act as a decontaninant for the %races of mustard which
could not be removed from the vats with the pumps. When cool, without agitation the
hydrolysate separated into two layers, the top one being nainly watoer with dissolved
salts, and the lower onc a thick syrupy gel of thiocdiglycol and solid impuritics.

Barly experiments on the disposal of the rustard hydrolysate are described in
CCD 434, Eventually many thousands of gallons werc incinerated in the thermal
destructor. In this process, the wator gvaporated, the thiodiglycol was tonsuned
and. the salts werc disperscd as a finely divided acrosol. & high stack was added
to the destructor so that all products including the aerosolized salt could be
disperscd at such a height thet all cnission standards were nct. Unfortunately the
salt’ aerosclization was not completely cfficient and the stack and desiructor
gradually becanc clogged.

In the meantine, cxperiments were attonpted in which the hydrolysatc was sprecad
in strips onto the prairie grass to deternine its effecct.,  Studies by experts
showed that the thiodiglycol vas rapidly consuncd by nicro-organisns, howcver,
the salts, primarily calciwn chloride and line, rctarded some of the prairic grassocs.
Thesc experinents were oventually terninated and the grass is now returning to normal.
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Once hydrolysis had beon completed, it was no longer possible to keep the
hydrolysatc stirred. The undisposcd material was allowed to separate and over a
period of time the agueous laycrs were rcmoved and evaporated in o pit.

Lt the present time the five vats remain intact with a shallow layer of
thiodiglycol at the bottem of cach. It is possiblc that traces of rwstard were
trapped under the lead lincrs, although nonc has been detected through sampling and
analysis. Studies have been cerried out to recomnond suitable neans of
decontanination and destruction of the vats. Soric consideration has been guven to
recovery of the lcad, however for safety rcasons it has boen decided against this.
Also, the remaining thiodiglycol will not be renoved. Contracts arc now being
negotiated to cut the concrete tops and upper walls of the vats into scctions and
lower then into the cavity. As the vats arc morc than 50 per cent below the surface,
the resulting naterials will he covercd with earth and planted to grass. It is
anticipated that this work will be completed within 1981,
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HUNGARY

Working paper

Proposal for informel meetings of the Cormittee on
Disarmament with the oarticination of gualified

governmental experts on the prohibition of devslopmeny
- and manufacture of new fyoes of weapons of mass

destructicn and new systens of suca weapons

1. The Committee on Disarmanent has had for long on its agenda the question

of the prohibition of the development and wvamifecture of new types of weapons of
mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. But as yet there has been no
serious negctiations on this immortant cuestion in the Cormittee on Disarmament
which reflects the different views as tc how to approach this comwlicated matter.,

2. The Hungarian delegation remains convinced that the most effective method
of handling this question would be the setting up of an ad hoc group of qualified
governmental experts.

Takinz into account however the differing views, the various proposals and
ideas put forward to this elfect and the recognized need to continue the
consideration of the issue of setting up a group of experts in an organized
manner, the delegation of Hungary nronnscs as a first step the holding of informal
neetings of the Commititee on Disarmament with the participation of gqualified
governmental exverts nreferebly during the second wart of its 1931 session. The
length of time put aside for the meetings and the exact time of holding then
could be scheduled in accordance with the programme of work of the Committee to
be elaborated for the second part of this session.

3. Bxperts participating in the infrrmal meetings could address thenmselves tn
the major areas of thisg broad subject such as:

(a) review of questions relatel to +the definiticn of new types of weapons
of mass destruction as well as the criteria on the bagiz of which narticular
weapons fall under certain categories of NWMD cn the bagis of the formula of 1948
taking also into account the advance reachad in the field of science and technology,

(b) review of the trends of the development ~f technolegy cspecially in
the military field, identifying particular areas where the v»rogress may contemplate
emergence of NWID,

(¢) recommendations to the Comnititee on Disarmament as to the methods of
further work and negotiations, including the setting up of an ad hoc group of
experts,

GE.81-61257
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(d) other relevant aspects, experts may deem necessary to bring to the
consideration of the Committee.

4. DBxperts of non-menmber States are welcome to participate.

5 The Cormittee on the basis of the results of the discussion on the subjects
above could consider the elaberation of recommendations as to the methods of
further work and negotiations on agreements prohibiting the development and
manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and, in narticular,
concerning a possible mandate of an ad hoc group of govermmental experts on
this problem, ‘ o

6. The delegation of Hungary is convinced that the informal meeting on this
matter of the CD would be a step forward in discharging its responsibilities
assigned to it in commection with the prohibition of the development and
manufacture of the new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons,
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ISTTER DATED 1 APRIL 1951 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESSHTATIVE OF SPAIN
ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRMIAN CF THE COMMITTEE CN DISARMAMENT CONCERNING
THS DECISICH TAKEN BY TiHD COMMITTEE AT ITS 104th PLUNARY MEDTING

ON 10 FEBRUARY 190

With reference to the letter from lMr. de la Gorce, Chairman of the Committee
on Disarmament in the month of February, addressed to Ambassador Piniés,
Permanent Represcntative of Spain to the United Naticns, I have the honour to
inform you that the subjects which the Spanish delegation is interestcd in
following in the Committee's respective working groups are:

Chemical weapons;
Negative security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon dStates.

Since, by a decision of the Committee on Disarmament and in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of its rules of procedure, Spain has been authorized to atiend
the public and informal meetings of the Committee, and the meetings of the
Ad Hoc Viorking Group on the Conference's Programme of Disarmament, I have pleasure
in informing you that Mr. Ignacio Ferrer will attend, as an expert, the meetings
of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, to be held in the month of April, as
soon as a decision on this matter is taken by the plenary Committee.

The delegation of Spain alco intends to participate, through a diplomat
from this Mission, in mectings of the Working Group on negative security
assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States.

I ghould be mogt grateful if you could inform me, as soon as possible, of

the decision taken on this matter.

(Signed) BEnrique Dominguez Passier
Ambassador
Permanent Reprecentative

GE.31~61273
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LETTER DATED 7 APRIL 1981 ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON
DISARMAMENT FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNION (F SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS TRANSMITTING THE REPLY OF THE GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL
COMMIITEE CF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF THE SOVIET UNION AND CHAIRMAN OF THE
PRESIDIUM O THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE USSR, LEONID BREZHNEV, TO THE
QUESTION PUT BY THE CGREEK NEWSPAPER, TA NEZ,

In connection with the discussion of the question of strengthening the
security guarantees of the non .nuclear countries, I have the honour to forward
to you the reply of the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairmen of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Leonid Brezhnev, to the quéstion put by the
Greek newspaper, Ta Nea.-

I request that it be distributed as an official document of the
Committee on Disarmament. ’

(Signed) V. Issraelyan

GE.81-61372
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Reply by L.I. Brezhnev to a gquestion put by
the Greek neuspaper Ta Nea

Question: Speaking at the Tuenty-sixth Congress of the Cormmunist Party of the
Soviet Union, you devoted particular attention, Mr. President, to the struggle

to achieve international détente. 'You said in particular that the USSR would not
use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear countries which did not allow such weapons
to be stationed in their territory. Can your statement take the form of concrete
guarantees for such countries as, for example, Greece?

Ansver: The Soviet Union has already declared more than once that it will never
use nuclear weapons against these countries which renounce the production and
acquisition of nuclear weapons and vhich do not have such weapons in their
territory. This alone is a sufficiently firm guarantee. But we are prepared to
go further and to conclude at any time a special agreement with any of the
non-nuclear countries, including, of course, Greece, if that country in its turn
undertakes not to have nuclear weapons in its territory.

I should like to take this opportunity, on behalf of the Soviet People
to wish peace and prosperity to the Greek people.

Pravda, 4 April 1981.
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ULITED KTNGDOM WORKING-PAPER ON THE SUBJECT .OF EFFECTIVE
INTERNWATIONAL ARRANGEMENTS TO ASSURE NON-TUCLEAR-WEAPON STATES
AGAIFST THE USE OR THREAT OF USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Introduction

The United Kingdom gave Non-Nuclear-Weapon States (MNWS) an assurance about
their security from nuclear atlack during the United Nations Special Session on
Disarmament in 1978. Other Ifuclear Weapon States (MWS) also gave such assurances.
Since that time, the subject of effective international arrangements to assure
NNWS against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons has been extensively
discussed at the United Nations, at the second Non-Proliferation Trcaty Review
Conference and especially in the Committee on Disarmement. The purpose of this
paper is to provide a clear explanation of the position of the British Govermment.

United Kingdom Assurance %o Non-luclear-Weapon States

On 2 June 1978 the then Prime Minister, Mr. James Callaghan, addressing the
United Nations Special Session on Disarmament, spoke about the question of
undertakings to limit the use of nuclear weapons. He noted that: "It is ny
country's long-established policy that these weapons should never be used except in
self-defence under the most extreme circumstances.'" He went on to add:

"I recognize, however, that States which have renounced nuclear weapons are
entitled to look for some specific assurance that nuclear weapons will nct be
used against thom. My country acknowledges these expeclations and wants

action to meet them. In Fcbruary we -proposed that the matter should be con51dmred

at this Special Session.!

On 27 June 1978, in Parliament, the then Sccretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs, referring to thé Prime Minister's statement, gave a formal
assurance which was repeated the next day at the United Nations Spec1al Session by
the Leader of the United Kingdom Delegation., The text of the assurance was as follows

"The United Kingdom is now ready formally %o give such an assurance. I
accordingly give the following assurance, on behalf of my Govermment, %o
non-nuclear-weapon States which are parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty
or to other intecrnationally binding commitnents not to manufacture or acquire
nuclear explosive devices: DBritain undertakes not to use nuclear weapons
against such States except in the case of an attack on the United Kingdom,
its dependent territories, its armed forces, or its allies by sueh a State

in association or alliance with a nuclcar-weapon State."

On 12 August 1980 this assurance was reaffimmed at the second Review Conference of

the Non-Proliferation Treaty (WPT) by the Ministcr of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs. "It remains in effect, and unchanged.

GE.81;61379



CD/177

Eatarese
FOLATCAC I

Scope of the United Iingdowm Assurancce

The United Kingdom assurancce is therefore fully in force and extends to
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States waich are parties to the Non-Prolifcration Treaty or to
other internationally »inding commitments not to manufactur or acquifQ nuclear
explosive devices. Such States are required to accept safoguards aduinistered by
the International Atomic Encrgy Agency on all their peaceful nuclear activities
By thus accepting the Non-Proliferation Treaty ond ILELA safeguards, tThrec quarters
of the world's States have made an effcctive demongtration that they are indeed
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States. This is one rcason why the United Kingdon assurance is
extended only to Statcs which have accepted these obligations.

. The other reason is that the United Kingdom wishes to recognize the obligations
undertaken by Non-Nuclcar-Weapon Statos partics to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or
other similar internationally binding cormiitments. In doing so, the United Kingdom
beliceves. it is supporting non-prollfcrnt¢on objectives to which the international
community is comwmitted.

The United Kingdom approach to the issue of scope differs from that proposed
in the two draft Conventions placed beforse the Committee on Disarmement by -Pakistan
and the Soviet Union. The draft Convention proposcd by Pakistan would require
Nuclear-Weapon States to give assurances to '"non-nuclear-weapon States not parties
to the nuclear security arrangenents of some nuclear-weapon States". This
formulation appears to present two main difficultics. First, because it does not
extend’ the assurance only to NNWS which have clearly demonstrated their NWS status
by accepting safeguards, either by virtue of their adhcrence to the NPT or to a
sinilar internationally binding cormitment not to manufacture or acquire nuclear
explosive devices. Sccondly, bccause there is, in the United Kingdom's view, no
reason why such NNWS which are party to the nuclcar sccurity arrangements of some
KWS should not benefit from the United Kingdon security assurance providing only
that they do not attack the United Kingdom, its dependent territories, its armed
forces or its allies in association or alliance with a WS, Moreover, it would not be
easy to determine which States are party to the nuclear security "arrangements! of
"some" Muclear-Wecpon.States. By contracs, the scope of the United Kingdonr agsurance is
based on the readily understandablc and discoverable criterion of adhercnce to the
NPT or a sinilar coumituent.

The draft Convention proposed by the Soviet Union and other countries would
require Nuclear-Weapon States to give assurances to "mon-nuclear Statcs Parties to
this Convention which renounce the production and acquisition of nuclear weapons and
which have no nuclear wecapons in their territory or aanhorp under their jurisdiction
or control, on land, on the sca, in the air or outer space'. This forrmlation gives
rise to a number of difficulties,

First, therc is again no clear definition of a Non-Nuclcar-Weapon State
conparable to that contained in the United Kingdom assurance. Second, the assurance
proposed by the Soviet Union speaks of '"nuclear weapons'" rather than 'nuclear
explosive devices". The latter term is preferable, since it clearly covers both
nuclear weapons and allegedly pcaceful nuclear cxplosive devices., The necessity for
covering both types of device was recognized in the drafting of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty.

Third, and espccially important, is the non-stationing rcecquirement in the Soviet
draft. To benefit from the proposced assurance, Non-Nuclear-Weapon Statcs must not
only renounce the production and acquisition of nuclear weapons but also have no
nuclear weapons on their territory. There is no indication of how it would be
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possible to verify that there were no nuclecar weapons in the territory of a State

or anywhere under its jurisdiction or contrcl. Morcover, this requirement would rmcan
that countries whosc non-nuclear weapon status is now internationally recognized

in the context of their adherence to the Non-Proliferation Treaty would no longer

be recognized as such in the contoxt of security assurances. For example, the

Soviet Union and its allies accept that some countries in Western Europe which have ]
nuclear weapons controlled by a Nuclcar-Weapon Statc on their torritories are
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States in the Non~Proliferation Treaty context. It is
inconsistent that they should be donicd non-nuclecar status in the context of

negative security assurances.

Substance of United Kingdon Assurance

The United Kingdom assurance contains only one qualification; it will ccase to
apply to a Non-Nuclcar-Weapon State which would otherwisc be covered "in the case of
an attack on the United Kingdon, its dependent territorics, its ammed forces or
its allies by such a State in association or alliance with a NWuclcar-Weapon State'.
Clearly this docs not diminish the value of the assurance in any way for Stotes whose
intentions are pcaceful. Indeed the assurance will still apply to States which
actually enter into conflict with the United Kingdom, provided they are not allied
to or associated with e Nuclear-Weapon Statc.

Questions have been raised concerning who would judge whether an "attack" by a
Non-Nuclear-Weapon Statc was in progress and, if it was, whether that
Non-Nuclear-Weapon State was '"in association'" or "alliance" with a Nuclear-Weapon
State. The United Kingdom believes that in practice it will be obvious to all
if an attack by a Non~-Nuclcar-Weapon Statc is in progress and whether that
Non-Nuclecar-Weapon Statc is acting in association or alliance with a Nuclcar-Weapon
State. But in the last analysis decisions like thesc would have to be made by the
United Kingdon taking account of its own sccurity intercsts.

It nay be doubted whether any assurance is possible that would be free of the
need for interpretation. As pointed out above, for coxample, therce are a number
of obscuritics in the draft Conventions proposcd by Pakistan and the Sovict Union.
Moreover, the draft Convention proposed by the Soviet Union and its allies includes
a general withdrawal clause on the grounds of supreme national interest. Such a
clause increascs uncertainty about the precise circumstances in which the assurance
would fail to operatc. The United Xingdom assurance clearly spells out the very
limited conditions in which it would no lenger apply.

Form of the United Xingdom Assurance

Mach of thc discussion about sccurity assurances has been conccerned with the
possibility of making them '"legally binding'. The United Kingdom has always nadoe
1t clear that its assurance was solemnly and formally given. It has also cxpresscd
willingness to explore ways in which its assurance could be included in an acceptable
legally binding instrunent. Although an international convention would in principle
be acceptable, the practical difficultics involved in agreeing o uniform assurance
have s0 far scemed insurmountable.
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In these circumsiances attontion has focussed on:the possibility of cnhancing
the political status of the various assurances given by Nuclear-Weavon States.
The United Kingdom doubts the nced for any such enhancoment of its own assurance
since it alrecady regards it as a solermn vndortaking. As has becn constantly
stressed, the assurance tock offcet irmediately it was given. There is no
requirenent for Non-Nuclear-Weapon States, in order to benefit from tho assuUTrance,
to conclude a bilateral agrecuent, to adherc to a yet-to-be-concluded convention,
or for there to be some other form of joint acticn by the Nucleer-Weapon States.

Despite thesc considerations, the United Kingdom remains roady o0 consider
whether an acccptable and practical method can be found of cnhancing the legal or
political status of its assurance if this is thought to be necessary.

Conclusion

The United Kingdom continues  to beliove that there are compelling rcasons for
maintaining the scope and substance of its own assurance. The United Kingdon
assurance is designed %o support non-proliferation cfforts and particularly the NPT,
a treaty accepted by the large majority of the international .commnity. The
United Kingdon undertaking is clear in its terms, and it provides assurances
which should mcet the concerns of all States respocting the integrity of others
according to the principles of the United Nations Charter. It was solermly given
and is regarded by the United Kingdon as being of the grcatest political importance.
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IETTER DATED 15 APRIL 1981 ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT
FROM THE MINISTER-COUNSELLOR OF THE PERMANENT MISSION OF FINLAND ADDRESSING AN
INVITATION OF THE FINNISH GOVERNW&VT

As the Finnish Government has had the occasion to inform the Committee on
Disarmament we have since 1972 worked on a project the purpose of which is to
create a chemical weapons verification capacity to be used in connection with a
CW convention. In several reports to the CD we have explained the nature and
progress of the project. On the basis of informal consultations with all
members of the Committee we have concluded that it would be opportune at this
stage to organize, in Finland, a workshop on our project. That would give the
CD an opportunity to get detailed information on the project and equipmerit used.
The said workshop will be held on 2-4 July next.

The Finnish Government will provide the accommodation (Hotel Helsinki,
Hallituskatu 12, Helsinki, tel. 630 701), transport durlng the visit and meals
mentioned in the annexed draft programme.

This invitation is addressed to all members of the CD and to the
representatives of the Secretariat as well as of Austria, Denmark, Norway, Spain
and Switzerland. For reasons of practical nature we would need information on
the number of the participants by 25 May and their names by 19 June.

I would be grateful if this communication could be circulated as an official
CD document.

(Signed) Paavo Keisalo
Minister-Counsellor

GE.81-61452
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CW VERIFICATION WORKSHOP, HELSINKI 2-4 JULY, 1981

Proposed programme

Thursday, ¢ July

Arfival

19.00 Welcome, introduction and dinner given by the
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Friday, 3 July

8.45 Prcceed to the Department of Chemistry of the
Helsinki University

Briefing and demonstration of the Finnish
CW-verification project

Discussion
12.00 Proceed by bus to an industrial plant
13.00 Luncheon at the plant
14.15 Briefing and tour of the plant
17.00 Return by bus to the hotel

Saturday, 4 July

9.30 - 12.00 Sightseeing
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The Chairman's Progress Report to the Committee on Disarmament
on the work of the Ad. Hoc Working Group .on Chemical Weapons

Introduction

1. The ad_hoc Vorking Group on Chemical Weapons has authorized the Chairman to
submit the following progress report to the Committee on Disarmament. It was,
however, understood that the contents of this report, including its anhex, will not
bind or constrain delegations in the continuation of their work.

2. In the course of consideration of item 4 of its 1981 agenda, entitled "Chemical
Veapons", the Committee at its one hundred and fifth plenary meeting on 12 February 198
adopted the following decision contained in document CD/151:

"The Committee further decided to re-establish, for the duration of its
1981 session, the ad hoc working groups on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, chemical weapons and radiological
weapons, which were established on 17 March for its 1981 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 ad hoc working groups with a view to adapting,
as appropriate, their mandates to advance the progress of the process of
negotiations towards the objective of concrete disarmament measures.

The ad hoc working 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.”

3, At its 107th meeting on 17 February 1981 the Committee elected Ambassador Lidgard,
Sweden, as Chairman of the ad hoc Working Group. Mrs. L. Waldheim-Natural, Chief,
Geneva Unit, United Nations Centre for Disarmament, was reappointed Secretary of the
Working Group.

4. At their request and on the basis of decisions taken by the Committee on
Disarmament at its one hundred and fourth and one hundred and twenty-second sessions,
contained respectively in documents CD/PV.104 and CD/PV.122, representatives of
Austria, Denmark, Finland, Norway, Spain and Switzerland attended meetings of the
Group in addition to members of the Committee on Disarmament,

5« The Group held 12 meetings between 18 February 1981 and 22 April 1981.

GE.81-61520
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6. In cérrying out its mandate the ad hoc VWorking Group took into account

paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
of the United Nations devoted to disarmament, which stated that the conclusion of a
convention on chemical weapons was one of the most urgent tasks of multilateral
negotiations. The Wdfking Group also took into consideration A/RES/35/144 B which

in operative paragraph™ 3 "Urges the Commifteée on Disarmament to continue, as from

the beginning of its session to be held in 1981, negotiations on such a multilateral
conventionibn 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."

1. ‘During the peripd under consideration the following official documents dealing
with Chemical Weapons were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:

(a) CD/142 submitted by Sweden entitled "Prohibition of retention or acquisition
of a chemical warfare capability enabling use of chemical weapons (4 Annexes )"

(b) CD/164 submitted by Finland entitled "Creation of Chemical Weapons Control
Capacity - Present Phase and Goals of the Finnish Project”

(c) CD/167 submitted by Canada entitled "Verification and Control Requirements
for a Chemical Arms Control Treaty based on an Analysis of Activities"

(d) CD/168 submitted by China entitled "Prohibition of Chemical Weapons:
o the Definition of Chemical Warfare Agents"

(e) CD/169 submitted by China entitled "Dismantling of Production Facilities/
Heans of Production for Chemical Weapons"

(f) ©CD/173 submitted by Canada entitled "Disposal of Chemical Agents" .

8. In the conduct of its woxrk from February to April 1981, the following working
papers were circulated to the Working Group:

(a) a working paper by the Chairman entitled "Outline suggested by the Chairman
sor the work of the group - Part 1" (CD/CW/WP.7 and Rev.l)

(b) a working paper by the Chairman entitled "Outline suggested by the Chairman
for the work of the group - Part 2" (CD/CW/WP.8 and Corr.l)

(¢) a working paper by Canada entitled "Verification and Chemical Weapons"
{(cD/CW/WP.9)

(d) a working paper by the Chairman entitled "Outline suggested by the
Chairman for the work of the group - Part 3" (CD/CW/WP.10 and Corr.l)

(e) a working paper by Mongolia, Poland and the USSR entitled "Chemical Weapons:
types of activity to be covered by a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons'
(Cp/cw/vP.11)

(f) a working paper by the Chairman entitled "Outline suggested by the Chairman
for the work of the group - Part 4" (CD/CW/WP.12)
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(g) a working paper by the Chairman entitled "Outline suggested by the
Chairman for the work of the group - Part 5" (CD/CW/WP.13)

: (h) a working paper by the Chairman entitled "Outline suggested by the
Chairman for the work of the group - Part 6" (CD/CW/WP.14)

(i) a working paper by Bulgaria, Hungary and Poland entitled "Chemical
weapons: definitions" (CD/CW/WP.15)

(j) a working paper by France entitled "Declarations and destruction
of materials and facilities" (CD/CW/WP.16) :

(x) a working paper by France entitled "Chemical weapons ~ definitiens,
criteria" (CD/CW/WP.17

(1) a working paper by Australia entitled "Initial Comments on the Consolidated
Outline suggested by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons
(cp/cw/vp.18)

9. The following Conference Room Papers were submitted to the group during the
first part of the Committee's 1981 session: -

(a) a conference room paper by the Chairman entitled "Suggestions by the
Chairman for particular technical issues to be addressed during CD's 1981 work on
chemical weapons" (CD/CW/CRP.S and Rev.l and 2)

(b) - a conference room paper by the Chairman entitled "List of topics to be
discussed with regard to the definitions and criteria of importance for a chemical
weapons convention" (CD/CW/CRP.6)

(¢) a conference room paper by Belgium entitled "Proposed definitions
(revision of document CD/94)" (CD/CW/CRP.7)

' (d) a conference room paper by France entitled "Criteria for definition"
(cp/cW/crp,8) '

(e) a conference room paper by the Chairman entitled "List of questions put
to the delegations of the USSR and the USA at the meeting of 30 March 1981
with respect to the bilateral report, CD/112, and outlines by the Chairman for the
work of the Working Group" (CD/CW/CRP.9)

(f) a conference room paper by the Chairman entitled "Draft Progress Report
to the Committee on Disarmament" (CD/CW/CRP.10 and Add.l and 2 and Corr.l and Rev.l)

10. The Group agreed to structure its work on the basis of the outline annexed
hereto, which was suggested by the Chairman as contained in documents CD/CW/WP.7, 8,
10, 12, 13 and 14 with the addition of some related suggestions for amendments,
clarifications and corrections. The outline does not however reflect all the
views and suggestions -expressed during the Working Group's consideration and
delegations attached importance to their proposals being further considered at the
appropriate time as the Working Group continues its work.
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11. In accomplishing its task, the Working Group, from February to April 1981,

carried out another substantive and;mére detailed examination of the issues to be
dealt with in the negotiation on a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.
Last year's report to the Committee of the Vorking Group (CD/131/Rev.1) and the
USSR-US Joint Repo:t on the Progress in tie Bilateral Negotiations on the Prohibition
of Chemical Weapons of 7 July 1980 (CD/112) were of great assistance in this endeavour.

Scope of the convention, definitions, criteria

12. As regards the scope of .the Convention three alternatives were presented in

the outlire (see Annex I). The first of these, which proposes the prohibition of

the development, production, stockpiling, acquisition, retention and transfer of
chemical weapons, received the broadest support. The second, which suggested a more
comprehensive prohibition, including also planning, organization and training for the
use of chemical weapons, met with considerably less support, mainly because of the
verification difficulties it would entail. Views were expressed that the subject
should be discussed more in depth. . The third alternative, according to which also

the use of chemical weapons should be prohibited, was supported by several delegations,
but criticized by others, who feared that it would diminish the authority of the

1925 Geneva Protocol. 5till others thought that it would be possible to find a
compromise formula in establishing a link between the Geneva Protocol and the Convention.
In this comnection it was also suggested that a link between the scope of the Biological
Weapons Convention and that of a chemical weapons convention should be established
wherever appropriaste. '

13. The issues of definitions and criteria were also extensively discussed. In
that connection valuable clarification was given as to the intentions behind the
suggestions contained in the Joint Report. This contributed to a greater degree of
understanding of those suggestions, which should facilitate future negotiations on
these specific issues.

14. There seemed to be convergence of views that the difficulties in defining
chemical warfare agents, especially with reference to their single and dual purpose
character, could br overcome by stipulatir~, with the help of a general purpose,
quantity and toxicity critieria, that chemicals must not be produced for other than
non-hostile purposes or military purposes not involving the use of chemical weapons.
No chemical would then need to be labelled a chemical warfare agent. The toxicity
criteria would serve to delimit those chemicals, the production of which will have
to be more or less strictly regulated and verified. The group of the most toxic
chemicals, the supertoxic lethal chemicals', had been defined so as to include
mustard gas.

15. One difficulty regarding the toxicity critefia was found to derive from the
lack of acceptable methods for determining toxicity limits for incapacitating and
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irritating chemicals. In viev of the assumed scientific development in this
context, it was suggested that the Convention should stipulate possibilities to
introduce new criteria for incapacitating effects.

k6. Some delegations emphasized the necessity of elaborating standardized
testing methods and procedures for establishing a toxicity spectirum,

17. The issue of other c¢riteria was discussed, and different opinions vere
expressed about the necessity for any specific further criterion,

18, The need for and definition of different concepts like "chemical warfare agents",
"chemical weapons'', "chemical weapons system" etc. were discussed, but it vas felt
that only future negotiations could determine to wvhat extent those concepts shoul
be used in the Convention. )

19. On the issue of possible exceptions from the prohibitions it was stated that
peaceful chemical production and research as vell as protective cctivities should
not be described as exceptions, since they would together account for the
overwhelming amount of chemical activities. Thus, they would not have to be
referred to as exceptions in a convention.

20. It was held that certain types of chemicals, e.g. riot control agents and
herbicides, are prohibited in war under the 1925 Geneva Protocol. Their videspread
use in peacetime vould, however, make it impossible to cover them by a prohibition
vl production, not least due to verification difficulties. On this issue views
diverged.

21. The amount of production of supertoxic chemicals to be alloved for certain
purposes were discussed., A number of delegations questioned the necessity of
allowing an annual total production of one ton of such agents. Vith the obligation
to make a detailed declaration of such production, including its purpose, and a
clarification that the total would be an aggregate for all supertoxic chemicals for
non-hostile military purposes, the issue seemed less controversial,

Declarations, Destruction.

22, On the issue of declaration of possession of specific-materials, facilities and
activities and of plans for disposals of materials. and facilities there vere
differing views as to the timing and content of such declarations. The confidence
building effects of such declarations, if undetrtaken already at the negotiation
stage, were pointed out.

2%, OSome delegations emphasized that destruction and dismantling vere to be regarded
as the most important elements of the scope of the Convention and that this should
be reflected already in its title. '

24. Concerning the time required for destruction or conversion of declared stocks
and destruction or dismantling of mecns of production, note was taken of the
indication in the Joint Report that such activities may take up to 10 years. There
were differing vievus vhether the mecans of production instead of being destroyed or
dismantled could algo be temporarily converted for veaceful produvction. Some
delegations felt that conversion of production facilities should be permitted only
to make these facilities cuitable to be used for the purpose of destroying stocks of
chemical weapons.
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Compliance

25, On verification there was a convergence of views that an adequate verification
system should be commensurate vith the scope of the Convention and implemented
through a combination of national and international verification measures.

26. Some delegations felt that the destruction of stocks of chemical veapons and

production facilities as well as the prohibition of production of chemical weapons
would have to be overseen and controlled routinely through on-site inspection.

Other delegations held that the intrusive form of control over these activities
should take place rather within the concept of verification by challenge. The

discussion did, however, not clarify the full meaning of these concepts.

.

27. Even if the principle that control should not be more intrusive than necessary
seemed to be generally adhered to, the vievs differed on what is necessary, i.a.
concerning the need for occasional, periodic, or permanent on-site inspection in
order to follow the process of destruction, dismantling or conversion or production
facilities,

og8. Some technical methods for verifying destruction of stocks end production
facilities were discussed, as for instance chemical analyses, toxicity determinations
and '"black boxes™.

29. Concerning the combination of national and international verification measures,
it was stated that too little attention had been devoted to the national control
possibilities. Only through such national means could sufficiently intrusive
verification be carried out to ensure compliance within the chemical industry. Still,
this was considered more difficult in the market economies than in the centrally
planned economies. This view vas not shared by all the delegations, since it was
pointed out that also in lhe market economies a great variety of production
regulations, i.a. for envirommental protection purposes, were strictly enforced in
the chemical industry. National verificsiion measures could according to these
delegations only be regarded as a form of national self-control and as a source of
information and data for further stages in the verification process.

30, Technical methods for international verification activities vere briefly
discussed. Chemical off-, near- and on-site analyses of air, wvater and soil samples
were mentioned among such methods, as well as remote sensing by satellites.

%21, The establishment of a Consultative Committee as an international verification
body seemed to enjoy general support, but views differed on its tasks, organization
and procedures. '

%32, Also on the complaints procedure a number of different proposals were made.
Some favoured, as a first step, bilateral consultation directly between the parties,
whereas others thought that from the beginning all consultation should take place
within the Consultative Committee and be brought to the knowledge of all the
Parties of a convention.
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33. Some delegations considered that complaints should be lodged with the Consultative
Committee. Others suggested that the United Nations Security Council would be a
suitable organ for taking up complaints regarding non-compliance with the convention.
Strong objections were raised to this suggestion. Complaints should instead be

lodged with the General Assembly according to some delegations.

Voluntary confidence building measures (CBMs)

34. On CBMs there were divergencies of views with respect to suitable times for
their application. Four periods of time were mentioned in which various CEMs could
be undertaken: the negotiating phase, after signing the convention and before a
State had become party to it, the period until stocks of chemical weapons and
production facilities had been destroyed, and the time thereafter.

35. It was stated that CBMs could be undertaken on a bilaterzl or multilateral
basis, regionally or world-wide and with or without the condition of reciprocity.
It was felt that also additional examples of CBMs other than those discussed so far
could be explored.

International co-operation

36. There was convergence of views that the convention should promote co-operation
between parties in fields related to the technical subjects dealt with in the
convention, but not to what extent or in which organizational modes. However,
there seemed to be large support for the view that provisions for co-operation and
assistance with respect to protection against chemical weapons should be included
in the convention.

Formal provisions

37. The issues in this context were only briefly examined. It was recognized that
the formal provisions would best be discussed in the course of the actual negotiations
at a later stage. Views were put forward that some of the more technical matters

and some more detailed provisions might be put into annexes to the convention, and that
the annexes should form an integral part of the convention.

Conclusion

38. After the extensive examination of the various issues, both last year and
during the spring part of this year's session, the Working Group considers that
while there was substantial convergence of views on a number of issues some
considerable differences of views still exist and that it is necessary to proceed
to further substantive work towards achieving a convention. Many delegations
felt that the mandate of the Working Group should be revised, whereas others did
not consider this necessary or were not in a position to agree to this.
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Consolidated Outline Suggested by the Chairman
for the work of the Group

Activities, facilities and materials toc be prohibited, including criteria
and definitions

l.1 Alternative views regarding the prohibitions

Three main alternative views have been expressed, which require further
consideration:

Alt.1. There is a convergence of views that the convention should prohibit at
least the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons.

Alt.2. It has also been suggested that the convention should be more comprehensive
and prohibit all activities, facilities and materials intended to enable a Party

to use chemical weapons or utilize the toxic properties of chemical substances for
hostile purposes or in armed conflict.

Alt.3. Another suggestion is that the convention should prohibit also the use of
chemical weapons in addition to the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons.

The alternatives are specified below,

1.2 The following activities, facilities and materials would be prohibited or
otherwige regulated in the three alternative views:

l.2.1 Activities

Common for alternatives 1-3%;

development
- production
- stockpiling
- acquisition
- retention

-~ transfer (including trading) and assistance to other States

. Additional for alt. 2:

- planniﬁg

~ orgapization

- training

Additional for alt. 3:

- use
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1.2.2 Facilities

Common for al@érnatives 1-3:

- development and testing facilities

~ production facilities/means of production
- specific storing facilities

Additional for alt. 2:

- resources for pianning and organization

- training facilities

1.2.3 lMaterials °

1.2.3.1 Common for alternatives 1-3:

- chéﬁical wvarfare agents which might include

(a) supertoxic chemical warfare agents

(b) toxic, single purpose chemical warfare agents

(¢) toxic, dual purpose chemical- warfare agents (insecticides, etc.)
(d) others, (herbicides etc.)
(e) precursors

1.2.3.2 Warheads, weapon systems and other materials, equipment and resources
specifically interded for the use of chemical weapons

1.3 The following definitions could be considered:

1.3.1 Chemical agent: a chemical substance which may be used in a chemical
weapon but is in fact not utilized or planned to be utilized in it.

1.3.2 Chemical warfare agent: a chemical substance, which alone or together

with other chemical substances have direct toxic effects on man, animal or plant

and with such physical and chemical characteristics that it can be utilized in a
chemical weapon, i.e. a chemical substance which is actually used or intended to be
used in chemical weapons. It may be a single purpose agent or a dual purpose agent,
which groups may be differentiated according to their toxicities in super-toxic and
toxic chemical warfare agents,

1.3.3 Single purpose chemical warfare agent: a chemical substance which is used
or may be used for chemical warfare solely.

1.3.4 Dual purpose agent: a chemical substance which is used or may be used not
only for chemical warfare but also for neaceful purposecs.
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1.3.5 Precursors to a chemical warfare agent: chemical substances which not
necessarily themselves arc suitable chemical warfare agents but which form
particular chemical warfare agents when made to react chemically with each, other
whether for bulk production of chemical warfare agents or in a chemical weapons
system. (The term precursor is a recognized general concept in chemistry).

1.3.6 Chemical Weapon: the combination of a charge of a chemical warfare agent
and means of dispersing the agent in the target (chemical munitions).

1.3.7 Chemical weapons system: chemical weapons and means to make possible their
usc.

1.5.8 Chemical warfare capability: the capability to use chemical weapons.

1.4 The following criteria could be considered as the basis in determining
the scope of the prohibition:

1.4.1 General purpose criterion: the intention
(a) with regard to chemical warfare

(b) non-hostile purposes - of activities, facilities and materials. The general
purpose criterion might be supplemented by further criteria, like quantity and
toxicity criteria.

1.4.2 Quantity criterion: allowance of activities, facilities and materials for
peaceful and protective purposes to the extent justified by these nurposes.,

1.4.3 Toxicity criteria:

(a) Super-toxic lethal chemical might be any toxic chemical with a medium lethal
dose which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg (subcutancous administration, LD5O) or
2,000 mg min/m> (by inhalation, LCtSO) when measured by an agreed method,

(b) Other lethal chemical might be any toxic chemical with a median lethal dose
which is great%r than 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration, LD O) or -
2,000 mg min/m? (by inhalation IC% o) and which is less than or gqual to
10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration , LD O) or 20,000 mg min/m3 (by inhalation,
LCt5O), when measured by an agreed mothod.”

(¢) Other harmful chemical might be any toxic chemical with a median lethal dose
which is greater than 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration, LD5O) when measured
by an agrecd method.

(@) 1In the case that chemicals exert incapacitating or irritating effects
particular toxicity criteria might apply. These night then state dose limits for
the effects of such chemicals, ED 0° Since such toxicity criteria relating to man
are not available today, a convenélon might provide for possible later inclusions
of them.
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1.4.3.,1 Toxicological methods:
(a) Definitions

1D 0 (Lethal Dosis, 50 per cent) scientifically defined as the dosis of a substance,
wh?ch is expected to kill 50 per cent of an exposed population. It is expressed
as mg/kg body weight.

LCt 0 (Lethal Concentration and Time, 50 per cent) scientifically defined as the
proéuct of time for exposure and concentration of a substance in air, which is
expected,to kill 50 per cent of an exposed population. It is expressed as

mng min/mB.

ED 0 (Bffective /incapacitating, irritating/ Dosis, 50 per cent) scientifically -
de§1ncd as the dosis of a substance, which is expected to incapacitate 50 per cent
of an exposed population. It is expressed as mg/kg body weight. :

ECt 0 (Effective /incapacitating, irritating/ Concentration and Time, 50 per cent)
scigntifioally defined as the product of time for exposure and concentration of a
substance in air, which is expected to incapacitate 50 per cent of an exposed
population., It is expressed as mg min/m”.

The expression "expected to incapacitate 50 per cent of an exposed population"
could be understood as "expected to disable 50 per cent of the exposed soldiers
to perform their usuval duties in a war situation”.

(b) Methods

General considerations. Toxicity tests could be in accordance with "Principles and
Methods for Evaluating the Toxicity of Chemicals", Environmental Health
Criteria 6, \orld Health Organization, Geneva 1978.

Toxicity tests may have to be preceded by chemical analysis, as described below.

As far as possiblo, toxicity tests may heve to be performed on pure substance,

When determining lethal effects of a substance (1D and LCt_.) two species may have
to be used - mice and rate of well-defined, easily5available5strains.

Lowest value may be decisive.

For LD_,~determinations, subcutancous injection could be the way of administration.
Survivgg during 48 hours could be observed. Calculation of LDBO may have to be done
according to established nrocedurec.

For ICt . ~determinations, the time of exposure is maximized to ten minutes. When
acrosold are used, particle size distribution may have to be determined and
optimized in order to ascertain maximal uptake. Survival during 48 hours may have
to be observed. Calculation of ICt o mey have to be done according to
established procedure, >

For evaluating incapacitating effects of chemical substances (ED 0 and ECt O) animal
tests may have to be devised that, as far as possible, are analogous to thg
situation for soldiers, which is suggested for the definition of incapacitating
effects as mentioned above.
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Primates could be used for such expmeriments. Experience from human use of
incapacitating agents can be utilized to cvaluate EDSO and ECt5O'

(¢c) Chemical identification

The chemical identity of all compounds must be ascertained, and expressed
according to existing chemical nomenclature e.g. IUPAC.

In the case of mixtures, the active compound or compounds must first be isolated
and purified by suitable methods to at least 99 per cent purity.

Whenever possible, the alleged chemical identity of a compound may have to be
verified by mass spectrometry and nuclear magnetic resonance. If optical
isomerism is possible, the presence or absence of optical activity of the compound
should be verified. If mass spectrometry and/or nuclear magnetic resonance
methods cannot be applied, e.g. in the case of macromolecules, other unequivocal
physical, chemical, biochemical or biological methods might be used,

1.4.4 - Other criteria:

- structural formulae for chemical substances

- shelfl life

- volatility

- explosion stability

1.5 Exceptions (relating to exceptions from prohibitions in alternatives 1-3,
as well as to possibly allowed activitics):

1.5.1 for civilian purposes:

- protection against chemical weapons in civil defence
- medical

- scientific and research

- industrial

- agricultural

- riot control

1.5.2  for certain military purposes:

protection against chemical weapons
- medical

riot control

1.5.3 Parties may be allowed an annual production of super~-toxic and toxic
single-purpose warfare chemical agents together not exceeding one ton for
peaceful and protective purposes.
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Implementation of the convention, i.e. declarations and disposal of materials
and facilities

2.1 Declarations

At the time States become parties to the convention concerning the nossession or
non-possession of specific materials, facilities and activities and of plans for
disposal of materials and facilities,

2.1.1 Materials
2.1,1.1 Chemical warfare agents, stored in bulk or in munition.
Specific rules:

(a) Supertoxic and toxic single-purposc chemical warfare agents (i.e. sarin, '
soman, tabun, VX, mustard gas): declarations may have to be comprchensive, stating
also the amount of the agents reclating to bulk stockpiles and to munitions, and to
be given cach year;

(b) Toxic dual purpose chemical warfare agents (i.e. phosgene, hydrogen cyanide,
chlorine): declarations may concern approximate amounts of each agent, estimation
of yearly production and consumption. When stored in munitions, the declarations
may have to be as comprehensive as for super-toxic and single purpose chemical
warfare agents,

(¢) Precursors: may have to be declared if they are stockpiled alone or together
with the other recactant(s) of a binary set in munition or parts of munition, or

in bulk for military purposes. The phosphorous containing precursors for binary
nerve agents: may have to bz declared as supcrtoxic and toxic single »urposc
varfare agents.

2.1.1.2 Chemical weapons (munition): may have to be declared comprehensively
including special warheads intended for but not filled with chemical warfare agents.

2.1.1.3 Weapons systoms, esvecially designed for the dissemination of chemical
warfarce agents and chemical munition: may have to be declared comprehensively.

2,1.1.4 Location of a State's stockpiles of chemical warfare agents and chemical
munition, both within its territory and, if under its Jurisdiction, outside: may
have to be declarecd.

2.1.2 Pacilities may have to be declared with respect to existence, location,
capacity, function, etc.

2.1.2,1 Production facilities/means of production (including munition filling
facilities and facilitics related to dual-purpose production).

2.1.2,2 Testing facilities

If such facilities are also uscd for developing and testing protection against
chemical weapons, this may have to be declarcd.
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2414243 Facilities for training for use of chemical weapons mey have to be

declared. (Relates to alt. 2 in 1.1). If such facilities arc also used for
training for protection against chemical weapons, this may have to be declared.

2.1.2.,4 Other facilities intended to cnable the use of chemical weapons
e.g. special transportation equipment (Relates to alt. 2 in 1.1).

2.,1.3 Activities

2.1.3.1 Training and other activities %o cnable the use of chemical weapons.
(Relates to alt. 2 in 1.1),

2,1.4 Other modalities of declarations

Plans for destruction, dismantling and converting of materials and facilities,
including periodical exchange of statements and notifications concerning the
implementation of the plans.

2.1.4.1 Timing of declarations

2.1.4,2 Time frames (programmes) of plans for destruction, dismantling and
converting of materials and facilities.

2e1.4.3 Other modalities, including for periodical exchange of rotifications
concerning the implementation of the plans.

242 Destruction, dismantling and conversion

The specific objects, timing issues and verification measures.
2,2,1 Chemical warfare agents

2.2.1.1 Supertoxic and toxic single purpose chemical warfare agents, stored in bulk
or in munition: to be-destroyed within a specific period of time.

2.2+1.2 Precursors, stored in munition, as well as the more specific compound
in each set of precursors, if stored in bulk: may have to be destroyed within a
specific period of time.

2.2.14% Specific issues concerning verification relating to destruction of chemical
warfare agents: '

To ascertain that chemical substances brought to a destruction plant really are
chemical warfare agents and that the amount of substance brought to the plant
corresponds to the given declaration an on-site verification procedure may be
necessary.

Such verification procedure could comprisec

(1) measuring the amount of substance delivered and the amount of products
obtained:

(2) toxicity tests on materials delivered and products obtained.
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Toxicity tests may have to be performed only in order to determine lethal dosis

of the substances delivered to the destruction plant, i.ec. to find out whether a
substance is a super-toxic or toxic chemical warfarc agent. Incapacitating agents
and precursors cculd presumably not be monitored in this way. For such substances,
chemical analysis could be used to ascertain the identity.

(organizational and proccdural aspects on verification relating to the issues
covered by Part 2 will be dealt with in Part 3).

2.2.2 VWarheads and other means of disseminating chemical warfare agents in the
target, including weapon systems, specifically intended for chemical warfare: 1o be
dismantled and destroyed within a specific period of time.

The amount of chemical weapons ctc. brought to a destruction plant may have to be
verified,

2.2.3 Production facilities/means of production: to be dismantled or, if _
particular rcasons arc given, converted ito production of other chemical substance
within a specific period of time. Tacilities might have to be "moth~balled" upon
entering into force of a convention until they were disposcd of.

2.2.3.,1 Specific issues concerning verification relating to dismantling oxr
conversion of production plants/means of production:

To ascertain that the plant etc. really has been or could be used for the
production of chemical warfarc agents an on-site inspection may be necessary beforc
the pertinent action has begun. The destruction/dismantling procedure may have to
be verified in the same way.

As probably some time will clapse between closing a plant and starting the
dismantling, the plant may have to be sealed by mechanical means in the meantime.
This procedure could be verified by on-site inspection and monitored by remote
control,

For a production plant, which has becn-allowed to be converted to peaceful puUrposes
instead of being destroyed, on-site inspection before and after the conversion may
ascertain that the plant

(2) has been used for chemical varfarc agent production and
(b) has been converted for production of other chemical compounds.

Such verification may consist of toxicity tests regarding the new product and
inspection of the protection level at the converted plant. TFurthermorc, chemical
analysis of waste water and the air around the building may be performed to confirm
the permanence of the conversion.

For the perhaps permitted (exemnted) production of certain amounts of chemical
warfare agents, special facilities could be created, thus no existing production
would be left for this purpose. The new nlant may have to be under control through
on-site inspection, ascertaining that the capacity of a new plant corresnonds to the
permitted production. (The issuc will be further elaborated in Part 5).
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2.2.,4 Munition filling facilities: may have to be dismantled or converted to be
used for filling munitions of a non-chemical varfare nature within a specific period

of time.

2.2.4,1 Specific issues concerning verification relating to dismentling or
conversion of munition filling facilitiess

Verification méy be made by the same means as specified for production plants.

2.2,5 Testing and training facilities, c.g. test fields:s may have to be destroyed
or dismantled unless preserved and used for nrotective or other purposes, in which
case their-use may have to be subject to verification measurcs. (The issuc of
training facilities relates to alt. 2 in 1.1).

Implementation of the convention, i.c. verification measures and complaints
procedures

3. Veriflication

The verification measures should be commensurate with the scope of the
prohibition, obligations of destruction, dismantling and conversion and other
aspects of the convention in order to provide assurance of compliance with the
convention, Such measures may have to be both national and international,

3e1 National verification measures

3.1.1 Such measures may have to be decided in accordance with the provisions of
the convention and the States parties! own constitutional procedures.

5+1.2 National means of verification including the use of national technical
means of verification may have to be allowed in consistency with generally
recognized principles of international law and without hindrance, e.g. through the
use of deliberate concealment measuvres, from other parties.

34143 Parties may have to undertake appropriate internal measures in accordance
with their constitutional procedures to prohibit and prevent anywhere under their
Jurisdiction or control, any activity contrary to the provisions of the convention.

342 Scope of international verification measures

3.2.1 At the time States become parties to the convention:

Compliance with obligations concerning destruction, dismantling or conversion into
peaceful use of

- stockpiles of chemical warfare agents and those weapons specifically
intended for chemical warfarc

- production facilitcs/means of production for chemical warfare agents and
chemical weapons

- munition filling facilities

- testing and training facilities (The issue of training facilities relates
to alt. 2 in 1.1).
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%3,2.2 Continuously as long as the convention remains in force:

(a) Status of production facilities/means of production which have been converted
to peaceful usc

(b) Comnliance with the prohibitions and other regulations concerning certain
activities, materials and facilities (see 1.2), i.a.:

- production of single purposc chemical verfare agents

- production of dual-purpose chemical warfare agents and some binary
chemical weapons nrecursors

- some activities and facilitics related to planning, organization
and training. (This issuc relates to alt. 2 in 1.1)

3.3 International measures and wrocedurcs for verification

3e3eL Declarations and cxchange of information.

Parties may have to undertakce to declare possession (or non-possession) of specific
materials, facilities and activities and of nlans for disposal of materials and
facilities according to 2.1, as well as exchange information on the progress of
disposal of stocks and nroduction facilities/means of production., Information may
have to be exchanged on permitted production of chemical warfare agents for
protective and peaceful purposes.

ReB5e2 Consultations

3.3%.2,1 Partids may have to undertake to consult each other and to co-operate in
solving problems vwhich may arise in relation to the convention.

3434242 Such consultations could be undertaken bilaterally betwecen the parties
concerned, or witlin the framework of a cgccial procedure ectablished by the
convention (sec 3.3.3) or within the framework of the United Nations and in
accordance with its Charter.

22343 Consultative committec

A consultative committec may have to be established to handle international
verification measurcs at the cntry into force of the convention.

5+7¢3.1 The committce may be composcd of onc exnert from each State party and with
the Secretary-General of the United llations or his represcentative as its chairman,
It may for specific tasks set up sub~committees and verification teams.

3454542 The committee may meet for a rcgular meeting at least once a year and
otherwise at the request of a party.

5+5¢3+3 The committee may be competent:
(a) to follow the performance of destruction, dismantling and conversion to

veaceful purposes of stockpiles of chemical varfarc agents, chemical weapons,
production faoilities/means of production ectc, (see 2.2)
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(b) to enquirc into facts concerning alleged violations of the convention

(¢) to check periodically through on-site visits facilities for permitted
production of chemical warfars agents, vith rcspect to amounts produced and their
use

(d) facilitate compliance with the oonventibn, c.gs by developing international
standardization of methods and routines to be applied by national and
international verification organs.

3434344 The committee may be empowered to request from States parties,
intcrnational organizations, groups and individuals such information and assistance
as may be appropriate and relevant to its work.

334345 The parties to the convention may have to undertake to co-operate with the
comnittee in carrying out its tasks.

3.3+3.6 The working rules and proccdures of the committce may have to provide for
effective, fair, impartial and unobtrusive proccedings.

3434347 If the committee is unable to provide for a unanimous report on its
findings-of fatt, it will present the different views of the experts involved.

3+¢3.3.8 In order to carry out its tasks the committee may have to be provided with
or have access %o specific facilities, such as a secretariat, technical experts,
chemical and toxical laboratories and remote sensing equipment.

3.3.%.9 The committee may be allowed to undertake on-site inspections:

(a) in order to confirm rcceived information concerning planned, on-going or
effected destruction, dismantling or conversion, after consultation with the State
party concerned (see 3.3.3.3); '

(b) in order to inquire into facts concerning alleged ambiguitics in or violations
of the compliance with the convention, provided appropriate reasons have been given
in support of the necessity of such an investigation.

If the requested party does not agrec to on-site inspection, it .may have to give
appropriate explanations that an on-site inspection would at that time Jeopardize
its supreme interests.: : : '

Procedures are to be developed for on-site investigation, inblﬁding provisions
regarding the rights, obligations and functions of the inspection personnel, and
those of the host side.

3+3+4 ~ The Security Council

5¢344.1 The convention may have to provide for the possibility for States partics
to lodge a complaint with the Security Council or the General Assembly of the
United Nations, if they have made unsuccessful efforts of consultation and
co~operation pursuant to the relevant provisions of the convention and have reason
to believe that any other State party is acting in breach of obligations under

the convention, :
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4.2 Parties may then also have to undertake to co-operate in carrying out
any investigation which the Sccurity Council may initiate on the basis of the
complaint rnceived by the Council.

4. Voluntary confidence building measures (CBMs )

4.1 Object

Voluntary measures to build confidence with respect to the credibility of States'
intentions,

(a) during the negotiating process and after the convention has been concluded
but before it has cntered intec force

(b) after the convention has entered into force,

CBlMs might be undertaken on a bilateral, or multilateral basis, regionally or
worldwide, with or without the condition of reciprocity.

A,2 Examples of (BMs during the negotiating wrocess and alter the convention
has been signed but before it has entered into force

4.2,1 Declarations of posscession or non-possession of chemical weapons,
production facilities, stockpiles and testing facilities and their location.

4.2.2 Invitations to visit stockpiles, testing facilities, production plants -~ w1th
or without production of chemical warfare agents - and destruction plants.

4.2.3 Measures to facilitate co-operation between States regarding
protection for civilian and military personnel,

4.2,4 TExchange of information on and invitations to attend military manoecuvres
which could include elements rclated to the use of chemical weapons.

4,2.5 TExchange of information on methods {or monitoring scientific and technical
develovment relevant to chemical weapons.

4.3 Ixamples of CBlis after the convention has entered into force

4.3.1 Exchange of information on protective measures, military and civilian,
including industrial protective measures, rclating also to the protection of workers
in the chemical industry.

4.%.2 Invitations to co-operative cfforis in areas related to the convention.

4.%.3 DLxchange of information on results obtained by national technical mecans of
verification.

5. International co-oneration

5.1 Hegative provision(s)

The convention should be imnlenmented in a manner designed to avoid hampering the
economic and technological development of parties, for peaceful and protective
purposes in fieclds related to the convention,
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5.2 Posgitive provisions

5.2.1 Parties could undertake to exchange information, equipment and materials
in order to facilitate the use of chemical agents for peaceful and protective

purposes.

5.2,2 The convention could reflect the principle that a substantial nortion of
possible savings from disarmament measures should be devoted to promoting cconomic
and social development, particularly in developing countriecs.

5.2.3 The convention could provide for assistance in accordance with the

United Nations Charter to partics which so request, if the Security Council decides
that they have been cxposed to danger as a result of a violation of the convention.
This assistance could include protective equipment and medical support in the
treatment of chemical casualties.

As an alternative the consultative committee could fulfil this function,

6. Formal provisions

6.1 Entry into force

As in the ENMOD Convention it could be stipulated that the convention shall enter
into force upon the deposit of instruments of ratification by ... Governments. For
thosc States whosc instruments of ratification or accession are deposited after

the entry into force of the convention, it could enter into force on the date of the
deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession.

6.2 Sigmature, ratification, accession

As in the ENMOD Convention it could be stipulated that the convention shall be open tc
all States for signature - to be subsequently ratified - and that any State which does
not sign the convention before its entry into force may accede to it at any time.

6.3 Depositary

As in the ENMOD Convention instruments of ratification or accession could be
deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Wations.

6.4 Duration

As in the Biological Weapons and thc ENMOD Conventions the convention could be of
unlimited duration.

6.5 Withdrawals

As in the Biological Veapons Convention States parties could have the right to
withdraw from the convention if they decide that extraordinary events, related to
the subject matter of the convention, have jeopardized their supreme interests.
It could be stipulated that notice of withdrawal should be given threc months in
advance and would include a statement of the extraordinary events which the
notice-giving parties regard as having jeopardized their supreme interests.
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6.6 Review conferences

As in the Biological VWeanons Convention it could be stipulated that a conference
of the States pariies should be held at Goneva ... ycars afier the entry into force
of the convention, or earlicr if this is requested by a majority of the parties,
possibly including the five permanent members of the Security Council, to review
the operation of the convention. Provisions for further review conferences, to be
held at intervals of five years thercafter and at other times, if requested by a
majority of the parties, possibly including the five permanent members of the
Security Council, could be included in accordance with established practice
concerning the Biological Vieapons Convention, though in that case such a provision
was not specifically included. Review conferences could also have the function of
revising the convention,

6.7 Amendments

As in the Biological Vimapons Convention it could be stipulated that amendments,
nroposed by States parties, shall enter into force for each State party accepting the
amendments upon their acceptance by a majority of the States parties and thereafter
for each remaining State party, when it accepts them.

6.8 Preamble, anncxes and other texts rclated to the convention

A preamble could be considered expressing the general considerations of the object and
purnose of the convention. Furthermore, it could contain a reference to the
relationship between the Convention, the 1925 Geneva Protocol and the Biological
Veapons Convention,

The detailed technical questions involved in the convention, as well as the detailed
organizational and procedural questions regarding the possible consultative committec
could be dealt with in annexes, which would form integral parts of the convention.

Voluntary confid-nce-building measurcs could be dealt with in resolutions to be
adopted by the United Nations General Assembly.

If detailed provisions are needed to deal with the relationshivn between the
convention, the 1925 Geneva Protocol and the Biological Veapons Convention, it
could be considered whether such provisions should be embodied in an annex or in a
separate protocol,

A protocol could also be considered to deal with possible applications to the
1925 Geneva Protocol, and the Biological Veapons Convention of provisions in a

chemical weapons convention, c.g. those concerning the functions of a consultative
committee.
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The Chairman's Progress Report to the Committee on Disarmament
on the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemicel Veapons

Page 2, paragranh 7, add after the last document in the 1list, the following:

"(g) CD/124/Rev.l submitted by Indonesia entitled "Revision of
CD/124 on the Definition of Chemical Agent and Chemical

Warfare Agent™"
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STATEMENT BY THE GROUP OF 21 ON ITEM 2 OF THE AGSNDA
OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT ENTITIED:

"CESSATION OF THE NUCLEAR ARMS RACE AND NUCIEAR DISARMAMENT"

On the initiative of the Croup of 21, the Committee on Disarmament engaged, at
the latter part of its 1981 Spring session, in a substantive examination of concrete
issues relating to item 2 of its agenda (cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament). In the course of this proeess, the Committee concentrated, on
the "pre—conditions for negotiations on nuclear disarmament as well as on doctrines
of deterrence and other theories concerning nuclear weapons'.

In assessing the discussions that took place under that framework, the
Group of 21 is convinced that the need for urgent multilateral action on the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, through the adoption of concrete
measures, has been once again amply demonstrated. In the opinion of the Group of 21,
multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament have been long overdue and the
fundamental prerequisite for their success is the political will of States,
particularly the nuclear weapon States, to engage 'in such negotiations.

The discussions, for which Chapters V, VI and the Conclusions of the
Secretary-General's "Comprehensive Study on Nuclear Weapons" (A/392) provided useful
background material, have confirmed the conviction of the Group of 21 that the nuclear
arms race runs counter to efforts to achieve further relaxation of international
tensions; that progress in the field of nuclear disarmament would be beneficial to
the strengthening of international peace and security and to the improvement of the
international climate, which in turn would facilitate further progress; and that all
nations, nuclear and non-nuclear alike, have a vital interest in measures of nuclear
disarmament, because the existence of nuclesr weapons in the arsenals of a handful
of Powers directly and fundamentally jeopardizes the security of the whole world.

The promotion of nuclear disarmament would be facilitated by the strict adherence by
all States to the principles of the United Nations Charter, and in particular by
measures thet would bring about the relaxation of international tensions and the
peaceful settlement of disputes among States.

The Group of 21 is further convinced, as a result of the discussions, that
doctrines of nuclear deterrence, far from being responsible for the maintenance of
international peace and security, lie at the root of the continuing escalation of
the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear armaments and lead to greater
insecurity and instability in international relations. Moreover, such doctrines,
which in the ultimate analysis are predicated upon the willingness to use nuclear
weapons, cannot be the basis for preventing the outbreak of a nuclear war, a war which
would affect belligerents and non-belligerents alike. The competitive accumulation
of nuclear arms by the nuclear weapons States cannot be condoned on grounds that it
is indispensable to their security. Such an argument is patently false considering
that the increase in nuclear arsenals, far from contributing to the strengthening of
the security of all States, on the contrary, weakens it, and increases the danger of
the outbreak of a nuclear war. Moreover, the Group of 21 rejects as politically and
morally unjustifiable that the security of the whole world should be made to depend
on the state of relations existing among nuclear-weapon States.

CE.081-61540
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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. That responsibility entails the
fulfilment of commitments entered into in international instruments in the field of
disarmament, the respect for the security concerns of the non-nuclear nations, the
refraining from any action conducive to the intensification of the nuclear arms race
and to the increase of international tensions, and above all the duty to take positive
and practical steps towards the adoption and implementation of concrete measures of
nuclear disarmament.

In the light of this assessment, the Group of 21 firmly believes that the
Committee on Disarmament, in which 31l nuclear weapon States as well as non-nuclear
weapon States participate, must continue and intensify the search for a common
approach that will enable it to discharge the mandate entrusted to it by the
General Assembly of the United NMations in the field of disarmament. In particular,
the Group of 21 expects that a growing awareness of the urgency of progress toward
nuclear disarmament will facilitste the task of the Committse. Bilateral and
regional negotiations, especially with regard to specific areas where the concentration
of nuclear armaments increases th. danger of confrontation, are useful and should be
intensified, but multilateral negotiations on questions of vital interest to nuclear
and non-nuclear weapon States alike should be initiated without delay in the
Committee on Disarmament, the only multilateral negotiating body in the field of
disarmament.

The Group of 21 believes, in accordance with its considered view already
expressed in document CD/64, of 1980 that the immediate objective of the considerations
of item 2 by the Committee, at the start of the second part of its 1981 session,
should be the establishment of an ad hoc working group with the mandate to elaborate
on paragraph 50 of the Final Document and to identify substantive issues for
multilateral negotiations, as suggested in document CD/116, as follows:

(i) the elaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document including identification
of the responsibilities of the nuclear weapon States and the role of the
non-nuclear weapon States in the process of achieving nuclear disarmament;

(ii) clarification of the issues imvolved in prohibiting the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear disarmament, and in the prevention
of nuclear war;

(iii) clarification of the issues imvolved in eliminating reliance on doctrines
of nuclear deterrence;

(iv) measures to ensure an effective discharge by the CD of its role as the
single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament and in
this context its relationship with negotiations relating to nuclear
disarmement conducted in bilateral, regional and other restricted fora.
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STLTEMENT BY THE GROUP OF 21 ON ITEM 1 OF THE AGEND: OF THE
COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT ENTITLED:

"NUCLEAR TEST BLN"

A4t the initiative of the Group of 21, the Committee on Disarmament held
informal meetings during the first part of its 1981 session to undertake a
substantive examination of concrete issués‘ielating to item 1 of its Agenda,
entitled Nuclear Test Ban. ' "

_ The discussions which took place in these informal meetings have further
reinforced the conaviction held by the Group of 21 that the Committee on Disarmament .
should proceed without delay to undertake multilateral negotiations on the question
of a Nuclear Test Ban. In its Working Paper CD/€4 of 27 February, 1980, the
Group of 21 had stated that in its considered view Working Groups are the best
available machinery for the conduct of concrete negotiations within the :
Committee on Disarmament. Therefore, the Group of 21 in principle supported the
establishment of Working Groups on all items of the Committee!s Lgenda.

. In a subsequent working paper, CD/72 dated 4 March 1980, the Group of 21 urged
the setting up of an ad hoc Working Group of the Committee on its Agenda item entitled
Nuclear Test Ban, during the first part of the 1980 session. Unfortunately, no
consensus could be reached on this proposal during the entire 1980 session of the
Committee on Disarmament. .

The Group of 21 would recommend that in the light of the discussions held in
informal meetings of the Committee, the Committee on Disarmament should, at the
beginning of the second part of its 1931 session, decide to set up an ad hoc
Working Group on item 1 of its igende. In order to facilitate the adoption of this
decision, the Group of 21 would suggest. the following mandate for the ad hoc
Working Group:

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish, for the duration of
the second part of its 1981 session, an ad hoc Working Group of the Committee
to negotiate on provisions relating to the Scope, Verification of Compliance,
and the Final Clauses of a draft treaty relating tc Item 1 of its Lgenda,
entitled 'Nuclear Test Ban'. The ad hoc Working Group will report to the
Committee on Disarmament on the progress of its work at an appropriate time and
in any case before the conclusicn of its 1981 session.

. During the course of negotiations on this item, the ad hoc Working Group
will take into account existing proposals and future initiatives, including the
reports on the trilateral negotiations among the USSR, the United Kingdom and
the United States of America on this subject presented during the 1979 and
1980 sessions of the Committee on Disarmament, as well as any future reports on
the ftrilateral negotiations that may be submitted to the Committee .by the
parties concerned during the remainder of its 1981 session". S
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The Group of 21 firmly believes that the Committee on Disarmanent is entitled
to know without further delay the specific reasons that have so far prevented the
three nuclear weapon States, which have been carrying out among themselves separate
negotiations for the past four years, to heed the often repeated and pressing appeals
of the CGeneral Lsscmbly to the effect of expediting such negctiations "with a view to
bringing them to a positive conclusion as a matier of urgency" and to transmit the
results to the Committee on Disarmament.

Ais a further contribution to the work of the Cormittee on Disarmament cn a
Nuclear Test Ban, the Group of 21 would like to draw attention to specific questions
which have been addressed jointly or separately to the parties engaged in the irilateral
negotiations, in the course of both formal and informal meetings of the Committee .
during the first part of its 1981 session. The questions which are still awaiting
suitable response from the negotiating States, are of relevance to the concerns of
the international community, which has repeatedly deplored the continuance of the
testing of nuclear weapons and has called for the early conclusion of a Nuclear Test
Ban. Clarifications and further information have been requested from the States engaged
in trilateral negotiations, on the following key issues:

I - Conduct of Multilateral Negotiationss

1. What is the' role that the trilateral negotiators envisage for the Committee on
Disarmament to play in the multilateral negotiation of & treaty on the Nuclear Test
Ban, given the- consensus reached in paragraph 51 of the Final Document that the
trilateral negotiation should be concluded urgently and the result submitted to the
Committee on DisaYmament for full consideration by the multilateral negotiating body
with a view to the submlss1on of a draft treaty to the General Assembly at the earllest

possible date?

2. What are, in the view of the trilateral negotiators, the main obs¥acles to the
conclusion of the trilateral negotiations?

3. When do the:trilateral negotiators believe that their negotiations}will be resumed
and by what time are they likely to be concluded? '

IT - Scope

4. Do the trilateral negotiators consider the scope of the treaty under negotiation
broad enough to contribute effectively to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament?

5. Does the treaty under negotiation make provision for the promotiocn of the peaceful
applications of nuclear technology, especially in the developing countries?

6. What specific arrangements, if any, are envisaged to provide for the conduct of
PNE's under the treaty they are negotiating? Would the framework within which each
State Party could conduct PNE's under the future treaty be the subject of multilateral

negotiation?

7. Do the trilateral negotiators intend the treaty under negotiation among them fto

be an adequate basis for a truly comprehensive and universal ban on nuclear weapon
testing by all States in all environments for all time to come, which is the goal of

the international community as expressed in several Resolutions of .the General Assembly?



IIT -~ Verification of Compliance:

8. How would the trilateral negotiators reconcile the dual system of verification
measures that they are negotiating with the principle that a multilateral treaty
should create equal rights and obligations for all its Parties?

9. What are the "special concerns and circumstances" that make additional measures
of verification necessary?

10. Would the trilateral negotiators clarify as to what specific measures are
included under '"national technical means of verification"? Would the information
gathered by such means be available, without discrimination, to all States Parties
to the treaty?

IV —~ Other Clauses

11. The international community has repeatedly expressed its conviction that a treaty
on a Nuclear Test Ban must be of unlimited duration. Will the trilateral negotiators
conform with that conviction and, if that were not the case, clarify what is the
duration they have in mind?

12. Since it is highly desirable that the future treaty should attract universal
adherence, and should be based on the principle of equal rights for all its Parties,
what special reesons do the trilateral negotiators have to accord the permanent
members of the Security Council a virtual vetc over the amendment procedure to be
included in the treaty?
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STATEMENT OF A GROUP OF SOCIALIST COUNTRILS ON THU RUSULTS OF THE
FIRST PART OF THE 1981 SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT

This year the work of the Committee on Disarmement has been proceedingz in
a notable period. The 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
has been an event of historic dimensions. The Consress has put forward a broad
and multifaceted programme for the invigoration of the international situation
comprising a wide range of constructive ideas and initiatives very important for
the cause of peace. These new major ideas and initiatives are an orzanic
continuation and elaboration of the Programme of Psace moved by the 24th and
25th Congresses of the CPSU with regard to the most topical problems of the
contemporary international relations. The pride of place amonz them belongs to
the proposals aimed at bridling the arms race and at disarmament, that is the
proposals concerning the key problem of the present~day international life. These
initiatives are concrete and realistic and they cover the main aspects and
directions of the military detente.

The implementation of the programme advanced at the Congress would open up
the wvay for the solution of the most acute and long-ripe international issues, the
creation of a climate of mutual trust and peaceful co-operation among States for
the sake of peace and the security of.all peoples. All this wvould undoubtedly
contribute to the productive work of the Committee on Disarmament and would have
the most favourable impact on the settlement of the responsible and important
tasks facing it.

Congresses of the Communist Parties which have a great international import
have also taken place in Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia and the German Democratic Republic
The declsions adopted by all these cengresses just as the decisions of the
previously held congresses of other fraternal socialist States convincingly
demonstrate the unshakeable allegiance of the countries of the socialist community
to the lofty ideals of peace, detente and disarmecment. This foreign pelicy course
of the socialist countries is of a lon~-term nature and is not susceptible to
the nomentary trends.

Many of the disarmament proposals put forward at the consresses have the
most direct bearing on the activities of the Committec. In the course of the
scssion the delezations of the socialist countries have been drawing the attention
of the participants in the negotiations to the decisions of the conqgresses
pertaininy to the disarmament issues, have been explainin~ in detail their contents,
and have been stressine the importance of these decisions for the fulfilment of
the tagks facing the Committee. We note with satislaction that many delegations
in the Committee -- as a reflection of the mogt vivid resnonse in the world
produced by the work of the congresses -- have shown profound interest to their
materials.

It is undoubtedly a positive fact that this ycar the session of the Committee
has sotten under way and has been proceeding, on the vhole, in a businesslike and
constructive tonality. Attempts by certain delesotions to poison the atmosphere
of nerotiations, to introduce in the work of the Committee questions of no
relevance to its business have not yielded the desired results. It is essential to
preserve in future as well the businesslike trend in the work of the Committee
and the constructive tone of the discussions.

GE.81~61552
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Practically on all agenda items of the Committee *the socialist States
have submitted concrete and realistic proposals dictated by their genuine concern
for the advancement in the solution of the most important and long~ripe questions
of disarmament, To this end, the delegrtions of the socialist countries have
sought to assign the highest priority iw the work of the Committee primarily to
those questions which are of paramount importance for bridling the arms race,
deepening the relaxation of tensions, and relieving menkind from the threat of
a nuclear wazr.

Proceeding from the belief that the nuclear veapons constitute the gravest
peril to. the survival of humanity, the delegations of the socialist countries,
Just as at the previous sessions of the Committee, have consistently advocated the
consideration of the questions related to the oessatlon of the nuclear arms race
and to nuclear disarmement as o motier of highest priority. As early as in
February 1979 the socialist countries moved an inlulaulvp on that issue which
has gained a wide recognition. With a view to preparing negotiations on the
cessation of the nuclear arms race the socialist countries have proposed to hold
consultations within the framework of the Committee on Disarmament. They have
also supported the proposal to establish an ad hoc vorking sroup. The socialist
countries believe that it is necessary, first an?~?OerOSL, to determine a set of
questions to be examined and to resolve the questions connected with the
orzanizational aspect of the negotiations. The subject matter of the negotiations
must be, in the view of the socialist countries, the cessation of the production
or all types of nuclear weapons and the gradual reduotlon of their stockpiles
until they have been completely destroyed.

The socialist countries attach considerable importance to the conclusion of
of a treaty .on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests.
They are in favour of the Committee playins an active part in the solution of this
b&SK and they express themselves in support of the proposal on setting up within
the framework of the Committee an ad hoc working group on that issue on condition
of the participation in it of all the nuclear Powers.

The socialist countries continue to attach sreat sign.ficance to the
Ttrilateral negotiations on this issue. They %ake the view that the consideration
of the problem of the nuclear tests ban within the Committee must not complicate
the course of the negotiations. The lack of political will on the part of the
United States and Great Britain is the main reason wvhy the treaty has not yet
~been concluded.

Taking into account the importance and ur@enoy of the problem of the non-
stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States vhere there are no
such weapons at present, the socialist countries have moved a proposal to
establish an ad hoc group on this subject.

In the circumstances which have developed in the Committee when because of
the lack of consensus ad hoc working groups have not been established on the
first and second items of its agenda, the socialist countries, seeking to
initiate as early as possible businesslike negotiations on tnc substance of the
problems of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament as
well as on the complete and zeneral prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, have
supported the proposal on holding informal meetings of the Committee on Disarmement,
While not regarding the holdinz of such meetings as o substitube for the
establishment of corrésponding working groups, the co-authors of this Statement
share the opinion on the usefulness of such form of work in the Committee on
Tisarmemnent,
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The vivid exchange of views which has been held at the informal meetings
has ornice again demonstrated in a very convincing manner the interest shown by
the overwhelming majority of the delezations to ensurinz that the Committee on
Disarmament make its own concrete and weighty contribution to the attainment
of nuclear disarmament and the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests.

The socialist countries deem it imperative and advisable to zo on, at the
summer session of the Committee, with the consideration of gquestions related
to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and to nuclear disarmament, including
the question of the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States
vhere there are no such weapons at present as well as the issue of the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear weapons tests. A bhasis for such discussions
couvld be found in the considerations of a zroup of socialist countries
(document CD/162) as well as in the proposals by the Group of 21.

The socialist countries attach great importance to the prcblem of
strengthening the security suarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States.

The socialist countries believe that one of the most effective means of
strengthening the security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States would be the
conclusion of a relevant international convention. In viewv of the negative
position taken by certain States in this respect, however, and remaining at the
same time staunch advocates of the idea of an international convention, the
socialist countries have also expressed thelr willingness to consider another
possible alternative of solving the problem, provided thet a similar approach
would be followed by all nuclear-weapon States. In particular, they heve
"sugzested that all nuclear-weapon States make identical or similar in substance
solemn declarations concerning the non-use of nuclear veapons against non-nuclear-
weapon States which have no such weapons on their territories. Such declarations,
if they meet the abovementioned objective, could be backed up. by an authoritative
decision of the United Nations Security Council. '

The socialist countries have proposed that the work of the ad hoc working zroup
on security assurances be organized on a constructive and realistic basis and the
possibility of working out a common approach of the negotiating parties, including
all nuclear-wveapon States, be considered in practical terms. The debate held in
the ad hoc vorking group has contributed to clarifyinz further the positions of
States and has given rise to some interesting observations on the substance of
the security guarantees.

The delegations of the socialist countries continue to believe that the
problem of strengthening the security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States
retaing its importance in the agenda of the Committec on Disarmament and they are
deternined to spare no efforts in order to résolve effectively this high priority
tasl:.

An important direction in the work of the Committee, in the view of the
delegations of the socialist countries, has been and continues to be the prohibition
of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. This issue, like all
other items on the agenda of Tthe Committee should be discussed using the appropriate
orgenizational structures. We welcome the fact that the advantages of a
competent examination of this issue in a group of experts are becominsz ever more
obvious for many of the delegations in the Committee. The mandate of such a
group could be agreed upon at informal meetincs of the Committee on Disarmament
with the participation of experts during the summer part of the current session
as proposed by the delegsation of Hungary in its working paper CD/174.
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. Tri the opinion of the delegations of the socialisi countries, at the spring
part of the session of the Committee on Disarmement real opportunities have existed
for reaching agrecment a_tre: K onibition of radiological
veapons. Regrc*tably, one has to state that,'al*. ch tho ad hoc working group
on this issue has, indeed, succesded in brinzing somewvlia® closer the positions of
the negotiating parties, nevertheless agreement has not yet been reached on the
fundamental articles of a treaty. The delegations of the socialist countries
intend to continue to work perseveringly for the earliest achievement of a final
acreement on the .text of a treaty, the importance of the conclusion of which is
underlined both in the Final Document of the Special Session of the United Nations
General Assembly Devoted to Disarmement and in numerous resolutions adopted. by
the Thited Nations General Assembly.

The socialist countries resolutely condemn the revival of the plans for the
production and deployment of neutron weapons in Vestern Burope. The realization
of these plans would seriously exacerbate the danger of 2 nuclear war, and it is
not by accident that the broadest possible masses of the world's public are opposing
the neutron weapons., . '

Tt is demonstrative that the voices of protest against the plans for the
production and deployment of neutron weapons in Vest Furopean countries have been
raised within the walls of the Committee on Disarmament as well. All the above
stresses once again the urgency of the appeal to ban the neutron weapons at the
international scale on a contractual basis as it was made by the socialist countries
in ‘Morxrch 1978.

During the consideration of questions related to. the prohibiticn of chemical
weapons the socialist countries have directed their efforts to identifying such
approaches to the solution of this problem which would lead to a success. In
particular, they have expressed their view on the question of the prohibition under
the future convention in working papers tabled in the corresponding ad hoc
voriking group.

The socialist countries note with satisfaction the businesslike character of
the exemination of many aspects of the problem of the prohibition of chemical
veapons and of the identification of the more similar approaches to some of them.
Ve share the opinion of those delegations which hold the viey that the resumption
of the Soviet-fmerican talks on this subject would facilitate the earliest
elaboration of a convention bamning chemical weapons.

The socialist countries are fully determincd %o continue to act in the spirit
of “he resolution 35/144 B adopted by the thirty-fifth session of the United Nations
General Assembly which urged States to exert all efforts for the earliest
successful conclusion of the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons
and on their destruction.

The delegations of the socialist countries have actively participated in the
consideration of the question of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. They
wnﬁdmrﬂmtthsgm%gwmecm1mayanimmrMntywtinsﬁmﬂaﬁmg&smmamnt
negotiations. It is essential that in elaborating o comprehensive programme of
disarmament all States should strictly adhere to the provisions of the
Final Document of the first Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly
Devoted to Disarmament, the report of the United Nations Disarmement Commission and
the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmanent Decade.
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The programme will be viable if it has as its basis the principle of
wndiminished security of all parties. The group of the socialist countries
states its intention to continue its constructive co-operation with all members
of the Committee on Disarmament in the elaboration of this ‘document,

At the summer part of the Committee's session negotiations will have to be
continued on the items on its agenda. It will be an especially responsible
period due to the fact that the second special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament is scheduled to be held in 1982. It is
quite obvious that on the political will of the participants in the negotiations
and on their readiness to reach concrete agreements in the disarmament sphere
will depend the judgement passed on the Committee's activities at the
special session.

As for the socialist States,'they, being guided by the decisions of the
congresses of the Communist Parties and relevant decisions of the Political
Consultative Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty, will continue
to exert all efforts to contribute to the productive work of *“he Committee, to
the solution of the issues related to the curbing of *he arms race and to
disarmament, to the consolidation of peace and international security.
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CAITADA

A Concepiual Vorking Paper on Arms Control Verification
Produced by vhe Arms Control and Disarmament Division,
Department of Txternal Affairs and the Operational
Research and Analysis Dslablishment, Department of

Wational Defence, Ottawo 1/

The above-nmentioned concentual working peper was introduced in the Commitiee on
Disarmement ot its

128+th plencry meeting on 11 June 1981,

1/ A limited distribution of this document in Bnglich h

os been made to the
members of the Commiitee on Disarmcment. Additionzl copies are availoble from the
secretariat of the Commitiee.






COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMERNT cp/184
15 June 1981

Original: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 12 JUNE 1981 FROM THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF PAKISTAN

ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRMAN CF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT TRANSMITTING

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE TWELFTH ISLAMIC CONFERENCE OF FOREIGN MINISTERS
HELD IN BAGHDAD FROM 1 TO 6 JUNE 1981

I have the honour to enclose copies of resolutions adopted by the
Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers held in Baghdad on
1-6 June 1981 on "Strengthening the Security of Non-Nuclear States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons" and "the Establishment of Nuclear
Weapon Free Zones in Africa, the Middle East and South Asia'.

It is Tequested that the texts of the resolutions may kindly be circulated
as official documents of the Committee.

(Signed) Mansur Ahmad
Ambassador and
Permanent Representative

GE.81-61966
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Texts of the resolutions

1. Strengthening the security of non-nuclear States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

and

2. The Establishment of Nuclear Weapon Free Zones
in Africa, the Middle Bast and South Asia

adopted by

The Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers,
Baghdad, 1-6 June 1981
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Resolution No. 28/12-P

Strengthening the security of non-nuclear States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

Begins. The Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers, held in Baghdad,
Republic of Iraq, during the period 29 Rajab ~ 4 Sha,ban 1401 H, (corresponding
to 1-6 June 1981),

Deeply concerned at the continuing escalation of the arms race, in particular
the nuclear arms race, and the possibility of the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons,

Considering that, until nuclear disarmament is achieved on a universal basis,
it is imperative for the international community to develop effective measures to
ensure the security of non-nuclear States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons from any quarters,‘ : : '

Recognizing that effective measures to assure the non-nuclear States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons can constitute a positive contribution
to the prevention of the spread of nuclear weapons,

Recalling the resolutions of the Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers
regarding assurances from the nuclear powers to non—nuclear States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Further recalling that the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of
the United Nations General Assembly had called for the nuclear weapons States to
conclude urgently effective arrangements to assure non-nuclear States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Welcoming the in-~depth negofiafions initiated in the Committee on Disarmament
and its working group on the question of effective international arrangements to
assure the non-nuclear States against the use or threat of wse of nuclear weapons,

Noting that the Thirty-fifth Session of the United Naticns General Assembly
has recommended that the Committee on Disarmament should actively continue
negotiations with a view to reaching agreement and concluding effective
international arrangements during its next sesgsion 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,

1. Notes with satisfaction +hat in the Committee on Disarmament there is
no objection in principle, to the idea of an international convention to assure
non-nuclear States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, although
there has been lack of progress in the Committee towards evolving a common approach
acceptable to all,

2. Requests the members of the Commitiee on Disarmement to reach an urgent
agreement on an international convention to assure non-nuclear States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
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3. Recommends that the Islamic countries.should continue to co-operate in
the Committee on Disarmament, the United Nations General Assembly and other
relevant intermational forums with a view to. promoting the sbove-mentioned
objective aimed av strengthenlng the securlty of non-nuclear States against the
use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons,

4. Reguests the Secretary-General of the Islamic Conference, pursuant
to the United Nations General Assembly Resolution 35/36 to closely follow up
new developments in this respect and to report thereon to the 13th Islamic
Conference of Foreign Ministers.

Ends.
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Resolution No., 29/12-P

The Establishment of Nuclear Weapon Free Zones in
Africa, the Middle Fast and South Asia

The Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers, held in Baghdad,
Republic of Iraq, during the period 29 Rajab to 4 Sha,ban 1401 H, (correspondlng
to 1-6 June 1981).

Recoggiziﬁg that the establishment of nuclear weapon free zones in various
regions of the world is one of the objectives of non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons and general and complete disarmament,

Convinced that the establishment of such nuclear weapon free zones in various
regions will strengthen the security of States of the regions against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Recalling that the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the
General Assembly recommended the creation of such nuclear weapon free zones in
various parts of the world, including Africa, the Middle East and Socuth Asia,

Further recalling the resolutions of the previous sessions of the
Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers regarding the establishment of nuclear
weapon free zones in Africa, the Middle East and South Asia,

Taking account of Resolutions Nos. 35/146-B, 35/147 and 35/148 adopted
at the last session of the United Nations General Assembly on the establishment
of nuclear weapon free zones in Africa, the Middle East and South Asia,

Further taking into account Thirty-fifth United Nations General Assembly
Resolutions Nos. 35/157 and 55/146-A dealing respectively with Israeli nuclear
armament and the nuclear capability of South Africa,

Noting the declarations issued at thc highest level by lovernment of
South Asian States reaffirming their undertaking not to acquire or manufacture
nuclear weapons and to devote their muclear programmes exclusively to the economic
and social advancement of their peoples,

Bearing in mind the declaration of the denuclearizetion of Africa adopted by
the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the Organization of African Unity
at its first ordinary session, held at Cairo from 17 to 21 July 1964,

Deeply concerned at the attempts and designs of South Africa and Israel to
acquire mnuclear weapons,

Noting the opposition of these two racialist entities to the creation of
nuclear weapon free zones in their regions,

1. Calls upon all States to respond positively to the proposals for the
establishment of nuclear weapon free zones in the regions of Africa, the Middle East
and South Asia,

2. Vigorously condemns the development of nuclear weapon capability on the
part of Israel and South Africa,
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3. Condemns any collaboration with the régimes of South Africa and Israel
which enables them to develop nuclear weapons and frustrates the objectives of
creating nuclear weapon free zones,

4. Reaffirms the determination of the Islamic States to take measures to
prevent nuclear proliferation on a non~-discriminatory and universal basis,

5. Requests all Islamic States to continue to co-operate at the
United Nations and in other relevant international forums to jointly promote the
goals of the establishment of nuclear weapon free zones in Africa, the Middle East
and South Asia,

6. Requests the Secretary-General of the Organization of the Islamic Conference,
in pursuance of the United Nations General Assembly Resolution No. 55/36 to closely
follow the developments in this regard and report thereon to the thirteenth Ielamic
Conference of Foreign Ministers.
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NIGLISH
Oviginals SPANISH

LETTEDR DATED 9 JUITE 1961 FRCN THD PEIIIAIENT REPISSENTATIVD

QF SPATIN “DDRESJZD TO TIE CHATDIIAN OF TIE CUMITTEE OIf

DISARMAIEEIT COMCERWING TiIE DECISICN TAKEY BY THE COMIITIEE
AT TIPS 104%h PLENARY IEEETING OF 10 FEBRUARY 1981

Vith reference to my letter dated 1 April 1981 (CD/175), I am pleased to
inform you that Mr. Ignacio Ferrer will attena, ac an expert, the meetings of

the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapens, %o be held in the swmer, as
soon as a decision on this matter is taken by the Plenary Committec.

With regard to the Yorking Group on negative scecurity assurances for
non~nuclear-weapon States, to vhich Spain has been invited by the
Committee on Disarmement (letter deted 3 April), I om pleased to inform you
that Mrs. Marfa Rosa Boceta, Counsellor at this Permanent Mission, vill attend

its meetings.

[Signed]l Enrique Dominguez Passier
Ambassador
Permanent Representative

GE.81-62022
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1 July 1981
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Programme of Work of the Committee on Disarmament
for the second part of its 1981 session
(Adopted at the 129th plenary meeting on 16 June 1981)

In compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the Committee on Disarmsment
adopts the following progrsmme of work for the second part of its 1981 session:

11-19 June: Statements in the plenary meetingé. Considerstion of the progremme
’ of work for the second psrt of the 1931 session, es well as of the
establishment of sdditional subsidisry bodies and questions relating
to the orgenizstion of work. l/
22-26 June: Nuclear test ban.

29 June-3 July: Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmement.

6-10 July: New types of weapons of mass destruction end new systems of such
weapons; radiological weapons.

13=-17 Julys Chemical weapons.
20-24 July: Comprehensive programme of disarmsment.
27=31 Julys Effective international arrangements to zssure non-nuclear-wespon

States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weanons.

5=7 August: Further consideration of 2gends items and outstanding questions
relating to the orgsnization of work. l/

10... August: Consideration of the reports of subsidiary bodies.

Consideratinn and adoption of the annual report =nd any other
report as sppropriste to the Genersl Assembly of the United Nations. g/

*/ Reissued for technical ressons.
1/ These questions ere spelt out in the statement of the Cheirman.

g/ The annuel report of the Committee will, inter nlia, deal with the question
of the consideration of the modslities of the review of the membership of the
Committee.

GE.81-62301
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_ The 2d_hoc working groups elready csteblished by the Committee shall continuc to
hold st least one meeting per week, storting on 16 June, as follows:

- Effective internstional arrangements to assure non-nuclear-veavon States
against the use or threst of use nf nuclear weapons on Tuesday sfternnonsg;

— Chemical wempons on Wednesday afternoons;

~ Comprehensive prigramme of disermament on Thursdey afternnons;

- Radiolngicel Wespons on Friday mornings.

Addition=l meetings'of the 2d_hoc working groups msy be convened'weekly aftér
consultations between the Cheirman of the Committee 2nd the Chairmen of the 2d hoc

working groups according tn the circumstsences snd needs of the various groups.

The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider Internatinnal 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 Prncedure.
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17 June 1961
Original: BYGLISH

vatement by the Group of 21 on the Israeli air attock
againgt a nuclear facility on 7 June 1981

1. The members of the Group of 21 have consistently upheld the principles of

the United Nations Charter regerding sirict respect for the territorial integrity,
sovereignty and political independence of States and non-use of force or threav

of force in international relations. The members of the group heve alvays opposed
and continue to oppose all acts of agrression and violation of these principles.

2. Therefore, the Group of 21 condemns the blatant aggression committed by Israel
against the peaceful nuclear facilities in the vicinity of Baghdad on 7 June 18681,
It considers that this unprecedented attack, and the untenable reasoning used to
justify it, are malters of special concern to the Committee on Disarmament.

This action by Israel furthermore comtravenes the provisions of paragraphs 65 to T1
of the Final Document of the first special session of the United Netions

General Assembly devoted to disarmement relating to nuclear non-proliferation and
the development of nuclear technology for peaceful purposes. It also poses &
challenge to the sovereign and inalienable right of every State to acquire and develop
nuclear technology for peaceful purposes.

3. This attack ig all the more wnverranted as the developing, non-aligned and
neutral countries are strongly opposed to nucleer weapons and have been in the
vanguard of efforts for nuclear disarmament. The Group of 21 rejects the
assertions that have sought to poritray the development of peaceful nuclear energy
programmes in developing countries as an inevitable threat of horizontal nuclear
weapons proliferation. :

4. The Group of 21 is convinced that the international community should condemn
this aggression and take all ‘the necessory measures to ensure against the repetition
of such an aggression by Isroel o sny other State. It urges the Commitiee on
Disarmament to reaffirm the international principle prohibiting .an attack against
the peaceful nuclear facilities of a State under any circumstances. The Group
recommends that the Committee take appropriate steps vhich would contribute to
reversing the adverse implications of ithis action.

GE.81-62036
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1I5XICO

Workine paper on item 2 of ihe agends of the Committee on Discrnement for 1931
cnbtitled '"Cessation ol the nuclear sims race and nuclear disarmamenc

4

In February 1901, at lhe rccuest of the Llexicen delegation, the sccretariat
of the Commictee on Disamicment circulated worlking paper CD/143, dated
11 Pebruary 1981, wvhich reproduced the declaration approved by the
Independent Commission on Discrmoment and Security Issues presided over by
Mr. Olof Pzlme, former Prime lMinister of Siuweden, at the conclusion of ite
third session held in Vienna frowr 6 to 8 Februory 1931. Details of the
membership of the Comuiission vere given in an amnex to the working paper.

In the introduction to the working paper, the llexican delegation explained
the reasons which had led i% to make that request and vhich amounted, in sum, %o
its conviction that it is extremely desirable that the Comaittee on Disarmement
cshould at all times be kept duly informed of any events of any significance uhich
may occur at the international level in meitters relating to the cessation of the
muclear arms race and nuclear disarmament in vieu of the foct that that item
occupies no less than second place on the agenda of this "sinpgle multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum'.

It is for these same recsons that the delepction of llexico has requested the
circulation of the precsent working paper vhich reproduces the tuo declarations
approved by the sbhove-mentioned Commigsion at its fourth and fifth gessions
concerning, reaspectively, the urpont necd for the resumption of negotiations on
so-called "theatre muclear veaspons! or nedium-ronge nuclear veapons, and the Treaty
concluded betuecn the Uniled Silctes of America and the Union of Sovict Socialist
Republics on 26 liay 1972, during the {irst stage of the SALT telks, bearinz the

title "Treaty on the Limitation of Anti~Ballistic llissile Systemct.

GE.01-62042
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1. DECIARATION APPROVCD TY THE INDEPCNDENT COAT1ISSION ON
DISARIAIICNT AITD SECURITY ISSUEZS AT THC CONCLUSION OF
ITS FOURTH SESSION HOLD TOT GOUSVA
FROI 24 TO 25 APRIL 1901

IMembers of the Independent Commigssion on Disarmament and Security Issues,
meeting in Genevs from 2/4-26 April, express serious concern about the present
state of affairs in the field of arms control and disarmement,

The Commission considers thet along with resumption of the SALT process, the
most important etep to arresl the present adversc trend, tould te negotiations on
the limitation of theatre nuclecr forces and calls on the United States and the
Soviet Union to s tart svch negctiations without sny loss of time.

At the meeting, the Commission ooncluéed that failure to begin talks and make
progress goon tovards the control and reduction of these weapong would result in
aggravating the present dangerous situation in Durope, uith repercussions for the
rest of the world.

The Commission carefully assessed the inherent complexities and difficulties
relating to the talks. The Cormission, hovever, believe that both sides should
show flexibility during the talks in relation to preparation for deployment of the
missiles, actual deployment of the missiles and possible reductions in missiles.

t urges that each side should give serious consideration to proposals of the other
that have been or will be put forward.

The Commission believes that the tallts could promise success if based on the
following principles:

(i) The talks should be resumed without pre-conditions on either side.

(ii) Although the strategic arms limitation talks and negotiations on theatre
nuclear weapons are closely interconnected, the sides should be prepared
to start negoliations on theatre nuclecar forces nou.

(iii) Both sides should strive to create a positive atmoephere in this field %o
help the conduct of the negotiations.

(iv) The sides should strive for agreements that would linit, reduce, or end
present and prospective deployment of theatre nuclear gystems.

(v) The sides along wvith their respective allics should proceed with a sense

of urgency consistent vith the standord of ecuality and ecual security.
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2. DECLARATION APPROVED BY THD INDEPLIDENT CCLIISSION ON
DISAMIAIIDNT AKND SECURITY ISSUZS AT THD CONCLUSION OF
ITS I'IFTH SLSSION HELD IN IOSCOW
FRA. 12 TO 14 JUNS 19501

The Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues, mecting in
toscow on 12-14 June, realfirming its serious concern about the present state of
affairs in the field of arms control and disarmament, urges that the Soviet Union
and the United States should maintain the Soviet-American Treaty of 1972 on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Ilissile Systemc.

The Commission felt that the ABI Treaty is not only a vital part of the SALT
process, but a prerequisite for its continuaetion and for stabilizing nuclear arms
relationships. The ADII Treaty provides the foundation of strategic stability
necessaxry for the continuation of SALT in such a nanner that substantial reductions
and important qualitative limitations of nuclear weapons may be achieved.

The Commission noted that thore is increasing interesi in ballistic misgile
defenses. The main reason for this is that confidence in the survivability of
land-based missiles has decrcased because of greater numbers of accurate missile
varheads. As a result, steps are undervuay to modernize or provide creater security
for the land-based miggiles of both parties.

The Commission concluded that attemnts to ensure the survivability of ICBIi's
by building systems for ballistic missile defense uould recuire abrogation or major
modification of the ABH Treaty, while likely to offer only marginal bencfit in
protecting land-based missiles. If deployed by one party, it would be matched by
the other party, and would e both costly and destabilizing. The Commission therefore
believes that a negotiated scttlement reducing substantially the levels of
strategic forces would be 2o nuch more offective way of promoting peace and
stability.

The Commission also noted that with the increasing numbers and sophistication
of offensive arms, there is still no technology in sight capable of providing an
effective ABM system for the defense of cities and populations against a massive
attack.

The Commission believes, therefore, that the United States and the Soviet Union

should continue to preserve the letter and spirii of ihis most important document.



The Commission also reviewad technological developments in the field of
verification which could meke it possible to negotiate far-reaching limitations
on the number and characteristics of weapon systems. Particular attention was
paid to hew compliance witi: limitations on strategic arms would be verified, and
to the main reasons which have been more frequently advanced as an explanation of
the delay in concluding a Comprchensive Tes® Bon (CTB), which has been under
consideration in the United Wations for a wuariter of a century. Satellite-based
photo-reconnaissance systems, radar devices, and seismic stations were among the
technologies which were discussed,

The Commission concluded that although no verification system is totally
foolproof or immune to charges of cheating, the treaties and agreements relating
to strategic arms are adequately verifiable. Co-operative measures and mechanisms
for consultation such as are provided in the ABII Treaty and other treaties will

further enhance confidence that agreements are being observed.
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LETTER DATED 22 JUNE 1981 ADURESSED TC THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON

DISARMAMENT FROM THE PERM.ANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF MONGOLIA TRANSMITTING

AN EXTRACT FROM THE REPORT OF THE GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE MONGCLIAN

PROPLE 'S REVOLUTIONARY PARTY, PRESIUENT OF THE PRESIDIUM OF THE CREAT

PEOPLE'S KHURAL, MONGOLIAN PEOPLL'S REPUBLIC COMRADE YU.TSEUENBLL TC THE
XVIIT CONGLRESS OF THE MONGOLIAN PEOPLE'S REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

I have the honour to send you herewith the enclosed extract from the report
of the General Secretary of the Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party.
President of the Presidium of the Great People's Khural, Mongolian People's
Republic comrade Yu.Tsedenbal to the XVIIT Congress of the Mongolian People’s

Revolutionary Party.

I would request you kindly to circulete it, in accordance with the rules of
procedure of the Committee on Disarmament, as an official document to the members

of the Committee.

(Signed) DUGERSURENGIIN ERCEMBILEG

Ambassador, Permanent Representative

GE.81-62147
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EXTR4CT FROM REPORT OF CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF MPRP

‘DELIVERED BY YU,TSEDENBAL, GENERAL SECRETLRY OF

CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF MONGOLIAN PEOPLE'S
REVOLUTTON..RY PARTY

THE ACTIVITY OF THE MPEP IN THE FIELD OF FOREIGN POLICY AND THE FURTHER TASKS

In close co~cperation with the Soviet Union and other socialist countries,
the Mongolian People's Republic will:

- actively and consistently pursue the policy of consclidating detente and
improving the international situations

- promote in every way the implementation of the peace initiatives advanced
by the XXVI Congress of the Congress of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union as a follow-up to the Peace Programme;

- support the efforts of peace-loving States to curb the arms race and adopt
effective measures in the field of military detente and disarmament;

- contribute within the framework of the United Nations and other
international organizations to efforts aimed at finding constructive
solutions to the pressing problems of today;-

~ contribute in every way to strengthening peace and security in Asia through
Joint efforts of Asian States;

- work for a further expansion of the political dialogue and the equal
co-operation in various fields with the countries of Asia.

The Mongolian People's Republic is coming forward with the proposal to draft
and sign a convention on mutual non-aggression end non-use of force in relations among
the countries of Asia and the Pacific Ocean. For this purpose, a conference of
countries of the region could be called, and all permanent members of the
UN Security Council could be invited to it.
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LETTER DATED 22 JUME 1931 ADDRESSED TC THE CHAIRMAN OF THB
CAMIITTEE OF DISARMAMENT FRAT THE DEPUTY FERIIANEUT REPRESENTATIVE,
CHARGE D'AFTAIRES a.i. OF AUSTRIA COICELRIITNG THE DECISION TAXKEGH
BY THE COIMITTEE AT ITS 113TH PLEMARY MEETIIG O 10 HARCI 1981

With reference to the decision of the Committee on Disarmament adopted at its
115th plenary meeting and concerning the participation of the representative of
Lustria in the meetings of certain ad hoc vorlzing groups, I have the honour to
submit the following requeste

The Austrian Govermment would be grateful if its representotive were also
invited to participate in the worlk of the ad hoc Working Group on Radiological Veapons.

(signed) Winfried IANG
Deputy Permanent Representative
Chargé d'affaires a.i.

GE.81-62160
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IETTER DATED 30 JUNE 1981 ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRIAN

OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT FROM THE REPRESENTATIVE

CF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TRANSMITTING

THE APPEAL OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE UNION OF

SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS TO THE PARLIAIENTS AND
PEOPIES OF THE WORLD

I have the honour to forwvard to you the appeal of the Supreme Soviet of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the parliaments and peoples of the world.

I reduest that it be distributed as an official document of the
Committee on Disarmament.

GE.81-62237

(Signed) V. ISSRAELYAN
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OF TR SUrwils SOy TOF Ji SOYTET SCCTLALISYT REPUBLICS.
TO T PATTILN “‘ PTiES CF TEE VORTD

The Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, disturbed by
the increasing military danger and the unprecedented scope of the arms race, appeals
to the parliaments and peoples of the world.

The Supreme Soviet of the USSR issues this appesal on the 40th anniversary of
the attack by Wazi fascism on our homeland. The Soviet people bow their heads to
the glorious memory of 20 million of their fellow countrymen who fell during the
war. The Second World War inflicted incalculable disasters and sufferings on all
mankind. We deeply revere the memory of all those who sacrificed their lives in
the struggle against aggression for the sake of peace on earth.

History has taught a stern lesson. The peoples have paid far too high a price
for the failure to prevent war, to avert in time the threat hanging over the world.
& repetition of the tragedy must not beAallowed. Everything must- and can be done
to prevent another world war.: L - S

The planet is alréadygmore than saturated with weapons of mass annihilation.
Butv still these weapons are being accumulated, and new vweapons are being developed
that are ever more sophisticated and destructive. Launching pads are being prepared
for hundreds more nuclear missiles in western Europe. People are being conditioned
to the criminal ideca of the permissibility of the use of nuclear veapons.

Political tension is being aggravated. Once again the stakes are being placed
on thé attainment of military superiority; the language of threats is being
resorted to. Pretexts for interference in the affairs of other countries and
peoples are being openly advanced. fnd all this is being done under cover of a
gross fabrication about a "Soviet military threat". :

The Supreme Soviet of the USSR solemnly declares that the Soviet Union is not
threatening anyone, is not seeking confrontation with any State in the West or in
the Bast, The Soviet Union has not striven and is not striving to secure military
superiority. It has not been and will not be the initiator of new spirals in the
armaments race. There is no type of weapon it would not agree to limit, to ban, on
a reciprocal basis, by agrcement with other States.

The safeguarding of peace has been, is and will remain the supreme aim of the
foreign policy of the Soviet Union. This is the goal of the peace programme for the
1980s adopted by the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. It
includes measures for the reduction both of nuclear and of conventional weapons; it
contains proposals for the settlement of existing conflicts and crisis situations
and the prevention of new ones; it is permeated with the desire to deepen détente
and develop peaceful co-operation between countries on all continents. It expresses
the readiness of the Soviet Union to engage in negotiations on all urgent issues
affecting peace and security, its readiness to give careful consideration to any
constructive ideas put forward by other States.
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In our nuclear age, dialoguc and negotiations are nceded equally by all, just
as all need peace, security and confidence in the fuiture. There is now no other
sane method of solving disputed problems, no matter how acute and complex they are,
than by negotiations. Not a single cpportunity must be missed. Time will not wait.

VWith each day lost for negotiations, the risk of nuclear conflict grows greater.
The solution of urgent problems confronting each people and all peoples is being
shelved. Time will not wait!

At the present time, all those who through their actions encourage the arms
race and the further stockpiling in the world of the means for the mass anmihilation
of people, who advocate the use of force in the solution of disputed issues between
States, or vho merely close their eyes to the dangers threatening the world today,
are in fact pushing mankind tovards the abyss.

The Supreme Soviet of the USSR addresses itself to the legislative bodies of all
countries with an appeal %o speak out vigorously in favour of negotiations which
vould make a new round in the nuclear arms race impossible - honest and equal
negotiations wvithout any preliminary conditions or attempts at diktat.

The Supreme Soviet of the USSR earnestly hopes that its appeal vill be considered
with all the attention merited by this most important, most pressing issue of our
time. It is convinced that parliaments have the necessary prerogatives and authority
o be able to press effectively for a curbing of the arms race and for disarmament
through negotiations. For its part, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR will continue
to make its contribution to the creation of an atmosphere conducive to the achievement
of positive results through negotiations.,

Peace is the common possession of mankind, and in our time also the paramount

condition for man's existence. It is only through joint efforts that it can and must
be maintained and reliably safeguarded.

SUPREME SOVIET
COF THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

The Kremlin,
Moscow,
23 June 1981.
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STATEMENT OF THE GROUP OF 21

(Item 1t Ruclear Test Ban)

The Group of 21 deeply regrets that its proposal on the establishment of
an ad hoo working group of the Committee on Disarmament on item 1 of the
agenda, first formilated specifically in document CD/72,dated 4 March 1980,
and reiterated most recemtly in document CD/181, dated 24 April 1981, has not
yet boen ¢the subject of a decisicn, despite the urgency of the issue and the
consistent interest and effort of the Group.

The Group of 21 firmly believes that ths general aspects of the question
of the Nuclear Test Ban, as well as technical issues related thereto, have

deen udnustivcl: and thnroughly discuseed apd studied. The results of such
discussions a.nd studies, together with the many Cenersl Ascembly resolutiecms
dealing with the matter, clearly indicate that the comanecsment ef mmltilatexrsl
negotiiti_m in the Comittee om Disarmsment on this priority item are long
overdue. The Committee on Disarnement, the sole multilateral negotiating body
on questions of disarmament, is the appropriate forum for such negotiations.

Accordingly, the Group of 21 requests that the proposal contained in
document CD/181, which includes the establishment of an ad hoc working group
on item 1 of the agenda and the formulation of its mandate, be taken up by
the Committee at its next official meeting for a decisiom,

If, contrary to what could reascnably be expected, it were not p~ssible
to reach a poaitive decision, the Group believes that it would be necessary
to exanmine what further steps should be taken by the Committee t9 emsuxe that
its Rules of Procedure are not used in such 2 way as to prevent the Committee
from taking procedural decisions emabling it to conduct negotiations on the
items included on its ammual agenda,

The Group of 21 expects further that the parties to the trilateral
negotiations should give careful consideration and provide, jointly or
individually, an adequate response to the questions submitted in document CD/181
vhich raise pome isgues of deep concern and legitimate interest to the world
commumnity.
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GERM/AN DEMOCRATIC BEPUbLIC

Considerations on the further proceeding of the Committee on Disarmament
concerning item 2 of its sgence

1. The German Democractic Republic and the cther scdeialist. countries have ccnsistent
advocated the consideration of the questions related to the cessation of the nuclear
armg race and So nuclear disarmament s o matter of highest priority for the
Committee on Disarmsment. As early as in February 1979 they proposed in

document CDy ‘4 to start negotiations on ending the production of nuclear weapons

and destroylng them.. To orderly prepare those negotiations they- favoured the
holding of consultations within the framework of the Committee on Disarmament. They
also supported the proposal to set up an gg;ggg working group on the cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nucleayr disarmament. Vhen during the first part . of this
session; due to thie position of scme nuclear-weapon States, it was not possible to
reach consensus on the establishment of such an ad hoc working group, the

socialist countries favoured the holding of informel meetings on prerequisites for
negotiations'on nuclear disaxmement as well as on doctrines of deterrence and other
theories concerning nuclear weapons. The exchange of views at these meetings
contributed to the clarification of some basic questions concerning the nuclear

arms race and negotiations on nuclear disarmament. The close relationship between
the doctrine of deterrence and other theories justifying any use of nuclear weapons
on the one hand, and the intensification of the nuclear amms race on the other,

was revealed., It was stressed that international peace and security would be
decisively enhanced by the cessation of the nuclear amms roce and nuclearx
disarmement. Many a delegation deemed the time ripe for. starting corresponding
negotiations. '

On the other hend, idwaos not possible to qcnleVe & consensus on the commencement
of substantive negotlmtlonsa ‘Wo common position on the prerequisites of such
negotistions could be agreed upon.

In order not to lose the momentum created by the useful exchenge of views in
the informal meetings mentioned above all p0081b111u1es 0f the CD should be
appropriately used.

Heving this in mind the delegation of the German Democratic Republic on

2 July 1981 proposed thet the Chairman of the CD hold consultetions on the further
proccedlnv of this Committee concerning item 2. Those consultations should in
particular be held with the delegations of the nuclear-weapon States, individually
or together. In this connection those nuclear-weapon States rejecting the creation
of an 2d hoc working group on item 2 could ceome out with proposals they deem
essential to further the work of the CD in the field of the cessation of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmoment. After thesce consultations the Chairman could
report its conclusions to the Committee to allow a formal decision on its further
proceeding.,

GE.81-62780
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2. lig far as the form of this follow-up procceding is concermed the

Germen Democratic Republic holds a flexible epproach, It is of decisive importance
that the Committec can live up to its task snd prepare genuine negotictions on
item 2 of its agenda., This could be don:: in the framework of an ad hoc ,
working group, a contact group, structurzd informel meetings or in other forms.

Eal

In a corresponding forum the following questions could be tokenm to:

(z) Determination of & set of guegtions to be considered ot the negotiations

- How could the problems connccted with the cessation of the mucleor orms race
be solved?

- Waet could he the concrete approach to the implementation of the s
fudit oy

tages of
ges C
nuclear disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the

first Special Session on Disarmament?

- Which would he the responsibilities of the nuclear-weapon.States and the
non-nuclear-weapon States? t

- How should the principle of undiminished security find its application?

- Which parellel steps: are necessary to strengthen the intermational political
-end:legal: guzrantees of States? ' '

(b) Orgenizational aspect of the negcotiations
-~ Which States should takepart in the negotiations?
- Which could be the role of .the Committee on Disarmament?

- What should be the relationship to other negotiations dealing with questions
of the cesscticn of the nuclear ~rms racé and muclear Jdisarmament?

The delegation of the German Demccratic Republic is aware that this by no means
presents an exhaustive list of problems to be considered within the framework of
the preparation of negotiations on item 2. What is most urgent now is to start the
substantive work in this regard.. Fiist steps in this divection would be a valusble
convribution tc the prepearction of the Second Special Session of the
United Nations General iAssembly devoted to disermenent.
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Statement
of a Group of socialist countries concerning a nuclear test ban

The Group of socialist countries in the Committee on Disarmament attaches
extraordinary importance to the topical problem of the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests.

Advocating an early and positive solution of this problem, the socialist
countries are‘convinced that the conclusion of a treaty on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests would have great importance for
improving the international climate, creating favourable conditions for curbing
the arms race, especially in the nuclear field, and would promote the
strengthening of the non-proliferation régime. 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.

Therefore the socialist countriés‘request that the Committce on Disarmament
play an active role in the solution of the task of a complete and general :
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. They favour the establishment of an ad hoc
working group in the framework of the Committee on this question under the
condition that all nuclear-weapon States will take part in it. Such a group
should consider the problem of nuclear-weapon tests in all its aspects with a
view to rapidly concluding a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests with the participation of .all nucléar-weapon States which
should assume corresponding obligations under &uch a trdaty.

Now as before the socialist countries attach greet sigmificance to the
trilateral negotiations between the Soviet Union, the United States of America and
the United Kingdom on the complete and general prohibition «f nuclear-weapon
tests. Being interested in the achievement of a constructive agreement in this
regard, the socialist countries appeal to the participants in these negotiations
to immediately resume them and to bring them to a soon and successful conclusion.

The socialist States recommend that the tripartite negotiators jointly
elaborate answers to the questions raised by the Group of 21 in document CD/181.
Furthermore, they expect that those two nuclear-weapon States which do not take
part in the above negotiations determine more clearly their attitudes to the
creation of an ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban and express their
readiness to take part in the preparation of a treaty on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and to take over corresponding obligations
under that treaty.

The group of socialist countries expresses its readiness to exert all efforts
to achieve an early and successful solution of the problem of the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests.

GE.81-62953
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YUGOSLAVIA

Working Paper

INCAPACITATING AGENTS

(Scme aspects of definition, clagsification and
toxicological characteristics)

According to the general purpose criterion, incapacitating agents, owing to
their physical, chemical and other characteristics, canbe used for both military
and non-military purposes (better known as a part of dual-purpose agents). According
to the degree of toxicity, these compounds should be classified as non-lethal or
other harmful chemicals (USSR-USA Joint Report, C€D/112, 7 July 1980).

The need 1o establish the toxicity (not only the lethality) criteria as part
of the definition of scope for a chemical weapons convention has been generally
agreed in the Committee on Disarmament. For these reasons, the classification of
incapacitating agents can be made on the basis of the toxicological manifestations
(symptoms) or on the basis of the time of their onset and the duration and
disappearance of symptoms after exposure to these substances (Table 1). For the
purpose of the future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, it seems
more acceptable to us to classify incapacitating agents according to the duration
of toxic effects into two main categories:

~ Short-term incapacitants
- Long-term incapacitants

In the military sense, both categories could be defined as chemical agents
which impair the subjects!' ability to carry out duties, but the use of whioh does
not incur serious risk or death or permanent injury. Therefore, incapacitating
agents produce in normel (healthy) people a temporary, reversible disability with
few, if any, permanent effects. However, in young children, old people and those
with impaired health, the effect may sometimes be aggravated. They are called
incapacitating agents because the ratio between the lethal and incapacitating doses
is very high.

SHORT-TERM INCAPACITANTS

. Short-term incapacitants may be defined as chemical compounds that are capable
of rapidly causing a temporary disablement that lasts a little longer than the
period of exposure. They have also been called "harassing agents'", "riot agents",;
etc. They are unlikely to kill or produce long lasting injury, except when used
in doses (concentrations) much higher than those necessary to produce disablement.
Short-term incapacitants have been extensively employed in wars and by police
forces (about 15 sensory irritants have been used at various times in different

GE.81-63098
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parts of the world). They are peripheral sensory irritant materials which interact,
at “he-site of action (contamination), with sensory receptors in the skin and
mucosae, causing local uncomfortable sensation with related reflex effects (Table 2).
The uncomfortable sensalion and reflex effects hinder the performence of co-ordinated
activities and ihis forms the basis for the shorl-term inczpacitating or harassing
properties of thesc chemicel substanczs. We would 1like to underline that what is
characteristic of these substanceg is the prompt onset of effect upon exposure and
v raplid dicappearance of signg and symptoms after the period of exposure.

On the basis of exposure to aerosols or smokes, sensory irritants have been
broadly classified into those for which the principsl site of action is the upper
rezpiratory tract ("sternutators"), and those havingtheir main effect on the eye
("Lachrymators" or, euphemistically, "tear gases").

The most important members of this group are:

- O-chlorobenzylidenemalononitrile (CS) ("Irritant agent")

~ Dibenzoxazepine (CR) ("Irritant agent")
- Chloracetophenone (CN) ("Tear gas")
- Dipnenylaminochlorarsine (DM) ("Sickening agent", "Vomiting agent').

'On the basis of the onset of symptoms (several minutes after exposure) and
very time (several hours), DM is unsuitable as a short-term incapacitating

LMG-TERM INCAPACTTANTS

Long~term incapacitants may be defined as chemical compounds, whose application
causes temporary illness or induces temporary mental or physical disability, the
~flect of which may be delayed in onset and vhose duration greatly exceeds the
syposure period. These incapacitating agents could be clasczified as physical
Jncenacitents or mentsl irceapiacitantsg, according to whether they act predominantly
on the phgrsé_pal or mental activities of the subject..

Prnysical incapaciianis

The effects of physicel incapacitants - that is to say, sgents which do not
aepend Tor their incapacitating effects solely upon action on the central mervous
Lrst@m, or on military performance — are more predictable than those with.dominant

tion on the centrel nervous system ("psychochemicals", "mental incapacitating
vvﬂnts") On the other hand, physical incapacitants, i.e. agents which disrupt
the basic life-sustaining oystem of the body and thus prevent the execution of
physical activity (lower blood pressure, paralysis of gkeletal muscles, respiratory
derxagsion, etc.) almost invariably have a low margin of safety between the effective’
-_1oapaoltat1ng) and possible lethal doses and thus do not fulfil the basic purpose
of an incapacitating agent which is to reduce military. effsctiveness. without ;
cnCanpering life,

Possible mechanisms of physical incapacitation are maeny,. but the mentionéd
cratzrion of low margin of safety means that no practical physical incapacitani
~o krown at present, although the vomiting agent DM is described as a physical
incapacitant.
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Mental incapacitants

There are many chemical substances which act upon the central nervous system
to produce incapacitation. Few of these are sufficiently potent and "safe", or
possess the necessary chemical and physical properties to make them potential
chemical agents.. An example of this type of agent is the BZ-compound whose .
application produces severe mental disturbences. In minute doses it will merely
give changes in mood, varying from an apparent drunken happiness to deepest despair.
In larger doses, it produces severe hallucinations and one nc longer knows who they
are or what they are doing. The military effect, therefore, varies from disturbance
of morale to a complete breakdown of militery discipline, resulting in the inability
to appreciate and carry out orders. The onset of symptoms may be delayed from one
to seversl hours while the duration of effects from a few hours to geveral days.
During this phase, the subject may inflict injury on himself or on others. Memory
during the period of intoxication may be lost or fragmentary.

* * *

On the basis of all that hes been mentioned, the problem of quantitative
evaluation of incapacitants, especially psychochemicals, regarding experimental
animals in relation to lethal chemical warfare agents seems to be more complicated.
As we have pointed out, different incapacitating agents produce different effects
and each type requires a separate method for the determination of the effective
(incapacitating) dose and the possible extrapolation with regard to humans.

If the toxicity criterion is to be one of the foundations for the prohibition
of highly toxic or lethal chemical warfare agents, then incapacitating agents and
among them riot control agents only, should be the subject of further consideration
and agreement. The other incapacitating agents should be encompassed by the
Convention in order to be banned. In our cpinion, a quantitative limitation of
production and a limitation of the types of incapacitating agents and types of
devices for their use should be set in order to distinguish them as much as
possible from those agents which can be used as chemical weapons. If new short-
term incapacitating compounds are discovered in the future, the criterion for
their possible use should be based on the safety threshold for humans and should
in any case bYe of a similar or lesser toxicity than the existing ones.
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Teble 1
CLASSIFICATION OF INCAPACITATING AGENTS
ACCORDING TO DIFFERENT SOURCES
Medical (Toxicological) Equivalent Militery (Service)
Classification Classification
SHORT-TERM INCAPACITANTS

Sensory irritent agents' Riot control agents
(Lachrymators - tear gases, .
Sternutators, Vomiting or Harassing agents

Sickening agents, etc.)
LONG-TERM INCAPACITANTS

1. Peripherally-acting Physical incapacitants
physiochemicals
: Immobilizing agents
Non-irritant agents
Physically incapacitating agents
Non-irritant physiochemicals

2. Centrally-acting Mental incapacitants
physiochemicals
Psychochemicals
Psychotomimetic agents
Mentally incapacitating agents
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Table 2

*
LOCAL EFFECTS OF SENSORY IRRITANTS AT VARIOUS BODY AREAS—/

Affected area Symptoms
|
Eyes Burning sensation or pain, heavy
flow of tears. Involuntary closing
of eyes.
Mouth Stinging or burning sensation of

i palate and tongue.

Nose Irritation, burning sensation.
Nasal discharge.

Chest Irritation, burning sensation.
Coughing, feeling of suffocation.
Tightness in chest, often accompanied
by a feeling of panic.

Skin Stinging or burning sensation on moist
skin areas, usually accompanied by
redness (erythema). Blisters from
very heavy concentrations.

e

f/ Mentioned effects on the recipient create a sense of panic, make him
cease performing acts of violence and force him to abandon the immediate area.
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LOTTOR DATED 135 JULY 1961 ADDRESSED TO THLD CHAIRMAN OF THD
COIMMITTLE ON DISARIAMENT TROM THE MITISTER COUNSELLOR OF
THL PORMANENT IIISSION OF TFINIAND TRANSIMITTING A DOCUMLIIT
ENTITIID "TRACE ANALYSIS OF CHEMICAL VARFARD AGENTS! ;/

I have the honour to transmit to you a document entitled "Trace Analysis of
Chemical Varfare Agents". This study was presented at a Chemical Veapons Vorkshop
held in Helsinki on 2-4 July 1931.

The vorkshop was arranged in order to demonstrate the Finnish project for
CW verification,

Thirty diplomats and experts from 16 countries and United Hations Scerctariat
participated in the workshop vhich gave a possibility for exchange of views on
various aspects of the role and requirements of laboratory analysis in verification
of chemical disarmament, Discussions vith experts indicated widec agreement on the
suitability and efficiency of the presented analytical methodology and instrumentatior
for CW verification analysis. Adaptation of analytical systems for practical usec
and extension of the methodology and data base also for non-phosphorus varfare agents
was considered as important future work in many comments. Capability to analyse
biological samples for verification of alleged exposure to CW agents was also
considered necessary.

Demonstration of the developed analytical systems, laboratories and selected
instrumental facilities were performed in two stages in relation to the nroposed
approach to the potential verification tasks: as a research or central laboratory
verification procedure and as a mobile laboratory verification procedure. The
former procedure is capable of detecting and identifying ar— toxic chemical agent
and its degradation product, and the latter is used for on-site monitoring of
known chemical agents, Because of simplicity and clarity, all research teams
demonstrated Sarin and Soman monitoring as model experiments. These agents are
also the model compounds of the fourth Blue Book published just before the
workshop. The research laboratory procedure proposed as a basis for standardization
consists of sampling and sample concentration, enzymatic toxicity test for nerve
agents, phosphorus and fluorine compound analysis, and finally ulitrasensitive trace
crganic analysis. If no nerve agents or related compounds are found in the sample
standard organic chemical structure, analysis will be carried out for the suspected
toxic compound. Despite the fact that the proccdure demonstrated was designed for
organophosphorous warfare agents it is after certain modifications also applicable
for any important chemical warfare agents. This work is part of the next phase
of our project.

1/ A limited distribution of this document in English has been rade to the
members of the CD., Additional copies are available from the Ministry for Foreign
Affairs in Helsinki.

GE.81-63324


file:///iith
file:///iarfare

CD/196
page 2

" The complete verification procedure requires rather heavy and sophisticated
instrumentation which presupposes a well equipped analytical laboravory. The
equipments and instrumentation demonstrated consist of sampling and sample
preparation equipments, enzymatic analysers, high resolution gas and liquid
chromatographs, high resolution mass spectromater and Fourier transform nuclear
magnetic resonance spectrometex. Different instrumental techniques are neceded
to produce unambiguous verification data from control samples to be able to cope
with any type of sample matrices and agent categories. Vhile enzymatic
measurements serve as characterizing nerve agent type toxicity chromatographic,
nass spectrometric and nuclear magnetic resonance spectrometric data serve as
mutually independent data for chemical characterization and identification of
agentis. '

Excluding mass and nuclear magnetic resonance spectrometry from the complete
procedure a simplified monitoring procedure is obiained. Sampling, sample
concentration, enzymatic and high resolution gas chromatographic analysis can be
carried out in a light and easily transferable mobile laboratory. Principle and
operation of such a mobile laboratory developed in commection of the Finnish project
was also demonstrated to the participants of the CV verification workshop.  The
presented laboratory is a prototype and its construction and instrumentation as
well as application for openair verification tests vill be. described in a later
report. : :

(Signed) Paavo Keisalo

Minister Counsellér



COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMERT D/197

17 July 1981

Originals ENGLISH

ROMANTA
WORKING PAPER

SUGCESTIONS FOR EIEMENTS OF A CHEMICAL
WEAPONS CONVENTION

DEFINITIONS AND CRITERIA
A, DEFOTITIONS

1. Chemical agents are: chemical warfare agents including irritating chemical

agents used for riots contrel, as well as herbicides and defolients used for rmilitary

purposes.

2. Chemical warfare agents are: all chemical substances or their combinations,
which used in accordance ﬁith their toxic propertics cause intoxications of human
body and animals or bring about the destruction of plants and vegetation and whose
physical and chemical characteristics make them approﬁriate for use as chemical
weapons. Chemical warfare agents are: super-toxic lethal chemical agents; .
other letﬁal chemical or biochemical agents; harmful agents including incapacitating
agents as well as their precursors, including compounds uged in binnéry ohemioél
munitions., . .

~ Super-toxic lethal chemical warfare agents are all agents whose mediws lethal
dose is equal or less than 0.5 mg/Kg (Kilo-body) (ID - 50) or less them 2,000
mg.min/mic, (LCJG - 50), measured by a method to be agreed upon by all States Parties
to the future Convention.

- Other lethal chemical warfare agents are all agents whose medium lethal dose
is between 0.5 - 10 mg/Kg (ID - 50) or between 2,000 - 20,000 mg.min/mc (LCt ~ 50)
measured by a method to be agreed upon by all States Parties to the future
Convention.

~ Harmful chemical agentsz/ inciuding incapacitating agents are all agents
whose lethal dose is greater than 10 mg/Kg (ID - 50) or 20,000 mg.min/mc (LCt_— 50)
measured by a method to be agreed upon by all States Parties to the future(

Convention,

z/ Hon-lethal chemical zgents.

GE.81-63452
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3. Chemical warfare agents may be produced for single or dual purpose:

- BSingle purpose chemical warfare agents are 211 agents vhichk may be'us¢d
only for military purposes; . ‘ )

-~ Dual purposes chemical warfare agents are 21l agents which may be used for
nilitary ag well as peaceful purposes:

4, Chemical munitions are any means Qhose warfare charge is o chemical
warfare agent or precursors which during their delivery through a synthetical
reaction do produce an agent and vhich can be dispersed on the target.

5. Chemical weapons are combinations of chemical munitions or chemical

warfare agents and devices or equipment which pemit dispersing the agent on the

6. Chemical weaponsg systems include chemical munitions or chemical warfare
" agents in bullz and specifically means to make possible thoir use. -
B. CRITERIA TFOR DEFINITION

The definition of chamical warfarc agents should be based on iwo importaﬁ#
criteria: purposc and toxicity, but which may be complemented by other secondary
criteria, such as: effectivenesgs, chemical structure, volatility and others.

The main criterion and the most important is the purpose criterion. t defines

the destination and the quantities in which chemical warfare agents are produced,
Trom this point of viev chemical warfare agents can be classified as follows:

- Single purﬁose chemical warfare agents which can be uged only for military
purposes.

- Dual purpose chemical wvarfare agents vhich con be used in military and
peaceful purposes alike. The use of chemical subsitances considered as chemical

warfare agents for peaceful purposes covers their use in:

. .

~ industrial output;
- protection against chemical weapons in'ciQil defence;
- medical field;

- sgcience and research,
- agriculturec;

The second criterion is the toxicity criterion, vhich defines the efficiency

of the chemical werfare agents againgt men, animals and plants.
Toxicity criteria are in fact ncecessary to detemmine the following:
- inhalation toxicity;
~ subcutaneous toxicity;
- percutaneocus-route toxicity;

- intraperitoncal injection toxicity.



From the foxicity point of wview, chemicel varfare agents can be classified
as followss super-toxic chemical warfare agents, othor lethal chemical warfare
agents and hamful chemical varfare agonts, with non-lethal effecis.

Effectiveness criterion can be very important for ince pacitating agents.

Chemical structure criterion may be used as a basical element in verification

~

system, The chemical structure critevion can be very useful for binary weapons

Volatility criterion is an important criterion from a milita ary point oi viow.

Thus, chemical wvarfare agents can be classificd as: persistent and non~persistent

L

chemical warfare agents,
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AUSTRALIA, BELGIUM, FRANCE, GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF,
JAPAN AND THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND

Working Paper

Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament

I.

Introduction

The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmeament, which is to provide the necessary
framework for substantive negotiations in the field of arms control and disarmament,
should be a carefully worked out package of interrelated measures. Its task is to
provide the international community with a framework for the measures needed to
achieve progress towards general and complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control. Progress towards this aim can help to:enhance international
security and to preserve peace and international stability.

The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should be based principally on
documents which the international community has adopted by consensus, namely the
Final Document of the First Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to
Disarmement, the Blements of a Cdmprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the
Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade, elaborated by the
United Nations Disarmament Commission.

II.

Objectives and principles

The ultimate objective of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament is the
achievement of general and complete disormament under strict and effective
international control without diminishing the security of any State. It should
contribute to the strengthening of international peace and security in accordance
with the Charter of the United Nations. Vhile the achievement of general.and
complete disarmament under the Programme is the responsibility of all States, the
nuclear-weapon States have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament and,
together with other militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the

world-wide arms build-up.

GE.81-63628
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Agreements to be negotiated within the framevork of the Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament should primarily aim at achieving gradually louver levels of armanents
and arnmed forces. It is impwortant that measures be cnvisaged vhich are designed to
increase the confidence betucen States and to create a climate favourable fo
disarmament and arms control negotiationsg., t should be ensured that the
implementation of the Progromme makes an effective contribution to the economic and
social development of States, in particular developing States.

The follouing fundamental principles must be regpected:

- The security of all States mugt be aséured and safeguarded at all gtages of
the digarmament vrocess.

- The adoption of dicarmament measures should take place in such an equitable
and balanced manner ag to ensure the right of each Statec to seccurity and
to ensure that no individual State or group of States may obtain
advantages over others at any stage. At each stage the objective chould
be undiminished security at the lowest poscgible level of armaments and
military forces.

~ Security and stability should be assured in all regions, taking into account
the sovcecific needs and recuirements of their respective situation.

~ A balance should be encured betuesn the measures to be taken in different
disarmanment fields, taking into account the situation of muclear and
conventional armaments, in order to avoid destabilizing effects.

~ All arms control and disarmament agreements must provide foxr effective
international verification, in order to create the necessary confidence
betueen States and ensure thot the agrecments are being observed by all
parties.

- The Charter of thc United Nations muct be scrupulously respected to ensure that
disarmament efforts vill not be countered by actions contrary to the principle
of non-use of force in internationzl relations.

IIL.
T'ramevork

Negotiations on disarmement and arma conbrol agreements should be conducted on
a- bilateral or regional, multilateral oxr glohal level, depending on how in each case
effective disarmament agreements can most readily be achiecved. DReciprocal benefits
can be derived from conducting negotiations concurrently on different issues. At the
initiative of the States of the regions, appropriate measures of reogional disarmament
should be adopted, taking into account the specific nceds of the situation of the
region. Such regional measurcs can i.a. be a valuable contribution to the

facilitating of negotiations on multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament.
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The international disarmament machinery should cnsure that all disarmement issues
are being dealt with in an appropriate context. The Committee on Disarmement should
fully discharge its responsivility ac the single multilateral disarmoment
negotiating.body.

In this context, the United Nations has an important task. It should help to
establish a climate in which successful negotiations in the field of arms control and
disarmament can be conducted, encourage States to participate constructively in such
negotiations and promote the inclusion of adequate measures of verification in arms
control and disarmament treaties. Where appropriate, the United Nations should also
play an active role in promoting the implementation of verification réeimes. The
United Nations can furthermore support efforts underteken at different levels and
thus facilitate the conclusion and implementation of arms control and disarmament
agreements.

Iv,

Implementation and revieu

The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should follou a phased approach. The
objective of the first phasc would be the successful conclusion of the negotiations
currently in progress. On the bagis of an evaluation of the implementation of the
measures agreed upon and of the degree of confidence uwhich consequently has developed
among the States concerned, Turther measures could be considered in later phases.

In each phase there must be a close link hetween disarmament measures and measures
to.build ‘confidence. Confidence-building measures are a necessary-prerequisite for the
successful outcome of disarmament negotiations. Such measures could, in particular,
be the notification of manoeuvres, the exchanze of information and of observers and
further measures that may be agreed upon in their appropriate regional context.

Provision should be made for a review of progress by the international community
at the end of each phase in vhatever form seems appropriate, so that plans for the
next phase can be made taking into account the implementation of the measures which
have been agreed upon in preceding stages, the internal progression of negotiations
and external events. Thesc regular revieus will [orm the basis for continued progress
in the implementation ol the Programme through entering into negotiations on further
measures.

Each new phase will thus be preceded by a thorough and realistic evaluation,
based on the results of internationsl verificotion, of vhether the measures agreed
upon in earlier phases have been put into effect and whether their implementation hag
contributed to assuring and maintaining intcrnational stability and helped to

preserve peace.
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The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmanent must be implemented by all States in
good faith: States should express their firﬁ will to implement the Programme through
the negctiation of specific agrecménts. These agreements chould form a series of
specific interrclated measures in the context of an overall Programme. The measures
musttrQSpect the principles which have been enuncidted above. A

The achievement of the goals of the Comprehensive Programme will require the.
negotiétion of specific agreements and should lead to their conclusion and
implemenfation.

The negotiations should be based on o flexible and realistic step-by-ctep
approach. As arms céntrol and disarmament negotiations cannot successiully be
discussed in isolation from Secﬁrity interests, the international political and
security situation shouid be taken in%o account in these negotiations. Théy should
be aimed at the achievement of realistic, balanced and verifiable agrecments,
including on partial measures, which increase confidence and security‘amopg States.

The conditions for the parallel and successive negotiation;of’ih%eraependeht '
agreements within an overall structure as well ag the close iﬁterrelatiohship betueen
such negotiations and the international political and security situation recuire
flexibility in the implemenuatioh of the Programme, The elaboration of a fixed
tinetable for the achievement of concrete results is therefore nct feasible.

V.

Verification

Verification is one cornerstone for progress in disarmement and arms dontroi;
Because arms control and disarmament measures concern the vital seccurity interest
of the States involved, cuch measurec must be verifiable. They should also make the
remaining armaments situation more trénsparent and contribute to the strengthening
of confidence between the Stotes concerned. Uithout strict international and
national verification means, as appropriate, a sufficient degree of confidence of
States into the observance of agreements can herdly develop. Negotiations on specific
disarmament measures should therefore aim ot the inclusion of appropriate verification
arrangements in the respective agreements, and States should accepﬁ appropriate
provisions for adequate verification.

Effective verification is of paramount importence for the maintenance of the
undiminished security of States during the disarmamént procegs, States should
therefore take a positive approach to the development of the necessary and appropriate
measures -of Verification} including on-site inspectibns, for each arms control and
disarmament agreement and show a willingness to accept such measures without
exaggerating the difficulties involved in their implmentation. The valuable
contribution which verification can make to the premoticn of international co-opecration

should be recognized.
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The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in specific
agreements depend upon and should be determined by the purposes, scope and nature
of the agreement.

VI.

Collateral and other measures

The international community should consider various measures which may facilitate
the pursuit of policies to strengthen international peace and gsecurity and to
build up confidence among States. Collateral and other measures therefore should,
at each stage, form an integral part of the Comprehensive Programme. Such measurces
can increase confidence between States, thus preparing the way for negotiations on
arms control and disarmament. They are not only a necessary prerequisite for the
successful outcome of such negotiations but can algo eliminate sources of tension
and enhance the effectiveness of the international machinery for the peaceful
settlement of disputes. Their implementation, and the strengthening of international
security and confidence which they enteil can, in any case, create a climaste
favourable to the early implementation of discrmament and arms control measures
contained in the Programme.,

Such measures could, apart from others mentioned above, comprise the following:

- Achievement of greater transparency of military postures, i.a. the establishment
of a standardized and verifiable reporting system for military expenditures,
enabling their comparison as a step towards their balanced reduction.

- Strengthening of international procedures and institutions for peace-keeping and
peaceful settlement of disputes, for conflict containment and effective crisis
management.

-~ Along with the disarmament process, strengthening of the security system of
the Charter of the United Hations.

- The preparation of disarmament measurcs by thorough studies and reviews as

appropriate of all the factors involved.
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ZECHOSLOVAKIA
WORKING PLAPER
DEFINITION AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE TOXINS

In three clagsical instances (diphtheriu, tetanus and botulism), typical bacterial
exoproducts were discovered early in the history of bacteriology,. soon after the

identification of bacteria (Corynebacierium diphtheris, 1884, Clostridium tetani 1890,

Clostridium botulinum 1897). Vhile in most instances it is still difficult to establish

which of the multitude of bacterial properties determine the microb's ability to cause
disease, in these three cases it was fairly easy to establish the role of bacterial
"toxins"; it was found that the bacteria produce exoproducts, which when applied to
experimental animals mimic the natural diseasc.

The introduction of the term toxin is rather obscure. It originated soon after
the three above-mentioned infectious diseases were identified as "intoxications"

(that is, not the prolifcration of bacteria in the organg, but the production of toxic
exoproducts causcs the disease).

A poison may be defined as any chemical substance which when introduced into a
suitable host ~-- either parenterally (by injection), orally, by inhalation or by any
other route results in overt demage to tissues or interruption of normal physiological
functions, and if the dosage is sufficicent, in death of the individual.

The distinction between poison and toxin was made by carly investigators although
no hard rules were even established, nor are they established today. 4 tacit agreement

was arrived at, namely that toxins are antigenic poisons of microbial origin (the term

antigenic means that they are able to induce the antibody response in the body; 1o be
able to do this, their molecules must have rather high molecular weight .and a complex -
structure -- in most instances they arc Eroteins).

This definition does not cover, howcver, the whole problem. An infectious disease
is a result of complicated interrelationships between the host and the micro-organism.
The micro-organisms display metabolic activity and produce meny soluble substances which

can be found in the tissues of the infected host, as well as in laboratory cultivating

GE.81-63921
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nedia, The majority of these substances have been found ‘o have a "toxic activity”,
demonstrated by damaging cclls or tissues in some laboratory artificial systan
(experimontal animels, their isolatod tissues and colls etc.); their concrete role

in causing the discasc in man ranains, howevewr, unceritain. This is specifically true
for some bacterial specivs, vhich -- bofore the B treaty vas concluded -- had belonged
to the nmost importent cendidates as biolozical warfare agonts (such as the agents of
anthrax or plagu:). Hience it is very difficult (at vresert time largely impossible)

tc make a clecar borderline betweon infection and intoxication.

=]

There is also an increasing cvidence indicating thet only a few toxins are
"simple toxins® <= as are Tor inétdnce tetanus or botulinum toxins, both being
hcnogencous proteins, synthesizod by bactericl cells as a fully active molecule.
More ofteon, the toxine arce actuelly mixturcs of svbstances ~f different chanical
naturc, and with diffeorent funciions. Tho final Ytoxic activity® is thus often a sum
of diffecrent discreote metabolic and other changes, and no onc specific substance can
be identificd as the main onc responsible for the "toxicity!.

It should be alsc understood that toxins are not produced by a micro-organism just
to be toxic., Iwr the microb they scrve as tools necessary mainly for active accommodation
of the nicroenviromment, to create conditions needed for metabolism, growth and
proliferation of microbial cclls. Thoy have heen developed during the long cevolutionary
process of adaptetion of the micro-organisms to their hosts. lAccordingly, the
Ttoxic mechanism™ might bc-rathor complex aﬁd subtle.

A lethal infcctious diseasc such as cholere may be used cg an cxample. Cholers is
a typicel intoxication localized in the small intestine. The toxin (chole“a enterotoxin)
is able to cause damags to gone isolated vissues of exporimentel animals, so it was
belicved that gome kind of injury of the small intestine mucous membrane is the reason
for the disease in man. In the last years the tintoxication process" has been analysed
in norce detail. It appecared than in man, therce is no injury to the mucous membrenc
coells at 211. The toxin has only lesrnt the mechanism regulation secretion »f fluid
into the small intestine (something that the science iteclf has nnt yvet sufficiently
understocd), is able to recognize and *o react with the necessary receptors in the
cell membrane and to give them false signal for secreting the fluid. Wothing more is
neadud for the cholera becterium for which alkeline {luid, pumped into the intestinc

in an anount of 20-30 litres, is the most satisfactory living mediun,
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To find sﬁoh very specific toxic activities, equally specific testing methods are
needed for objective evaluation of the effects on man. These methods are not based on
accepted toxicological techniques; the discretc regulatory mechanisms and cell-
interactions ought to be studied. Tor résecarch as well as for routine purposes they
are performed by microbiological, not by toxicological laboratories.

Inother important fact is that in spite of much effort spent on these problems,
tne chemical structure of majority of toxic substances has not yet been deciphred.

In the protein toxins some tyvical amincacid conponents were identified (o.g. in botulo-
and tetanotoxin), but the molecular groups determining the specific biological activitie:
ere not mowm.

In addition to all these factors emerging from dccper understanding of nmicro-
organisms and of infeotious disease, it should be stressed that the current understanding
of

rest variety of metabolic products of many species of micro-orgonisms as well as

he term "toxins" has also become substantially broader. It actually shifted to 2

e
ot

O
iy

higher living orgzanisms (plants, mushrooms, snakes, etc.), with a great diversity

damaging biological activities.

O
[t

Mony of these products are not of protein nature; their molecule has & morc
simple structure, and there is an increcasing list of toxins vhosc chemical Tomula
has been already wccognized (e.g. éaxitoxin, tarichatoxin, tctrodotoxin, bufotoxin,
curare, strychanin, muscarin...). Substances of such simple chemical structure are not
able to stimulate the antibody production. With respect to chemical structure (and
hence also to their antigenicity), these toxic substances clearly differ from
bacterial toxins., Clear cnough, also, that having their molecule more simple, and
better understond, they might become candidetes for production by medern metheds of
chemical synthesis.

For all these reasons, the definition of toxins as a class of chemicel substances,
basged on their chemical wtructurg, is not available (and with present scientific
knowvledge it is not possible); hence it is not possible to include the toxins into
a certein category of chemicals., The only fundamentally important characteristic
valid for 21l toxins is their organic origin plus a kind of prominent biological activity
Conclusions

The toxins whatever their ovigin or method of Production have been covered by the
Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weepons and on Their Destruction. The
censequence of any other arrangement could be predicted with certainty: undermining
the reputation of the BW treaty, and creating a really important "grey area' of
ill-defined situations in CW treaty, leading to many misunderstandings, misinterpretation:

and endlcss gqueries,
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Increasing the effectiveness and improving the organization
of work of the Committee on Disarmament

Document by a group of socislisi cowmtyies

In the current gravely deteriorating international situation, decisive measures
are urgently required to reduce the risk of var and make progress on a number of
vitally important issues related to limitation of the arms race and to disarmament.
A cause for great concern is the failure, during the past few years, to achieve any
noticeable results in disarmament necgotiations owing to the resistance of the
opponents of détente. The Committee on Disarmament —- the sole multilateral forum
for negotiations on disarmament questions -- has thus been unable, during the past
three years, to draw up a single agreement on limiting the arms race.

The main reason for the stagnation in disarmament negotiations is the lack of
political will on the part of certain States which have embarked on a course of
armaments build-up and have attempted to achieve military superiority, to the
detriment of the security interests of other countries.

Progress in the preparation of disarmament’ agreements is also being hampered by
certain organizational shortcomings in the work of the Committee on Disarmament. In
the opinion of the delegations of the socialist countries, measures are needed to
%mprove the Committee's machinery with a view to making it an effective negotiating

ody.

.The delegations of the socialist countries consider that work to enhance the
Cormittee's effectiveness in this regard should proceed along the following lines:

1. The contents of negotiations in the Committee, t must be regarded as abnormal
that no negotiations have taken place in the Committee on a number of the most

important disarmament issues -- the banning of nuclear-weapon tests, the limitation

of the nuclear arms race and the prohibition of new types and systems of weapons of
mass destruction -- because of the position of certain States. In the view, of the
delegaticns of the socialist countries, all matters placed on the Committee's agenda,
should, as well as being considered in *he general debate, be the subject of discussions
in various subsidiary bodies, as provided for in rule 23 of the Committee's rules

of procedure, ' In particular, the possibility could be considered of setting up a
single subsidiary body on questions related to the cessation of the muclear arms race

and to nuclear disarmament —-- for instance, a sub-committee on nuclear-weapon
questions, Its participants could cowprice either all the Member States of the
Committee or a limited number of participants -- for example, all the five nuclear-

weapon States and a certain number of non-nuclear—-ireapon States.

2. Increasing the effectiveness of the work of subsidiary bodies. The centre of
gravity of the Committee's activities should be shifted to the vork of the gubsidiary
bodies. The effectiveness of the Committee's work would be enhanced by making use of
all possibilities for the establishment of subsidiary bodies in accordance with

rule 23 of the rules of procedure, without detracting in any way from the right of
Member States of the Committee to participate in the final decision on any issue
within its competence,

GE .81-63915
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The establislient of vorking groups signifies the reocdiness of all Member States
of the Committee to vork out speciiic agreements, and their activities should be
considered to have been successfully accomplished uvhen the text of an appropriate
agreement has been diravn vwp. Vorking groups should submit reports either on the
completion of their entire work or vhen their mandate has been fulfilled, and in
any case as parlt of the prepaoration of the Committee'!s annual report to the
United Nations General Assembly. The minimum amount of time should be taken up in
decisions on the vorious organizational matiérs related to the activities of
ad_hoc working groups. Such decisions should be taken at the beginning of each
sesgion for the whole ycar.

3. Organizetional matters. Procedural and orgenizetional questions should not
distract the Comnitiee's abttention {rom negotiations on substantive matters and
should be dealt uith mainly through corsulbotions Metueen the Choirman and the
delegations or groups of delegations chiefly involved, ox in any other form deemed
most effective. Formal meetings should in the main adopt decisions vprepared in the
course of consultations.

The delegations of the gocialist countries, recognizing the importance of the
preparation of the Committec's report, consider that the Committee's conclusions
and decisions included in the report should be aimed primarily st achieving progress
in disarmament negotietions.

3

4. Durotion of the Committee's vork., The problem of disarmament, one of the most
important and »ressing nroblems of all world politics, calls for constant
negotiations. Provision should therefore be made, together with the Commitiee's
annual regular sessions, for the possibility of subsidiary bodies working for longer
periods. The delegations of the socialist countrics consider thet the Committee!s
schedule of vork should be independent and should, as a rule, not depend on the
detes of other conferences or the work schednles of other international
organizations.

5. The beginning of the Committee's work in 1982. Tuking into account the
particular nature of the Cormittee's tasss related to the Torthcoming

second special session of ihe United Motions General Assembly devoted to
disarmement, the delegations of the socialist countries express their support for
the proposal that the Commitiec's 1982 session should begin in the second half of
January ond that the Vorliing Grouns on o Comoprehensive Progremme of Disarmament and
on radioclogical weapons should resume early in Jonuvary.

6 . Trprovin I the character of States! renresentation in the Committee. . The Member
2 s
States of the Committee could consider the quest of stbrengthening their delegati 3]
£ & g leg ong

3w

in order to bring obout an over-all intensificebion of the Cormittee's vork, and
in particular che holding of parallel meetings of its subsidiary bodies.

7. The question of revieuing the Committee's membersihip. A1l major groups of
States —-- socialist, non-aligned and neutral, ond Vestern -~ are represented in the
Commaittee on Disarmement. TForiy. States participote in ite vork, including all

the nuclear-uveapon Stales as vell es other cowntries having the lorgest military
potential. In its present form, the Committee has been vorking for only tuo to
three years. ThHe delegotions of the nocislist countries consider that there is no
need at preseni to increase the Committee's membership. The interest showm by a
number of States in umeliing their contribution to disarmenent negotiations could be
satisfied in other veys -- in particular, in accordance with section IX of the
rules of procedure. At this stage, the main task is to enhance the Committee!s
effectiveness and improve its orgenizational szsructure.
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8. Rules of nrocedure. The delegations of the socizlist States believe that the
Committee's rules of procedure, adopted with due regard to the relevant provisions
of the Final Document of the General Assembly's first special session devoted to
disarmament, have proved their suitability for governing negotiations in the
Committee and provide reserves for decisions on questions arising in the course of
its work.

The basis of the entire work of the Committee on Disarmament is the princinle
of consensus, set forth in section VI of the Committee's rules of nrocedure.

o
P43
3L

The delegations of the socialist countries consider that, in present-day
conditions, it is essential to make all efforts, including those to improve the
Committee's machinery, in order to take steps towards the limitation of the arms
race. For their part, they declare their determination to multiply their efforts
and to strive even more vigorously for military détente, the normalization of
international relations and progress in disarmament negotiations.
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LETTLR BATED 28 JULY 1981 ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRMAN OF THE
COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT FRO!M THE rERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF MONGOLIA ENCLOSING THE TEXT OF "THE APPEAL OF THE GREAT
PECPLE'S KHURAL OF THE MONGOLIAN PEOPLE'S LREPUBLIL TO
PARLIAMENTS OF ALL ASIAN AND PACIFIC COUNTRIES®

I have the honour to forward herewith the enclosed text of "The Appeal of the
Great People's Khural of the Mongolian People's Republic to Parliaments of All
Asian and Pacific Countries".

I would request you kindly to circulate it as an official document of
the Committee on Disarmament to its members.

(Signed) D. ERJEMBILEG
LMBASSADOR
PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE

GE.81-6415T7
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APV OF TR LS IEORAL OF MONGOLIAN PROPLL:GS REPUBLIC

< T, ORQT N AN LOTRTO SOETR TS
TG PaRLIAMENTS OF L0 ASILH AND PLCIPIC COUNTRIES

We, deputies to the Great People’s Khural of the Mongolian People’s Republic,
being deeply comcerned over the serious situation, emerging of late in the world,

particulerly in fsia, have decided to szddress the Porlisments of all countries of
&sia and the Pecific on problems of peace and security on our continent.

The problem of mainteining peace and strengthening security in Asia, where more
tiian one half of the entive humenity lives, accuirveeg today a particular urgency.
The internaticnel situation here has become dangerously complex. There is a
groving threat to the cause of peace, national independen¢e and social progress of
the peoples. Hotbeds' of tension and armed conflicts have increased in number in
the Middle and Near East, in the regions of the Indian Ccean, Persian Gulf,
South-Tast isiz cnd the Fer Bast,

There is an intensification in the policy of direct interference in the
intemal affairs of states of our continent, of sctting them against each other
end sowing among them distrust and hostility. The network of foreign military
bases is being cyponded. and plans are being hatched to vevive the old and form
new aggressive military blocs, and interventionist forces axre being set up.
The situation is eggravated by the fact that the contours are becoming increasingly
evident of an alliance based on the military and political rapprochement of the
major powers in Asia and the Pacific region on the bosis of expansionist and
hegemonistic strivings.

~

<
0
<

We czll on the Parliaments ond parliamentariens of Asia - and the Pacific
countries to combine the efforts in the struggle to stave off the threat of war,
esteblish o lasting peace in the region and. develop mutually advantageous
co-operation cmong the states of the continent. The Asien states have experience
in the joint struggle for establishing pesce, security and good-neighbourly
relations, The Bandung Conference, convened over a quarter of a century ago at
the initiative of & number of Asian countries showed the possibility of uniting
all the forces concemed for & joint sclution of urgent international problems.

We note with satisfaction that forces of peace, national independence and
social progress are growing on the continent and now many Asian states, including
the socialist countries of the continent have proposed consiructive ways to
improve the politicel climate in the vast region.

The Mongolian People's Nepublic supports the initiatives and proposals aimed
et consclidating peace end security in various arcas of Asia, in particular
proposals on turning such regions as South-Eest Asia and the Indian Ccean into a
zone of peace ~nd co-operation, creating a nuclear free zone in the Pacific and
working out confidence-building measures in the Far East.

Por its part, the Mongolion People's Republic hes recently taken an initiative
to formally proposc teo the states of Asina and the Pacific to conclude a convention
on mutuzl non-eggression and non-use of force in their relations and to convene
to this ead a conference of the countries in these regions to which ell stotes
permenent members of the United Nations Security Council could be invited. - - ..
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Ve consider it important for the solution of urgent plobl ems of peace and

security in isia thaet an ctmosphere of confidence and mutual understonding be
created through o wide-range political dialogue between all the states of the

continent. As there is no other reasonable alternative to peacelful co-exigtence
states vith differing socizal systems, thewe is no elternative for political
talks ond cgreements,

It is from this conviction that the Mongolian Tecple's Republic proceeds in
proposing the signing of & convention on mutuel non-cggression and non-use of
force in the relations between the states of Asia and the Pacific. Ve are confident
that such o convention duly worked out and signed will wremove one of the main
reasonz of tension and conflicts,

Ve hope thot the provoscl of the Mongolicn People's Republic will meet
understonding ond support on the part of all the states of isia end the Pacific,
including the support of all parliamentarians of these countries.

Ve, ’eputies to the Grest People’s Khuvel of the Mongolian People’s Republic,
appeal to the Porliaments ond parliamentarians of the countries of Asia and the
Pacific to actively support the struggle of the nations for peaceful life and
well-being of the present and future generations. Ve are convinced that our call
is in line with the mendate of those who entiusted the parliamenterians to speak
and act on their benalf in their interests.

Representatives to the supreme state power orgens becr great responsibility
for defending the intrinsic right of peoples to life, creative endeavour and
peace.

Together with the entize peonple of our country we believe that good will and
Joint efforts of 21l who cherish peace and security in Asia and the world over can
ensure peaceful conditions for life and co—-operation, At the same time we stress
that urgent cction is required so as these forces work with greater cohesion.

Ulen Bator. 29 June 1981
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IETTER DATDD 29 JULY 1961 ADDRTUSSED TO TIE CIAIRIIALT O TID
CATIITTCC ON DISARNAILNT I'MAL THD ULTITDD STATDS REPROSCIMATIVE
TO THC CORMITTZT Cif DISARIAIILNT TRAISHITTING TIL TOXT OF TI
ANNOUNCIIIENT IIADE O 16 JULY 1981, BY TIZ PRESIDLNT CF TIE
UNITED STATLS OF AIIERICA CONCERNING THD ITON-PROLIFERATION AND
PEACEFUL NUCLCAR CO-OPERATION POLICY O THD UNITED STATLS

OF ALERICA

I have the honour to transmit to you the enclosed copy of the text of the
announcement made on 16 July 1981, by the President of the United States of America,
concerning the non-proliferation and pecaccful nuclear co-operation policy of the

United States of America.

I request that the text of that announcement be circulated to the Committee on
Disarmament as an official Committee document.

Charles C. Flowerree
Amhassador

United Stotes Representative

to the Committee on Disarmament

GE.81-64205



STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT REAGAN OF NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION
16 JULY 1981
VASHINGTON, D.C.

Our nation faces major chzllenges in international affairs. One of the most
critical is the need to prevent the spread of nuclear explosives to additional
countries. Further proliferation would pose a severe threat to internmational peace,
regional and global stability, and the security interests of the United States and
other countries. Our nation has been committed on a bipartisan hasis 1o preventing
the spread of nuclear explosives from the bhirth of the Atomic Age over 35 years ago.
This commitment is shared by the vast mdjority of other countries. The urgency of
this task has been highlighted by the ominous events.inuthe,ﬁiddle Last.

The problem of reducing the risks of nuclear prollfer tion has many aspects
and ve need an integrated approach to deal with it effectively. In the final
analysis, the success of our efforts depends on our ability to improve regional and
global stability and reduce those motivations that can drive countries touards
nuclear explosives. This calls for a strong and dependable United States, vibrant
alliances and improved relations with others, and a dedication to those tasks that .
are vital for a stable world order, - '

I am announcing today o policy framework that reinforces the longstanding
objectives of our ngtﬂon in non—nrollferutlon and includes a rumber of basic
guideliness™

The United States uill:

- Seek to prevent the spread of nuclear explosives to additional countries
as a fundamental national security and foreign policy objective.

- Strive to reduce the motivation for acquiring nuclear explosives by working
to improve régional and global stebility and to promote understanding of the
legitimate Security concerns of other States

~ Contimue to support adherence to.the Treaty on the Hon-prolifcration of
Nuclear Weapons and to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Muclear Veapons in
Latin ‘merica (Treaty of Tlatelolco) by countries that have not asccepted those
treaties,

- View a material violation of these trcaties or an international safeguards
agreement as having profound consecuences for international order and United States
bilateral relations, and also view any nuclear explogion by a non-nuclear-weapon
State with grave concern.

- Strongly support and continue to work with other nations to strengthen the
International Atomic Bnergy Agency to provide for an improved international
safeguards régime.

- Seek to work more effectively with other counitries to forge agreement on
measures for combating the risks of proliferation.
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- Continue to inhibit the transfer of sensitive nuclear matericl, equipment
and technology, particularly vherce the danger of proliferation demands, and to seelk
agreement on requiring IAEA safeguards on all muclecar activities in o non-nuclear-
veapon State as a condition for ony significant nev nuclear supply commitment.

I am also ennouncing that I vuill promptly seek the Senateis advice and consent
to ratificetion of Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

The United States will co-onerate uith other notions in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy, including civil nuclear programmes o meet our energy sccurity
needs, under a régime of adequate safeguards and controls. lHMany friends and alliecs
of the United States have a girong intercst in nuclear pover and have, during
recent years, lost confidence in the ability of our netion to recognize their
needs.

We must re-egtablish this nation as a predictable and reliable partner for
peaceful nuclear co-operation under adequate safeguards., Thic is essential to
our non-proliferation goals. If we arc not such a partner, other countries will
tend to go their owmn ways and our influence will diminish. Thisg would reduce our
effectiveness in gaining the supnort we need to deal with proliferation problems.

To attain this objective, I am:

- Instructing the exccutive-branch agencies to undertalke immediate efforts
to ensure expeditious action on export recuests and approval requests under
agreenents for peaceful nuclear co-operation where the necessary statutory
requirements are met.

~ Requesting that the Muclear Repulatory Commission act expeditiously on
these matters.

The administration will also not inhibit or sct back civil reprocessinz and
breeder reactor development abroad in nations vith advanced nuclear power programmes
where it does not congtitute a proliferation risk.

The United States will cupport IAEZA programmes and other international
co-operative efforts in the arcas of muclear safety and envirommentally sound
nuclear waste management.

To carry out these nolicies, I em instructing the secretary of state, working
with the other responsible agencies, to give priority attention to efforts to
- reduce proliferation ricks, to enhance the international non-proliferation régime
and, consistent with United States security interests, to re-establish a leadership
role for the United States in intermational nuclear aifiarc,
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Consultation and Co-operation, Verification Measures and Complaints Procedure
in the framework of the Convention on the complete and effective '
Prohlbltlon of the Develophent, Production.and Stockpiling of all

Chemical weapono and on Thelr Destruction.

1, Consultation and Co—operation

1. The States Parties to this Convenfion undertake to consult one another and
to co-operate in solving any problems which may arise in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of the provisions of the Convention.

2. Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this article may be undertaken
directly between two or more States Partieés to this Convention and through
appropriate international procedures within the framework of the United Nations
and in accordance with the Charter.  These international procedures include the
gervices of gppropriate international organlzatlons, as well as of a
Consultative Committee of experts as provided for in paragraph 3 of thls article.

3, For the purpose of providing a permanent body for consultation and oo—operatlon
pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article and to ensure the availability of
international data and expert advice for assessing and verifying compliance  with

the provisions of this Convention in accordance with the provisions of thisg
Convention a Consultative Committee of experts shall be established at the entry
into force of this Convention for the duration of the Convention. .Each State Party
to the Convention may appoint .. representative, to this Committee.

4. ‘The depositary or his personal representative shall serve as president of the
Committee and convene it at least once a year, or otherwise immediately upon receipt
of a request from any depository to this Convention. B

5. Each State Party to this Convention undertakes to co-operate with the Committee
in carrying out its tasks, including through its National Implementation Agency
specified in article .., paragraph ..

6. The functions, organization and procedures of the Committec are set forth in
annex ..

2. Verification

(a) General

1. Verification will consist of national and international measures that shall
be considered as complementary to each other. ' '

GE.81-64193%
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2.  Each State Party to this Convention will designate a National Implementation
Agency that will oversee the implementation of the Convention and that will be
responsible for the collection of all data relevant to the activities required by
the provisicns of this Convention,

3. The National Implemontation Agency of each State Party o this Convention will
provide the Consultative Committee of experts with all data mecessary to the
execution of $he task.of the Committee with respect to verification of compliance
with the Convention., In case of inspections or other on-site visits by experts,
organized by and under responsibility of the Consultative Committee according to the
provisions of this Convention, the Wational Implementation Agency will extend 21l
assistance requested including technical assistance and the provision of data.

(b) Verification tesks of the Consultative Committee of experts
"Destiuction and Diversion of Stocks

4., The Consultative Committee of expérts shall permanently oversee the destruction

and diversion for permitted purposes of declared stocks of chemical weapons as
stipulated in article ,. of this Convention,

5. The Consultative Committee shall undertake’ on-site ingpections, if it so deems
necessary on a permanent basis, in order to confirm, in conformity with its task
specified in paragraph 4 above, received information that the destruction and
diversion for permitted purposes.of declared stocks of chemical weapons as stipulated
in article .., of this Convention is effectuated in accordance with this Convention.

Destruction, Dismantling and Conversion of Means of Production -

6, The Consultative Committee of experts shall oversee the destruction, dismantling
and temporary conversion of declared means of production of chemical weapons as
stipulated in article .., of this Convention.

T The Consultative Committee shall undertske on-site inspections at the beginning
as well as upon completion of the destruction, dismantling and temporary conversion
of declared means of production of chemical weapons as stipulated in article .. of
this Convention, in order to confirm, in conformity with its task specified in
paragraph 6 above, received information that these activities are effectuated in
accordance with this Convention.

Production of Supertoxic Lethal Chemicals

8. The Consultative Committee shall check periodically whether the declared
production of supertoxic lethal chemicals for permitted purposes does not exceed the
quantity specified in .....

9. The Consultative Committee shall randomly inspect on-site in order to confirm,
in conformity with its task specified in paragraph 8 above, that the declared
production of supertoxic lethal chemicals for permitted purposes does not exceed
the quantity specified in .... : ' '
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Confidence with respect to compliance

10. The Consultative Committee shall in any possible way endeavour to create
confidence that the production of supertoxic lethal chemicals for permitted -

purposes does not excecd.the quanti’y specified in ...... and that production
of chemicals for nop—permitted puroosoo doeg not take place, ‘ i

11, The Consultative Committee hall'undmrtakn on-site inspection on a random

basis at facilities and on the tervitory of States Parties that will at regular
intervals be assigned by lo%, with a view to enhance confidence, in conformity’

with paragraph 10 above, that the nrodhctidp of supertoxic lethal chemicals for
permitted purposes does not exceed the guantity specified in sevve... and that

production of che ﬂlC&lS for non-permitted purposes does not fteke place.

. Alleged ambiguities and violations

12, he Consultative Committee shall be competent to enquire into facts concerning
alleged ambiguities in or violations of the compliance with the Convention,
including reports or indications the confirmation of which would corroborate the
conclusion that a State Party would have violated any obligation under this
Convention, This competence includes enguiry into facts concerning reports or
indications of use of chemical weapons by or with the assistance of a State Party
to this Convention.

13. The Consultative Committee shall be competent to undertake on-site inspections
in order to enquire into facts concerning alleged ambiguities or violations
according to paragraph 12 of this article, Such on-site inspection shall take
place only after consultation with the State Party concerned. If that State Party
does not agree to on-site inspection, it must give appropriate explanations to the
effect that an on-site inspection would at that time jeopardize its supreme
interests. In such case the Consultative Committee shall examine the validity of
these explanations.

(¢c) National technical meang of verification

14, ZEach State Party to this Convention may use national technical means of
verificatiom, at its disposal for the purpose of monitoring compliance with the
provisions of this Convention in a manner consistent with generally recognized
principles of international law.

15. Bach State Party to this Convention undertakes not to impede, including through.
the use of deliberate concealment measures, the national technical means of
verification of other States Parties operation in accordance with paragraph .. above.

3 Complaints Procedure

1, Any State Party to this Convention which has reason to believe that any other
State Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the provisions of the
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Conventuion may lodze o compleint with the Jecurity Council of the United Nations
Such a complalnt uhou7d include all relevant information as well as all p0381ble
evidence uﬂportlng its validity.

2. Lach. State Party to this Conventicn undertakes to co-operate in carrying out
any lnvestlgatlo“ wvhich the Security CUouncil may initiate, in accordance with the
provigsions of the Charter of the United Nations, on the basis of the complaint
received by the Council, The Security Coun“17 shall -inform ile States Parties of
the resulis of the investigation.

3 Each State Party to this Convention undertales to provide or suppnort assistance,
in ¢ ccordan”e with the pfOVlulOHS of the Cnarter of the United HNations, tc any

State I “aruj which so requests, if the Security Council decides that 51hn Party has
veen harmed or is likely to he hermed as a result of viclation of the Convention..
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