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I. INTRODUCTION

1. The Committee on Disarmament submits to the thirty-seventh session of the

United Nations General Assembly its a~nual report on its 1932 s.}ssion, together with

the pertinent documents and records. This report also includes an account of the

organization of the Com~ittee (Part 11) and of the Committeels work based on the

agen~a ~dopted for 1982 (Part Ill).

I!. ORGAiUZATION OF \-IORK OF THE COI-1MITTEE

A. 1>02 Session of the Committee

2. The Committee was in session from 2 Februa~y to 23 April and from 3 August to

17 Septembe~ 19U2. Durin~ this period, the Committee held 39 formal plena~y

meetings at \~hich member States as well as non-member States innted to participate in

the discussions set forth their views and recommendations on the various questions

Defore the Committee.

3. The Committee also held 35 informal meetings on its agenda, programme of work,

organization and procedures, as well as on items of its agenda and other matters.

4. In accordance Hith rule 9 of the flules of Procedure, the follOWing member States

assumed the Chairmanship of the Committee:, Iran for Febr~ary, Italy fo~ Maroh:

Japan for April and tne recess between the first and second pa~ts of the 1982 session

of the Committee, Kenya for August and Mexico fo~ September and the recess until the

1933 session of the Committee.

B. Participants in the Work of the Committge

5. Representatives of the follOWing member States participated in the work of the

Committee: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Canada,

China, CUba, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, German Democratic R~public,

Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Italyw Japan, Kenya,

Nexico, i'1ongolia, Norocco, Ivetherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Romania,

Sri Lanlca, Sweden, Union of 30vlet Socialist RepUblics, United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zaire. The

consolidated lisl of participants in the first and second parts of the session is

included as Appendix I to the report.
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c. Agenda for the 1982 Seosion and Programme of Work for thef~r8t and Second Pa~ts o~ the Session6. At the l56th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, the Chairman submitted apropoa_l on the Co~:ittee's provisional agel Ja for the 1962 se~sion and the programmeor work tor the first part of the session, in conformity with ~le 29 of the rules ofprocedure. In submitting that proposal, the Chairman made the following statement(CDJPV.156):

"In connection With the adoption of the agenda for 19c12 and theprogramme of work for the first part of the session, it is understoodthat the que~tion of the non-stationing of nuclear ~eapons on the territoriesor Statos Where there are no sucb weapons' at present can be considered underltem 2 of the agenda, as was done last year.
Taking into account the views expressed, the Committee will decideto hold informal meeti~s at an appropriate time to consider item r of theag~naa durlnR the first part of the session. The further treatment of thisitem during the second part of the session will be decideu in the light ofth& situation ~hen prevailing. In cor.aidering this item the recomme~dationscontained in Gene~al Assembly resolutions 36/97'C and 36199 will be dulytaken into account."

1. At the aame plenary meet1~~, the Committee adopted its agends and programme ofwork. Some delegations made statements in that connectipn.4 The text of the agendaand progral1llqe of work for the ·first part of the session (document CD1242) reads asfoUows:

"The Commutes on Disarmament, as tal? mbltilateral negotiating forum,ahall promote the attainment of general and complete disarmament Utldereffectlve international 90ntrol.
"'l'he Coi'Dlftitt.ee, taking into account inter alia the reievant provisionsof the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assemblydevoted to disarmament, will deal With the cessation of the arms ~ace anddisarmament and other relevant lileasures in the following areas:

-2-
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r. Nuclear weapons in all aspectsj

rr. Chemical weapons;

Ill. other weapons of mass destruction,

IV. Conve,.tional \\'eapons;

1/. neduction of military bud::l:etsj

VI. Reduction of armed forces;

VII. Disarmament and develoomentj

VIII. Disarmament and intemational security;

IX. Collateral me~sures; confidence-buildinB measures; effective

verification mathods in relation to appropriate disarlll8ment

measures, acceptable to all parties concerned;

"

1.

2.
une of ,.
genda

s as 4.
5.

x.

he

his

of

Lons

Comprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and

complete disarmament undnr effective international control.

"\"Jithin the above framework, the Committee on Disarma!i1ent adopts the

folloWing ae;enda for 1932 ',!hich includes items that, in conformity 111th the

provisions of sectlon VIII of its rules of procedure, would be considered by

the Committee:

Nuclear test ban.

Cessation of tile nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapons

States a,,;ainst the USI') 01' threat of use of riuclear weapons.

Chemical weapons.

New ty~es of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons;

radiological t/eapons.

6. Compreilens i ve prof!l~amme of disarmame"1t.

'{ . Prevention of an arms race in outer space.
IS 8. Consideration and adoption of:

(a) the special report to the second special session of the

General Assembly of the United Nations devote~ to disarmament; and

(b) the annual report to the thirty-seventh sesslon of the

General Assefflbly.

liThe Committee t...111 conduct its ~lot'k bearin~ in mind the contribution

that it should make to the success of the second spacial session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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Cessation of the nuclear arms rac~, and nuolear
11 - 23 February

24 Febr~ery - 5 March

PROGRAMME OF WORK

"In oomplienoe "lith rule 28 of its rules of procedure, the Conu:UtteQ also adopts

the fo1lowin@ programoe of work for the first pert of its 1982 session:

2 - 16 February Statements in the plenary.

Consideration of the agenda and prosrsliJJ!le of work

as well as of the establishment of subsidiary

bodies on items of the agenda.l/

!fuclear test ban.

8 - 12 March

15 - 19 March

22 - 26 March

29 Maroh - 6 April

1 - 23 April

disl;n:'T.lSment.

Effective international errangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or

threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Ne,,, types of weapons of mass destruotion and new

systems of such weapons, radiol~gicel weep0~s.

Chemical weapons.

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

Consid.eration of the reports of the subsidiary

bodies;21 consideration and adoption of the

speciel report to the second speoia1 session of

the General Asaembly of the United Nations

devoted to disamament.V
"Informal meetings of the COMittee will be held at an appropriate time during the

first part of the session to consider item 1 of the agenda.

"Informal ceetings of the Committee will also be held early during the session

to oontinue oonsideration of the modalities of the review of its membership, includ.ing

proposals submitted by members for the improved and effective funotioning of the

Committee."

l/ These questions will continue to be considered subsequently, if necessaT,Y, at
informal meetings of the Comcittee.

21 Reports of subsiqiary bodies that are ready may be considered earlter.

!I In aooordance with rule 44 of the rules of procedure the draft report sh~ll
be made available to all cember Ststes of the Comcittee for consideration at least
two weeks before the scheduled date for its adoption.
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8. At its 174th plenary meeting, .the COI:lIl1ittee decided to close the first part of the

1982 session on 23 April and to begin the second part of the session on 3 August 1982.

9. During the second part of the 1982 session of the Committee, the Chairman

submitted, at the 176th plenary meeting on 5 ~ugust 1982, a proposal on the programme

of work for the second part of the session. At the same meeting, the Committee

adopted ~he pregramce of ~ork proposed b.Y the Chairman (cn/304). It reads as follows:

"In compliance with rule 28 of its rules of procedure, the Committee on

Disarmament a09pts the following programoe of work for the second part of its 1982

session,2!

to assure

e use or

tion and new

3. ,~eep":ns.

nt.

subsidiery

, of the

session of

'etions

me during the

le session

,p, includ.in@

of the

3 - 6 August

9 . 13 August

16 - 20 August

23 - 21 AUffilst

30 August - 1 September

2 - 3 September

6 - 1 September

8 - 9 September

10 - 14 September

Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration of

the prograIJIlle of work for the second part of t.he

1982 session, as well as of the establishmen1; If

additional SUbsidiary bodies.

Cheoical weapons.

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear

disarmament.

Nuclear test ban.

Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Effective international arrangements to ass~'e

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or

threat. of use of nuclear weapons•.

New types of weapons of msss destruction and

new systems of such weapons; radiological

weapons.§}

Comprehensive programme of dis8r.Q~ent.

Consideration of t~e reports of subsidiary bodies u

Consideration and adoption of t~e annual report

to the General Assembly of the United Nations.

lecesS8ZO:Y, at

·Her.

!port shell
at least

:JJ The.Ad Hoc Working Group on Chenical Weapons began its work on 20 July.

21 Informal ceetings of the Committee shall be held duriug this week under

item 5 cf the agenda "New Types of W~apons.of Mass Destruction and New Systel:lS of

Such Weapons", with a view to 9xaLlining proposals and suggestions pertaining to this

issue. Participation of experts will be welcome in these proceedings. The informal

meetings will be op~n to State,s not members of the Cnmittee and to their respective

exparts.
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"Plenary neetings shall be scheduled on a weekly basis, keeping in mind the

workload of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies.

"In aocordance with previous decisions of the Cocmittee (CD/292, para. 17) informal

meetin@s shall be held during the second part of the session on ways and neans of

enhancinS the effectiveness of the Cor.unittee's operations.

"Meetings of the ad hoc working rroups will be convened after consultations

between the Chai~an of' the Con~ittce end the Chairmen of the ad hoc working groups

accordinB to the cirounstances and needs of the various groups.

"As deoided by the Com..:tittee at its l67th plenary neeting, 'the Ad H"o Group of

Scientific Experts to Cnnsider Internationel Co-operative MDasures to Detect and

IdentifY Seismio Events shall meet from 9 to 20 August.

liThe Chaiman of the Ad Hoc Workin& Group on Cher.lical Weapons will hold

consultetions with delegations on teohnical questions fron 2 to 6 August.

uIn adopting its prograr.une of \mrk, the COIll~ittee has kept in mind the provisions

of ru:'.es 30 and 31 of its Rules of Procedure."

10. At its l87th plenary meeting, on 16 Septenber 1982, the Committee decided to close

its 1982 session on 17 Septenber.

D. Partioipation"by Stotes not Members of the COl~ittee

11. In-conformity with rule 32 of the Rules nf' Procedure, the following States not

members of the Cocnittee attended plenary neetings of the Con~ittee: Austria, Denmark,

Finland, Greeoe, Holy See, Ireland, !~aagascar, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain,

Switzerland, Tunisia, Turkey and Viet Nan.

12. The Committee reoeived and considered requests to participate in its work from
•

States not members of the COmLlittee. In accordance with the Rules of Prooedure, the

Comnittee invited:

(8) ~he representatives of ~ustria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Norway,

..Senegal and Spain to participate during 1982 in the discussions on the SUbstantive

items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Conmittee, as well as in

the "!lleetings of Ad Hoc Working Groups established for the 1982 session;

(b) the representative of Turkey to participate during 1982 in the discussions on

the substantive items on the agend2 at plenary and info~al neetings of the Commi~tee,

ss well .ae in the meetings of the Ad Hoc l'lorking Group on the Comprehensive Pr0BTar.u:le

of Disarmsment;

(c) the representative of Tunisia to participate during 1982 in the neetings of

the Ad Hoo Workinq Group on the Comprehensive Programne of Disamament and the

ad Hoc Working Group on Effective International Arrangements to Assure lion-Nuclear

Weapon States Against the Use nr Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons; and
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of 21 suboitted a working paper entitled

(CD!330), for possible consideration at the

(d) the representative of Switzerland to participate during 1982 in the discussions

on ohemical weapons at plenary and informal oeetings of the Conmittee, as well as in the

meetings~of the Ad Hoc Working Group established on that item.

E. Pro ossl for an kldition to of the Rules of Prooedure

13. On 13 September 1982, the Group

"Establishment of Bubsidia:.."Y organs"

1983 session of the Committee.

F. Consideration of the ~dalities of the Review of the

Membership of the Committee and Related Matters

14. In accordance with the programme of work adopted for the first part of the

1982 session, the Comniittee held. a nur.tber of infornal meetings for the consid.eration of

that question, including proposals for the Luproved and effective functioninfl of the

Committee.

15Q The Substantive account of the discussions on the subject since 1980, including the

first part of the 1982 session, is contained in paragraphs 14-22 of the Special Roport

of the CoI!lJllittee on Disarmar.i.ont to the second special session of the General ll.ssembly

devoted to disamament (CD!292 and Corr.1-3).§.1

16. This subject was also dealt with in peregraphs 55, 56 and 62 of the ConcludinG

Docunent of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament,21 ":hich are of direct relevance to the subject under consideration by the

l3olllI!littee.

11. At the second part of its 1982 session, the Comoittee held 3 nmnber of inforlilal

meetings and consultations for the consideration of the modalities of the review of its

membership including as requested by the General Assembly the question of an expansion,

consistent witn the need. to enhance its effectiveness.- At those meetings the

Committee also considered the question of its iLlproved and effective functioning.

18. The Committee took into account the views expressed in the Final Docunent of the

first special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament to the effect that

'~or maximum effectiveness ••• the negotiating body for the sake of convenience should

have a relatively small membership", and that there is a "continuin@ requirement for a

11 Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,

Iran, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, NigeriD, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, S~;eden, Venezuela,

Yugoslavia,. Zaire.

§! Also issued as Official Records of the General AssembLv. Twelfth Special Session.

Supplement No. 2 (i..../S-12~

21 A/S-12/32.
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sinsle l:tul tilataral dis<.1rm8I:lent ::1q~ ••tiatinc forU:l nf liI:lited size takincl dociGirms en

the basis of consensus". i~t the sa,e tir.w the interest sh'-n~n by a nttr.lb€lr r'lf St<.1tes

seeking to b0coma full ;:1ombers .If thE.'- C....:J::1itt·~c, in particuler l~ustriD, Banglad esh,

Finland, Ireland, Henlay, SeneGol, Spain, ~,misiC), Turk€l~l and Viet ~ram \'IJJO addressed

formal a,!?plications to the COIJr.littee nn Diser;:la;.l<mt on this issue, \Ias \~elco!:led. ThE)

Committee recognizes the laGitiL1ate concern of non-member States in the success '~f

disarmament neeotiations and their right: t') participate in f.mltileteral negotiatir'lns.

19. l'ir'l objection in principle \ms raised to a lirdted .expansion flf, the ucr.loership,

but there are differenbes ')f npinir'ln ,WOI' him' best 't() dea.L \~ith it in practice <lnd in

conformity with the views expressed in the Final Document of the first special scssi0n

of the General l~sseDbly devoted to disarnCllJ.ent uentioned in the preccdinc; paraeraph.

Paragraph 20 of the Cr'l~~itteels speciDl report to the secnnd special sessir'ln of the

General Assembly devoted to disarDamcnt indicates the different views held on this

matter.

20. The Committee is conscbus of the fact that requests for neJ:lbership 'dll be r.",ade

.froT':! time to tir.le. It is exa!J.inine \Jays and ,:leans of dealing 'l'lit~; tl1.:J present as well

as future requests. In this connectir'ln prnposals were nacle nn the question 'If

criteria and procedures for l~]itcu expansion, as well as nn a p0ssible revisinn nf

the organizational structure of the negotiatine form" etc. The Co~nitteo intends to

c~ntinue its examination nf these T':!atters during the 1983 sessinn and 1iill report on

the results to the thirty-eiGhth reg~lar oessi0n of the Unite~ Nati~ns General Assenbly.

21. The COr.Jr.li'l;tee also has before it several pr0posalf=l concerni.l1t! its il:1proved end

effective fun~tioning (CD/200, CD/204, CD/330, CD/PV.150, CD/rv.18G and

Working Paper No. 45). They e!J.brace a variety of matters includinG procedure,

nrganization, duration of sessions, representation, ~~~i8~elizati()~0f work programmes,

fuller partici~ati')n of non-u~~ber States, strengthenin[ of the secretariat, etc. The

Committee int~nds to continue to Hive active c.-msideratioll durinr its 1983 session to

these proposals as 'l'lell :;lS ~thers t:hat l:my bo ::lade, and will proceed to i..i:1plement

those that obtain consensus. It is fully a"lare of t~le need try exanine periodically

its work procedures and or@anization with a view to impr0ving its perfor~8nce as the

sole DuI tHateral nee·jtiatinc body for ::lisDrl~a:1ent neesures.

22. Meanwhile, the C'''\l:1T:littee appreciates -che participation of L,,"terested non-::le,!1bcrs

and will do everythin{! possible und er its rules ()f prnc.}dure to' facilitate tr.eir

fuller participation in its work ond that of its subs~diary bodies.

G. C0~lm1ications frr'lffi Non-Governmental OrganizDtiolls

23. In eccordence 'ilith rule 42 of the Rules of Prl1cer]uro, lists of all cOr.Jf:1unications

from non-ffoverr.u:lental nrcsnizationG and persons 1~~)re circulate..! to the Como:i.ttee

(documents CD/Nee. 5 and 6).
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IIl. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE CONrUTl'EE DlJ'RING ITS 1982 SESSION

24. The substantive work of the Committee during its 1982 session was ba~ed on its

agenda and programme of work adopted for the year. The list of documents issued

by the Committe~, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as

Appendix 11 to the report. An index of the verbatim reccrds by country ana subject,

listing the statements made by delegations during 1982, and the verbatim records of

the meetings of the Committee are attnched as Appendix 111 to the report.

25. The Committee had before it a letter ~ated 1 FebruarJr 1992 from the

Secretary-General of the United Nations (CD/231) transmitting all the resolutions

on disarmament adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session in 1981,

in particular those entrusting specific responsibilities to the COlmnittee on

Disarrnament:

;0

lly.

IS

36/84
36/85
36/89

36/92 E

36/92 F

36/92 K

36/92 1>1

36/95

36/96 R.

36/96 B

36/97 B

36/97 c

"Cessation of all test explosions of nucl(~ar weapons 'I

"Implementation of General Assembly resolution 35/145 B"

"Prchibi tion of the development and manufacture of ne,~ types of

weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons tl

''Nuclear weapons in all aspects"

"Report of the Committee on Disarmament"

"Prohibition of the nucleClr neutron weapon"

"Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the

tenth special session"

"Conclusion of an international convention en the strengthening

of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or

threat of use of nuclear weap()ns"

"Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon States ogainst the use or threat of use of

nuclear weapons"

ItChemical and bacteriological (biologioal) weapons It

"Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"

"Conclusion of an international convention prohibiting th.e

deYelopment, production, stockpiling and UGe of radiological

weapons"

"Prevention of an arras race in outer space"

-9-



36/97 E

36/97 G

36/97 J

36/99

'~on-atationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States

where there are no such weapons at present"

"Prohibition of t!,\e production of fissionable material for weapons

purposes"

"Report of the COllll:1ittee on Disarmament"

"Conclusion of a treaty on the prohibitien of the stationing of

weapons ,"If any kind in outar space"

26. In the same letter, the Secretary-General drew 3ttention, in particular, to the

following provisions of those resolutions:

(1) In resolution 36/84, operative paragraph 4 urges all States members of

the Committee on Disarmament: (a) to bear in mind that the consensus rule

should not be used in such a manner as to prevent the establishment of subsidiary

bodies for the effective discharB~ ef the ftIDctions of th~'~onmittea;

(b) to support the creation by the Committee, as from the beginning of its

~ession in 1982, of an ad hoc working group which should begin the multilateral

negotiation of a treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests;

(c) to exert their best endeavours in order tha t the Committee I!lay transmit

to the General Assembly at its second special session devoted tc disarmament

the multilaterally negotiated text of such a treaty.

(2) In resolution 36/85, operative paragraph 5· reiterates the conviction of

the General Assembly that the Committee on Disarmament has an indispensable

role in the negotiation of a trea~ prohibiting nuclear testing; operative

paragraph 6 requeots the Committee on Disarmament to take the necessary steps,

including the establishment of a working group, to initiate substantive

negotiations on a comprehensi...s teet bal treaty as a matter of the highest

priority at the beginning of its session to be held in 1982; operative

paragraph 7 alse requests the Committee on Disarmament tc determine, in the

context of its negoti~tions on such a treaty, the institutional and administrative

arrangements necessar,y for establishing, testing and operating an international

s~ismic ~onitoring network Rnd an effective verification system; operative

paragraph 8 further requests the Committee on Disarmament to exert all efforts

in order that the draft of such a treaty may be submitted to the General,Assembly

at the earliest possible date; operative paragraph 9 urges all members of the
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Committee on DisannaDlent, in particular the nuclear-weapon States, to co-operate

with the Committee in fulfilling its mandate; and operative paragraph 10 calls

upon the Committee on Disarmament to report on progress to the General Assembly

at its second speoial session devoted to disannament and at its

thirt,y-seventh session.

(3) In resolution 36/89, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee on

Disarmament, in the light of its existing priorities, to inten~i£.y negotiations,

with the assistance of qualified governmental experts, with a view to preparing

a draft comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the development and

manU£ac~~e of new t,ypes of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such

weapons, and to draft possible agreements on particular t,ypes of such weapons.

and operative paragraph 5 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a

report on the results aohieved to the General Assembly for consideration at its

thirty-seventh session.

(4) In resolution 36/92 E, operative, paragraph 2 notes the decision of the

Committee on Disarmament to resume intensive consideration, at its session to

be held in 1982, of the item on the cessation of the nuclear-a~s race and

nuclear disarmament; operative paragraph 3 calls upon the Committee on

Disarmament, as a matter of priorit,y and for the purpose of an early commencement

of the negotiations on the substance of the problem, to continue consultations

in which to consider, inter alia, the establishment of an ad hJC working group

on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament with a

clearLy defined m~ndate; operative paragraph 4 deems it appropriate, as

envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session,

that the Committee on Disarmament should proceed, as the first step, to the

consideration of stages of nuclear di'larrJ11?men;; and their tentative content,

inter alia, the content of the first stage; operative paragraph 5 also deems

it appropriate to consider, within the framework of the discussion on the content

of measures to be carried out during the first stage, the question of the

cessation of the development and deploym6nt of new t,ypes and systems of nuclear

weapons; and operative paragraph 6 requests the Comnlittee on Disarmament to

report on the results of those negotiations to the General Assembly at its

thirty-seventh session.
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(5) In resolution 36/92 F, operctive paragraph 1 urges the Committee on

Disarmament t:, contirue -n: i...n':1er-ttll,E', '''"J.rinc i "~: ::.e...:ci.:n tc be held in

1982, s1.\bstantivc nerotiati:m on t;1E: :,~iJri ~J' q~'c.r. ti:mr. of disarmcment on

its agenda, in ac~ordl'mr.€ ~;ith thf'.:C,:>Yi:i·':: ..:: tt.e l' ...nal Document O~ the

Tenth. Speciel Ses3ion Of~;:'El GE':"\C'::2~ J.~~'."r.i"ly rn:i tiB :1ther relevant

resol~tions ':)f the 1~: .:cm'.;].y :m ~11,- se ;,uec;ticn<; ,m,., in ort~",r to reach that

goal, to pr.:>viJe the: €::dstir..s" ~~~:)~; Horldr.g grOt'.1"Jl. '.Jith approprbte negotiating

mandates and to establish, aB a r.::;ltti?r ef t".rc;en;y, E'.r~ ~'loc: \;orl:ing group::! un the

cessation of the nuclear-erms ra~€; and nu.:lear di.sc.t"l!1",rnent en:l on the prohibition

of all nucleer-weapons tet~ts; opE.;ra~i\'e paragraph 2 ren.uest::: the Committee on

Disarmament to complete, during 'ilie first pl'lrt of i tn oeosion in 1982, the

elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and to s-.:Lbmit the

prosramme in time for consideration ami adopti0n by the General Assembly at its

second special session devoted to disarmament, to be held from 7 June to

9 July 1982; operative p::u.'agraph 3 alC't) rcqueEts the Com.'1li ttee on Difla~'Dlament

to intensify its negotiations on pdority questions of diarmament, so that it may

be in a position to contribute, ·1:.'1rough concrete accomplishments, tu the success

of the second special se~aion devoted to ~isarmarnent; and operative paragraph 5
further requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit to the General Assembly

at its second special session devo~erl to disarmament a special report on the

state of negotiations on the vario1J.s C'.uestions under consicJernti.:m by the

Committee and also to mtbmit a report on it~ work to the Aosembly at its

thirty-seven4Jl session.

(6) In-resolution 36/92 K, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee on

Disarmament to start \oli thout delay negotiations in an appropriate organizational

f'rame,·/ork with Cl vie,'! to concluding a convention on the prohibition of the

p1"Oduction, stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron \/eapons; and

operative paragraph :5 requests tlle GonlIllittee on DisRrmament to submit a report

on this cluestion to the General A8sell~bly ?t its thirt~r-Eleventh session.

(7) In resolution 36/92 M, nperative paragraph 4 recommends that the

Committee on Disarmament should concentrate it:.; \·lol.'k on the sub.. tantive and

priority items on its agenda with n view to a~hieving tangible results in order
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to contribute to the su('ceos of the second t'pecie.l session of the

General Assembly devoteCl "f' disarm£uaent end to ti'le accomplishment of the

taokE set forth in the Declaration of the 1980s 8!'5 the Second Disarmament Decade.

(8) In resoh'tion 56/94, aperf:', tive paragraph ~ notes- ,·:ith satisfaction that

in the Co~ittee on Dionr~noent there is once again no objection, in principle,

to the idea of en internat.ionul convention on effective international arrangements

to assure non-nucleor-,.eapon States againsT, thG tt::le or threat of use of nuolear

weapons; operative paragrnph 3 requeDtc the Committee on Disarmament to continue

the negotiations on the ljuestion of strengthening the security guarantees for

non-nu0lear-~leapon3
tate~' during its cession in 19C2, and operative paragraph 4

calls upon all States particirating in these neGOtiations to make efforts for

the elaboraHon and eonclusiCln of an international convention on this matter.

(9) In rest'lL1tion 36/95, \.)perative paragraph 2 notes with sati::;faction that

in the (;ommittee on Disarmament there is no objection, in principle, to the

idea of an international convelltion to asaure non-nuc1ear-weapon States against

the use or threat of use of nuclear '~Elapons, althouGh the difficulties as regards

evolving a common uppronch a<:cept<lble to all have also been pointed out;

operative paragraph 4 recommends tl1c\t further intensive efforts should be

devoteoJ to the seal:ch 1'01.' <! "cQmnlon appron.ch" or "common formula" and that

the various alternative approaches, including in particular those considered

during' the ses~ion of tlle Uommittee en Disarmament held in 1981, should be

further explored in order -tu overcome the Clifficttl ties~ am: operative

paragraph 5 recommends that the Committee on Di~armament should actively continua

negotiations "Ii th n vie,,, t,o ref\ching eorly aereement and concluding effective

internati,lna1 al:rangemen-cr, t,:) assu~'e n':"n-nuC\lea~'-\lleap~m
States against the use

or threr,t i)1' use of l1tlO1ear \'Ieapon~, taking into account the ,·Jidesprendsupport

for the (:onc1u5ion of an international convention and {;"iving consideration to

any other propoc,ab cieGignell to ~3ecure the samE\ objective.

(10) In resclutiOl' 36,96 il., (1)e:r.'3tive paragl.'aph 3 urc:esthe Committee on

Disarmament to ~ontin1.1e, <113 fron the heginning I)f its sesoion to be held in

1982, negot.iations nn a ;;J.llt.ila tt:.1ral convention. on the compl€te and effective

prohibition 01' the de....elopment, prc(~1.1ction and st.:Jckpilill8' of all chemical
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weapons and on their deotruction as a mutter of high priority, taking inte.

acoount all existing proposals and fu~~re initiatives, and in partioular to

re-establish it~ Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons with an appropriately

revised mande te enabling the CoU'.mi ttCf' to achieve agreetlent on a chemical
'_1

weapons oonvention at the earliest date; and operative paragraph 4 requests

the CemInittee on Disarmament to report on the results of its negotiations to the

General Assembly at its second speoial oession devoted to disarmoment, to be

held in 1982, and at ito thirty-seventh session.

(11) In resolution 36/96 D, operative paragraph 3 urges the Committee on

Disarmament to continue, as from the beginn:l.ng of its session to be held in

1992, negotiations on a multilateral convention on the prohibition of the

development, produotion and stockpiliIlg of all chemical weapons and on· their

destruction as a matter of high priority, taking into account all EllCisting

proposals and future initiatives, and in particular to re-establish its

Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, vii th an appropriately revised mandate

enabling the Committee to achieve agreement on a chemical woapons convention

at the earliest date.

(12) In resolution 36/97 B, operative paragraph 1 calls upon the Committee

on Disarmament to continue negotiations with a view to an early oonclusion

of the elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production,

stockpiling end use of radiological weapons, in order that it may be submitted

if possible to the General Assembly at its second special session devoted to

disarmament, to be hald in 1982; and operative paragraph 2 takes note, in this

connexion, of the recollUllendation of the Ad Hoc Working Group, in tJle report

adopted by the Committee ~n Disarmament, to set up at the beginning of its

session to be held in 1902 a further ad hoc working group, under an appropriate

mandate to be determined at that time, to cont:Lnue negotiations all the

elaboration of a treaty prohibiting radiolvgical weapons.

(13) In resolution ;6/97 c, op~rative paragraph 3 requests ~le Committee

on 'Disarmament to consider, as from the beginning of its session in 1962, the

question of negotiating effective and ....erifiable agreements aimed at preventing

an arms race in ou ter space, taking into acoount all existing and future

proposals designed to mset ~~is objective, operatiYG paragraph 4 raqueat~ ~~s

-14-
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Committee on D~8armament to con€iuer as a matter of priority tile question of

neBOti~ting an effective an~ verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite

systems, ad :m import:mt step tOHords the fulfilment of the objectives set out

in paro/j'roph "5 fl b\.1\'l: ~ and opera tiVE' r'lra/::,'1:oph 5 request, the Committee on

Disarmament k) report \.m i t~ L'L)nsiJero'\.ion of this Bubject to the

Genal'al Assembly a t ~ bJ thirtY-:'1E'venth ses~ion.

(14) In rSGolution 36/97 E, operative paragraph 1 requests once again the

Commi ttee on Dbarl:lament to p~"00('ed \li thou t delay to talks \~ith a vie\~ to

elaborating on J.nternationol agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear \oIeapons

on the territorieu of 2tate8 where there are no such Hsapons at present; and

operative paragraph ~ request~ the C0u~ittee on Disarmament to submit a report

on the quection to the Gener~l Assembly at its tilirty-seventil session.

(15) In resolution 36/97 C, ,\;118 operative paragraph requests ti1e Committee

on Disarmament, at an appropriate etas's of its 'Icrk on the item entitled

"Nuclear weapons in 1111 a~pectslt, t9 purnte its consioeration of tile question

of adequately verifieu ce~lJlJtion and prohibition of the production of

fio~ionable material for nuolear \~eapons nnd other nuclear explosi'Ye devices

and to keep the G~1eral Assembly informea of the progress of that consideration.

(16) In resolution ;6/97 J, 0perotive pAragraph 2 recommends that the first

revie\~ of ti1C membership of the CO!lllJli ttee on DiHnrmament ohould be completed,

foUo\ling app~"OpriDte cunsul t.atlc lllnong Member states, during the

second I1pedal Gasdon of tite Gc' ~l AGsembly devoted to disarmament; and

oper:-Jtive paragraph 3 re,'1ffirms 'tl t States not members of the Committee on

Disarmement should, upon their reques ... , continue to be invited by it to

l)articipate in the ,~ork of' the Committee.

(17) In re301u tion 56/99, operative paragraph 2 requests the Committee on

Disarmament to embark on negotiations \~ith a vie\~ to achieving agreement

on the text of an appropriC1te international treaty, to prevent the spread

of the arms race to outer space.

27. By the s8lne letter ant1 in complianoe ,~i th paragraph 7 of resolution 36/92 G

and paragraph 5 of reEolu tion 36/97 D, the Sec'retarY-General transmitted to the

Committee the study on th0 relationsllip between disarmament and development, as

contained in document A/36/356 tll1d Carr.l, and the study of the institutional
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arrangements re-latin8 to the process of disarmament, as contained in

document A/36/392•. In accordance with General Assembly resolutions ;6/89, 36/92 K,

36/97 B, 36/97 C' 'and: 36/91 E, the Secretary-General also transmitted to the Committee

all documents. relevant to the subjects considered by those resolutions.

28. At the 150th plenary meeting of the Committee on 2 February 1982, the

Personal Representative of the Secretary-General and Secretary of the Commithe

collve18d to the Committee a mess8gf3. :f'rom the Secretary-General at the opening'

o:f the 1982 session (an/234).

29•. The CoJlllllittee also had before it a letter dated 3 August 1982 from the

Secretary-General of the United Nations to the Chairman of the Committee on

Disarmament (cn/300) in connection with those paragraphs of the Concluding Document

rJf the eeQOnd special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament ,~hich

are of direct relevance to the work of the Committee.

30. In addition to the documenis listed under specific agenda items, the Committee

received the following documents:

(a) Document CD/235, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Bamania, entitled ''Messages f:rom the President of the Socialist Republic of Romania,

lUcclae Ceausesou, addressed to Leonid Brezhnev, General Seoretary of the Communist
~

Party of the Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the SUpreme Soviet

of the USSR, and to Ronald Reagan, President of the United States of America, concerniIlg

the Geneva neaotiations on the halting of the deployment in Eu:rope and the withdrawal

from that continent of medium-range missiles".

(b) DoCWl1ent CD/236, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Bamania, entitled "Appeal of the Bomanian Parliament to the Parliaments, the

Govumnents and the peoples of the European countries, the United States of America

and Canada".

(c) Document CD/237, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Romania, anti tIed "Appeal by the people of Romania, to the peoples and forward

looking df!J1OOcratic forces of the world, for disarmament and peace, security,

independ~ce and prosress".
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(d) Document CD/240, dated 10 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics entitled "Exce~ts from the report on the

reception by L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the

Com~unist Party of the Soviet Union and P"~sident of the Prt'3idium of the Supreme

Soviet of the USSR, of representatives of ~he Advisory Council of the Socialist

Intornational on Disarmament".

(e) Document CD/241, dated 17 February 1982, submitted by a group of

socialist States101 entitled "Considerations relatin,,: to the organization of work

of t.he Committee on Disarmament in the course of its 1982 session".

(f) Document CD/262, dated 1, March 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Romania, entitled "Scientists and Disarmament".

(g) Document CD/267, dated 24 March 19b2, submitted by the delegation of

Yugoslavia, entitled "A Statement issued by the Presidency of the Socialist

Federal Republic of Yugoslavia".

(h) Document CD/297, dated 28 July 1982, sUbmitted by the delegation of

"..,mnnia, entitled "Appeal of the Romanian peep le to the United Nations General

tssembly at its special session devoted to disarmament: for disarmament, for a

E,U"ope without nuclear weapons, for a world of peacel".

(i) Document CD/3l5, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of

t he Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Averting the growing nuclear

i:~·l.'cat and cUI'bing the arms race: Memorandum of the USSRIl.

A. Nuclear Test Ban

31. The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear Test Flan" was considered by the

Committee, in accordance With its programn,e of I~ork, durin,g the periods from

1'7 to 23 February and from 23 to 27 I\ugust.

32. The Committee had befor~ it the progress reports on the thirteenth and

fcurtesnth sessions of the ~d Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider

International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, as

contained in documents CD/260 and CD/318. The ~d lIoc Gr-oup met from 1 to 12 March

and from 9 to 20 August 1732.
35. In addition, the following new documents were presented to the Committee 1n

connection with the item:

101 Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia,
Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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(a) Document CD/257, dated 8 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Sweden, entitled "An International System for the Detection of Airborne Radio

activity from Nuclear Explosions'!.

(b) D~cument CD/259, dated 12 March 1982, submitted by the d~legation of the

German Democratic Republic, entitled "Draft mandates for ad hoc workinG IJroups on R

nuclear test ban, and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament".

(c) Document CD/287, dated 20 April 1982, submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,

German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and Union of Soviet

Socialist Republios, entitled "Proposal for the establishment of an ad hoc

working group under Item 1 of the agenda entitled 'llJuclear Test Ban'."

(d) Document CD/3l0, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled

"Working paper on a prototype system for international e~change of seismological

data under a oon:prehensive test ban treaty".

(e) Document CD/3l2 and Corr.l, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by the

delegation of the Netherlands, entitled "Nuclp.ar test ban".

(f) Document CD/319, dated 23 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Japan, entitled "WMO Co-operation in International Seismic Data Exchange".

34. The Committee also had before it the relevant parts of document CD/293 and

Corr.l of 1 June 1982, entitled "Tabulation of proposals concerning nuclear

disa~mament made between the establishment of the United Nations and the convening

of the first special session of the General Assembly de"oted to disarhlament",

which was prepared by the Secretariat at ~he request of the Chairman of the

Committee (CD/PV.116).

35. At its 167th and 183rd plenary meetings on 30 }~rch and 31 August 1982, the

Committee adopted the recommendations contained in the progress reports on the

Thirteenth and the Fourteenth Sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts

to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic

Events. A num~~r of delegations commented on those reports.

36. !.%lon the decision taken by the Committee on 31 Au.'?;ust 19:.i2, the Chairman

of the Committee addressed a letter to the Secretary-General of the World

Meteorological Organization (WMO) requesting the latter to take steps to make

necessary arrangaments to enable the Ad Hoc Group to continue to utilize the

GTS on a regular basis for the transmission of seismic data in order to detect

and identify seismic ~vents. In response to this request, the Deputy Secretary-General

of the {mO addressed a letter to the Chairman of the Committee, dated 6 Sep tember 1982,
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stating that the question would be submitted to. the Eighth Session·of the WMO

Commission for Baoic Systems, maeting in Geneva in January 198;, and ~o the .ninth

WMO Congress, to be held in Geneva in May 1983, for consideration., and that the

Ch~irman of the C~mmittee would be inform~d of the decisions taken by the

appropriate WMO bodies.

37. An account of the consideration of the agenda item since 1979, including

the first part of th~ 1982 session, was contained in paragraphs 25-40 of the

Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of

tte General Assembly devoted to disarmament. (CD/292 and Corr.1-3)

30. In accordance with its programme of work for the period of 2-16 February

denling with the consideration of the question of the establishment of subsidiary

bodies on items on the agenda, the Committee held, at the beginning of the first

part of its session and subsequently, a number of informal meetings on the

cDt.ablishment of an ad:· working group on item 1, IINuclear Test Ban ll
..

39. Various proposals for a mandate were considered, as well as suggestiQns

made by the Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representa~ive of the

Secretary-General. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982,the, ColJlll1ittee

decided to establish an ad hoc working group \dth the following mandate CCD/29l):

"In the exercise of its r-esponsibilities as the multila~ral.dis~r~ment

negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document.. or the

first special session of the Gene~al Assembly devoted to disarmament, the

Committee cn Disarmament. decides to estabUsh an ad hoc working group under

item 1 of its agenda entitled 'Nuclear Tes~ Ban'.

"Considering that discusstcn of ;:,il9Cific issues in the ftrst instance may

facilitate progress toward negotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Oommitt~e·

requests tile ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive

examinati~n, issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to

making furth~r prograss toward a nuclear test ban.

liThe ad hoc workir.g group will take into account all existing propo&als and

future initiativ~sp and will re?ort to the Committee on the progress of its

work before the conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee wi~l thereafter

u\ke a decision on subsequent courses of action with a view to fUlfilling its

responsibilities in this regard. 11
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40. At its l78th plenary meetin~ on 12 1uRust 1982, the Committee decidGd to

nomiflate the representative of Sweden qS Chairman of the Workin~ Grour.

41. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 10 meetings between 13 .Iugust and 13 September 1982,

and the Chairman alao conducted inform~l consultations durinG that neri00. ~s a

result of its deliberations, the lid Hoc \~orkinr; Group submitt~~d n report to the

CommitteE! (CD/332).

42. At its l88th plenary meeting on 17 September 1982, the Committee actopted the

report of the Act Hoc Working Group, which is an inteRral part of this report and

reads as follows:

"l. INTRODUCTI01~

"1. At its l73rd plenary meeting, on 21 .Ipril 1982, the Committee on Disarmament

adopted the following decision relative to item 1 of its a~enda:

'In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament

negotiating forum in accordance with parngraph 120 of the Final Document of

the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to dis~rmament, the

Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working ~roup under

item 1 of its ap:e:nda entitled 'Nuclear Test Ban/.

Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first instance

may facilitate pror,ress toward ne30tiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee

r~quests the ad hoc workin~ group to discuss and define, throu~h substantive

~xamination, issues rel~tin~ to verific~tion and compliance with Cl view to

making further pro6ress tm/ard a nuclear test ban.

The !2,l!2£ working group will take inh) account all existing proposals

and future initiatives, ~nd \/ill report to the Committee on th~ progress of its

work before the conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee will thereafter

take a decision on subsequent courses of action with a view to fulfilling its

responsibilities in this r~r.ard. 1 (CD/291)

dII. ORG~NIZHTION OF WORK ~ND DOCUMENT~TION

"2. At its 178th ple::lary meetine, on 12 ,\ugust 1982, the Committee on DisRrmament

appointed Ambassador Curt Lid~nrd (Sweden) as Chairman of the ;in Hoc Working Group.

In the abSence of Ambassador Lidp,ard, Nr. Carl,-I"Inr::nus Ilyltt:!nius, Deputy Head of the

Delegation of Swedtm, actud as Chairman of the Horkin~ Group. Hiss fli<!a Luisa Levin,

United Nations Centre for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Working Group.
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'5. ..t the l';Uth r-1enary m~latinr: of the Committ~G on Disarmament, on 12 ;~ugust 1982,

th", dd~>"rltion:; of tHO nllcle'lr-weapon St..~tes '1nnounc~;d tbuil' decision not to participate

in the ad 40c i~orkin[: Group. ;\ number of dlJle~ations regretted that decision and

e~pressed the hope that it Hould be reconcider~d ~t 1n early ~ate.

"4. :.t th;,:ir- request, the Committ813 on Dis3rmament ciecid6(! to invite the

re~resent3tives af th~ fo11owinB States not members of the Committee to participate in

the meetin~s of the ~G Hoc \~orking Group: Justria, Denmark, finland, Greece, Ireland,

~orHay, Senesal and Spain.

'~. Thu Wor~in~ Group held 10 meetings bet~een lj ~ugust ana 13 September 1982.

"6. In addition to the cfrici'll documents of the Commi ttec: on Disarmament circulated

under item .l of its agenda, other documents were submitt,~d to th"! l~cl Hoc Working Group

during the 1982 session. These documents included the following:

Working p~p8r entitled 'Nuclear Test Ean', subQittLo by the Netherlands

(CD /}\TT8 /HP.1 and Corr.l)

Workin~ ~aper on international verification syste~s for a nucl~ar test ban,

submitted by Sweden (CD/NTB/W?2)

In addition, the S~cr~tari3t prepared a list of documents relntin~ to the question of

a nucle~r test ban, SUbmitted to the Conferenc8 of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on

Disqrmament, the Conf,':rr;;nc.:l of th<:'! Committee on Disarmament and the Committee en

Disarmament (CD/NTB/INf.l).

"7. On 17 {\U~ust 1982, the delep;ation of ~,orway demonstrated for members of the

it':! Hoc lTnr1c;.nr,r Grour; Cl pr-:>totype system f0r an int~rn:'\tion'3.l seismic data exchangtl

under 3 comprohensiv3 t0St bqn, using a low-cost micro-processor based system.

"Ill. SfJBST;'NTrm HORK DURING THE 1982 SESSION

"8. In carryin;,,: out its mandate, the !to Hoc \iorking Group bere in mind that, in

~ccordnnce with the decision of the Cummittee on Disarma~ent referred to in paragraph

l;.2.1 above, tho W,>r!':in8 r;rour 13hould t:3.ke account of :t11 existing proposals and

future initistives.

"9. It was generally recogniz"d th3t in the eX8.rnination of issues relating to

verification and cornpli~nce, consideration should he ~iv~n to all rel~vant asp~cts of

a nuclear test b'1n. In this conn0ction, a number of delee:r..tions Rrgul:1d, on the basis

of para~r~ph 31 of the fin~l Docu~ent of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that ~ meaninGful examination of issues

relating to verification and com~liance would only be rossiblc after agreement had been
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reaohed on the scope of a nuclear test ban trcnty. Oth~r delegations orr,ued thct it

was not necessary to reach agreement on 5CCP~; wory. could proceed on the b3sis of

cortain broad assumptions. Diff~rent vi~Ns w~re expressed on various fundamental

aspects of a nuclear teat ban. Some dalep;ations were Llf C;'\;; Vi0\'! that the worK of

the i\d Hoc ~lorking Group should be based on the Under!3tandin::: th:lt is::oues relating to

verifioation and compliance should he eX:lminclct as lpplied to 3 t~uaty "hich would

pro:1ibit all tdst explosions of nuclear He:lpOnS in any r;:nvironr;Jc;nt, I~(.;ulct be of unlimitt:Jd

duration, would provide for a solution, ncceptable to ~ll parties, of the problem of

underground nuclear explosions for peacdful purposes :md \wuld lncltK'e nmong its

participants all nuclear-weapon States. Othar d~legations, calling attention to the

preamble of the 1963 P~rtial Test Dan Treaty, considered that a treaty on a nuclear

test ban should aim at the gene~ul and complete cessation of nuclear··weapon tests by

all States in all environments for all time. In their viow, such a treaty should be

equitable and non-discriminatory so as to attract universal adherence and should

inolude a verification system that guaranteed equal access to all States. Still other

delegation~ held that any nucla~r test ban must necessarily cover both nuclear-weapon

t~sts and nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, anL that issues of verificatio~ ef

and compliance with such a ban should be examined as applied to ~ future treaty which

w~uld b~n all such explosions. Certain d~legation5 consid~red thAt this ban should

apply to all nuclear ~xplosions in all environments for Rll time. In this

conneC'ti\Jn, the vi\3w was also expressed that the imilortanc~ of poJ3ceful nuclear

explosions should not be underestimated. Sooe d~leeations suggesteJ that it was

neceBsary to give consideration to all possible methoas for the te~ting and

qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons, such as l~bor~tory tests and simulation

techniques. Other delegations recallod the repol't of tlli: Secret;u·y··Genel"al on a

comp:,ehensive nuclenr test ban (CD/:16) in which it Has statcct that lit can be

contond~d that a comprehensive test han could not cover l~berator'y tests because they

llr-e contained and not verifit'tble I. The viell WgS hOl'lever e'<!)resscd that mere recent

technological advances, especially in simulation techniques, h~ve added a n~w

~lmension to nucl~ar testing and qualitative improvement of nuclear arsenals.

Laborato~y tests, especially since these are Dot verifinble, provide an advantageous

edge to some States.

"10. It was not possible for the l".d Hoc \vorl<ing Group to reach agreement on a work

programme. A n~~ber of delegations strongly re~r~tted this and pointed out that the

lack of a work programme had only permitted the Porking Gr~up to have a general and

largely unstructured exchange of views on the 3ubject matter entrusted to it under
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its mandate. During the first part of the Working Group's prooeedings, efforts were

made to reaoh agreeoent on a programme of work based on the Chairman's proposal and

those from delegations. At the same time, there wa~ Rlso a general exchange of views

on basic questions relating to a nuclear test ben. In light of the absence of a

work programme, the Working Group follO\~ccl the oral suggestion of the Chairman and

devoted its last three substantive meetings to a continuation of the exchange of views

and focused on general aspects of the question of verification end compliance,

including the purpos~s, general requirements and effectiveness of verification, and on

various specific aspects, such as, international seismic monitoring, the question of

the need to consider atmospheric detection methods, the role of national technical

means, the role of on-site inspection, committeo of experts and procedures and

mechanisms 'for consultation and co-operation. A number of delegations stated that

their acceptance of this method of work was only a temporary measure to allow the

Working Group to proceed during this session. A number of other delegations were of

the view that, in spite of the absence of a formal ,"JOrk programme, the \oforking Group

had been able, under the guidC'..l1ce of the Chairman, to have a fruitful and streamlined

consideration of issues of verification of and compliance with a comprehensive test

ban in the exercise of its mandate.

"11. It was felt that in discharging its task, the Ad HOG '-lorking Group should draw

on the knowledge and experience that had been accumulated over the years in the

consideration of a comprehensive test ban in the successiv~ multilateral negotiating

bodies and in the trilateral negotiations.

"12. The examination of issues relating to verification and compliance covered

general aspects of the subjoct. Some delegations stated that the majority of

countries were oonvinced that the means of verification presently available W0re

sufficient to provide reasonable assurance of compliance with a nuclear test ban treat,y.

In this connection, they made reference to the statement of the United Nations

Secretary-General to the Conference of the Comnittee on Disarmament on 29 February 1972,

relating to a comprehensive test ban, in which the Secretary-General had, inter alia,

stated the following:

'I believe that all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem

have been so fully explored that only a political decision is no,"] necessary in

order to achieve final agreement ••••.••••••••.•••••• 8 ••••••••••••••••••••••••

'¥.hen one takes into account the existing neans of verification by seismic

and other methods, and the possibilities provided by international procedures of

verification such as consultation, inquiry and Whf.t has come to be known as

'verification by Challenge' ~~ 'inspection by invitation', it is-difficult to

understand further delay in achieving agre8ment on an underground test ban.

-23-



In the libht ef all these cvnsiderations, I share the inescapable conclusion

that the potential risks ~f continuing underground nuclear weapon tests would

far outweigh a~ possible risks from ending such tests.' (cc.o;Pv.545,
29 FebTUary 1972)

Other ualegations st~ted that th0 adequacy ~f verification was not simply ~ question

o~ yield or dete~tion level nor wa& it something that could be defined collectively.

Rather it is based on a combination of factors ~d is determined by each state

individually based on its national interests.

"13. Some delegations, while recognizing that it was important to clarify technical

problems connected with verification of a nu~lear test b&~ treaty, held that at some

point a political decision should be taken, for, otherwise, there would be n danger

that, as in the past, the questivn of verification would be used as a smoke-screen to

c?ver up the lack of political will and delay indefinitely the conclusicn of a

comprehensive test ban treaty.

"l~. Some delegations held that those delegations which felt that there were still

obstacles to be surmounted should point ~ut wh~t those ~bsta~les ~Iere. Certain

specific queries were addressed to the nuclear-weapon states that had been engaged

in the trilateral negotiations relating to the existing means of verification anq
those proposed under an international seismic data exchange system, in particular

the speoific technical parameters of what, in their view, wo~d constitute adequate

verifioationq The three nuclear-weapon States were also asked to specif,y what ~ere

the 'important areas where substantial wvrk [llad] still to be uone', as stated in

p~~graph 2; of the 'Tripartite Repcrt to the Coomittee on Disarmament' (CD/130).
1115. One of the parties to the trilateral negotiations noted that it shared the

conviction that the existing means of verification were adequate to assure compliance

with a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon teats. It

explained that, as far as verification on a multilateral basis was concerned, agreement

had been reachpd in the trilateral negotiations and that the outstanding questions

were those mentioned in paragraphs 12 and 22 of the Tripartite Report.

·~6. The other t~IO participants in the trilateral ne,gctiations reiterated the statement

contained in paragraph 23 of the Report. They also pointed out that it could not be

presumed that all te~hnical problems had been solved. In their view, conclusions

relating to the capabilities of the verification systc' could only be reached when

the characteristics of the system were known, but, as yet, there was no agreement on

the precise parameters of such a system nor was such a system in existence. Beyond
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that, they noted that the conduct cf nu:lear eX~l~sions, regardless of yield or

ostensible purpose, could provide we~pons-related benefits. They, therefore, argued

that' the question of adequucy could not be looked 'lt as a questicn of r.1erely

establishing an 'adequate' detection level in terms ef yi31~ af nu:lear explosions.

In their opinion, a det9rminaticn of adequacy involved a whole complex of issues

and was a matter for politi~~l decision by each Government in li&ht of its national

requirements and the circumstances ~revailinG ~t the ti~8 the decision was called for.
n
17. In connection 1I.l i th the above cOr.1r.1sntG, some delegations t:lade the fo11ollJing

observations. First, it ~as said that it coulu not be argued thr,t the characteristics

of the verification system ~ere, as yet, ~~o~n fer they had ~l~e~dy been specified

in great detail in the first tW0 reports of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts

to consider international co-operative measures to cetect ~d identify seismio

events (CCD/553 ~n Corr.l, CCD/558/Add.l ?~d Corr.l and G~/43 and Add.l). Secondly,

it ~'as pointed out that the question of wh~t would ~onstitute an 'adequate' ~etection

level in terms of yield of nuclear explosions, had been raised because those t"IQ

nuclear-weapon States had consistently held in the p~st tlwt that question was crucial

to the conclusion Qf a nucle2.r tEst b?J1 treaty. Thirdly, tii.c t\rIO nuclear-\rleapon

States ~ere asked to explain wh?.t ~as the whole comDlEx of issuc2 involved in a

determination of ?deq~cy. Finally, it ~jas pointed But that the required political

decision had to be taken on the basis of certain objective and mutually aoce~ted

norms and it should be the task of the \~orking Group to develop such norms.

"18. other delegations reiterated the.t th~' system Pr.0lJOsed by the Ad Eoc Group of

Scientifio Exp~rts was not in oper~tion. In response to tr~s observation, it was

argued that since the specific characteristics of the proposed system wera already

known it was not necessary to £~lait its being put into cperation in order to

dete~ine its capabilities.

"19. Some delegations, referring to the purposes and general requirements of

verification, held that any verification system should provide confidence that the

Parties observed their treaty obligations, deter them from oonducting clandestine

activities contrary to the treaty and counteract UTlfounded sUGpioion about naturally

occurring events. These delegations further oonsidered that technical and political

requirements to satisfy those three tasks might be quite different and tl1at although

some techl'1ical capabilities of a verification systeT:l could be agreed upon, it "Ias

diffioult to asSess the overall capabilities and the adequacy of any verification

system ~ithout knowing the political requirements of individual countries. These
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delegations, therefore, suggested th~t it was neither possible nor necessary to make

a S6neral assessment of the adequacy of verification systems and that such assessment

ahould be made on n nRtion~l basis in light of national political requirements.

The need to demonatrate the ,politicRl will~d firm co~citment necess~ry for the

fulfilment of treaty obligations wa~, however, stressed.

"20. Som~ delegations pointed 0ut th~t, due to u varioty ~f factors, different

countries had different possibilities to monitor complianc2 with a nuclear test ban

by natio~.l technical means alone and that ?~ international verification system

should serve to even out such differences. Other d&le~tions aeemed that.a

combination of national technical means, international exchange of seismic data

~d other measures of international co-operation, such as, procedures for ccnsult~tion

and co-operation and on-site inspection 'by challenge' in case of suspicious events,

\-/ould provide adequate means 'Jf verification. As noted earlier, some delegations

felt that the verification system of a ~u:lear test ban treaty sho~d app~ equally

to all St~tes and provide ~qual ~ccess to all. In that connectio~, it was suggested

that clarification should bo provided to the points raisea in document CD/ISI and

in the synthesis, prepared by the Secret~riat, of the discussions in the Committee on

Disarmament ?n agenda items 1 c~d 2 durin6 the infornal oeetings devoted to those

items in ~rarch and April 19S1 (CD/illr .SUNM/l) •

"21. The diacussLm also c?vered specific aspects of the Questicn of verification

and compliance, as set forth below.

"22. Reference v/as made to the \!ork of the A,l H~c Group of Scientific Experts to

consid~r international co-operative measures to detect and identif.y seismic events.

rtention \/as also made of the co-operati v€ saismic tJoni toring measures envisaged in

the trilateral negotiatione, as outlined in the TripRrtite Report, including the

establishment of an internationul exchange of seismic data and the setting up of a

~0fQmi ttee of experts. ~ome c:el:o>gations \!ere of the vie\., tha.t the establishment of

en international system for the exchange of s0ismic data was G task of the highest

priority. In their \'i(;):!, 3uch P. system should be in pl'3.ce before a comprehensive

test ban treaty entared into force. Other delegations considered that the s;)rstem

should be set up in connection ':i th a comprehensive test ban treaty anc after such

a. treaty had entered into force. Some delegations felt that in the ir.Jplemeqtation

of the system account should be tp.ken of advanced ~vnil~ble scientific and

technological developments. They pointed out that, otherWise, those countries that

~ould have to depend on the services ~f the international seismic data exchange

system, would not have equal access to all the ave.ilable information. ether delegations
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elegations

argued trult for the system to be accessible to all parties it should be based on

widely used technology which ~ll parties could afford. In addition, sorne delegations

caintained that there ,"as 1'\ close relationship between political negotiations on a

nucler>.r test b?.n treaty and technicnl Hork on a verification system and that the

lattp.r should not be cnrried out as if it were an open-ended exercise that could go

on indefinitely so ~s to take account of every scientific ~d technological advance.

Furthermore, these delegations felt th~t, as noted earlier, the basic elements of

an international system for the ex::h~~ge of seisoic dnta were alr~ady contain0d in

the first t~o reports of the ~d Res Group of Scientifio Experts. L number of

deleg:3.tions sugg-ested that C'::;nsideration shodd be given to the ins titutional aspects

of an international seismic monitoring system and attention was dru~n to the

illustrative list of subjects contained in do~ument cn!95. In the opinion of various

other delegations, it would not ~e appropriate far the Working Group to undcrt~~e

the consideration of such subjects ~t this time.

11 23 • Different views were expressed 00ncerning the need to examine methods for thG

detection of airborne radio~ctivity. Sooe delegations h21d thLt a nuclear test ban

should include an integrateJ international mor~toring system, comprising atmospheric

as well as seismic detection methods. In trwt connection, it was suggested that the

mandate of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts should be broadened to include the

examination of atmospheric detection methods. Other delegations felt that there ~~1S

no need to revise the mandate of the Ad H0C Group of Scientifio Experts. In this

view, it Was unnecessary to devote attention to verific~tion issues relating to tests

within the scope of the prohibitions contained in the Partial Test Ban Treaty, since

coopliance with that Treaty :had not given riGe to probbms in the nearly 20 years it

had been in force.

1i24. A suggestion "inS made that under a ne", 2.I1d broader manda.te, the Ad Hoc Group of

Scientific Experts should be subordinated to the Ad Hoc Working Group established

under item 1 of the agenda of thE: Committee r,n Jisarml:'.l!lent. Some delegations stated

that the Gurrent link bet.ieen the Committee on Disarrnai:iC'l'lt c.nd the Ad Hoa Group of

Scientific Experts should be waintained.

"25. Ui th respect to national tt3cr..nical means,. SO:!lC delegations referred to ·the

relevant sections of th~ ~ripartite Report. In their opinion, national seismi~

s~ations,would actually be the basis of the ~~ole verifio~tion systc~, 3ince these

stations ~lould provide the data on ",hich j;;;.dgmr:mts as to \lhether or not 2. ba.n ,",'il.S

being observed by the pa.rties would be made. In addition to this, ~~ international

exchange of seismic data. a.s \-]ell as other intern<'l.tionF...l co-operative measures ,,]ould
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give all parties ample opportunities to tnk~ part in the verific~tion process.

Other delegations held th."lt n::'.tionn.l technL'\l me~s i1.1cn::J \·h?r.~ n?t 'lde~1U3.t€ fc:!.'

the effective verification of a nuclear test b'lI~'J1\~ th"1t, ."1.:) note-.] c"lrlier, given

the di!ferenc~s in th~ national tecpni\~l u~pnbilities "f Stut~~ to monit~r

compliance with su~h n ban, an internationul verifi~ati2n ~Y3~em thnt pr~viueJ

equal access to all parties wn.s n0\1dod to help r0t.i~~C' a:::'iIICl,:::r::. ": 01' tc~hnL',l

inequalities, thus oree.ting the rE~quif:'itc vmfidenue that the b::.n Wi'l.3 being c.:omplied

~ith by all parties.

"26. Concerning on-si te inspections, some ch)log.:ltions \JGre of th.: vil~\'! that provisi0n

for such inspections coulu be made on ;1, voluntary onsi:; L~bng "the lines of the

procedure set forth in the '1'rip~rtite Report. .H the:: san;! tit:}o, these cl elegations

stressed that such inspections \vould not ~ud ouch to t,1(' ~flpabili t;y 01 the

verification system. OthQr delegati~ns emphasized the i~p0rtnnc0 of on-site

inspeotion to clarify the nature of ?C1biguous events P.-l1d contended that p::'C'vision

for on-si te inspection on " volunte..ry basis only \'Iould be insuffi.)icnt t.) build

confidence and to develop IUl effective: verifi::'!.han sys tern.

"21. With respect to procedures for consultution and cc-opGration, scme delcg~tions

pointed to the prooedures envisagod in the tril~ter~l n8g0ti~tiuns RS outlined in

the Tripnrtite Report. A SUt1Bestion \Ins m~de that, in ~dJition to arr?Jlgements

tor bila. tera1 and mul tilt'l. terftl consul t£'oticns among P:lrtic3, provision should be made

in a nuol~ar test ban trel'l.ty for the cGtF\blishLlent of tl-JO '::OC1~litte('s. One N::uld be

a technica.l body entrusted vii th the task, intor e.li~., of overseeinG the ~p€:mtion of

the international verifioation system and of solVing any technical problem that

might arise in the operation of that system. The other \'~'u1'1 be a consult•• tiv8

oommi ttee \lh.i.ch ",ould serve as r.. forum for poli tier..l di~c·.lssions L'f issues related

to the implementation of the treaty, including its 'ierific<J.tion. Another vim·J \J0.8

expressod to the offeet tlw.t experience regnrdint; the ir.:plomer.t;::.ticn 0f 0xiGting

multilateral treaties in tho field of arms limi ta tion ::md ,.uS<l.rm::l.C1ent innicated

that it Was not neoessary to set up tVJO C('l:lI;;i ttoes. According tC' this vie\~, in the

case of n nuclear test ban treaty ~ cOwmittee ef eXp6rts, ns envisaged in tho

trilateral negotiations, would suffice.
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"28. Some delE'g'oti.Jtls e:ll:prC):3sco. t1h' Vi8'''' t~at the possibility of bringing complaints

to the Security Council Hould providE' ;:m odditional guarantee of compliance with a,

nuclear test ban treflty. Other delegation3, referring t.o the e>.-perience with

certain multilateral di:i'C'rm8l:lI'mt acre(~r:l·:mt1:', ~,wel t on the shortcomings of a

complaints procedure tl:a t ,,,a3 lini te ol 1;0 recourfOe to the Security Council.

"29. Some delegatione drew [!tt('n~ion to the ,possit:", !\31evance of arrangements

bet,,,een 1.'''0 nl" ::;;:,re parties to [1 nuclear te~1; ban treoty and commented that such

arrangements could provide 8dditicnal 8fOsurance of compliance and serve as a

confidence-building mea.sure.

"30. Delegations also e~:prensecl views on the ma'1date of the M Hoc '"forking Group.

Some delegations held that the mandate ~ms ini'ldequate in thet it did not provide

for negotiaticns leading to the c:1nclusion of a nucleor test ban treaty. In the

view of thet:'l? delegation~, the Horking Group should use the time available to it in

1982 so as to enable the Cot'1l'ri tt,~e on :Disarmament to give it a. broader mandate a.s

envisaged in the Committee's decision on the establishment of the Working Group.

Other delegations disagreed ",i th thi:= view end believed thL'lt the Working Group should

proceed with substantive discussions based on its mandate without prejudice to any

future decision regardingtbE mondate of the Working Group. Some delegations

observed that, while the ma.ndate was unsa~;isfactory, it provided an opportunity for

making a start towards the rerolution of vGrification problems in preparation for

future negotiationE'. Still other clE'l€gation~ expressed the vie\-T that the mandate

did not preclude negotiations leading to the conclusion of a nuclea.r test ban

+'reaty especially since the mandate directed the \'!orking Group to take into account

all existing proposals and future initiatives. It wae pointed out by one

delegation that, although it wo:: not prepflred to negotiatE' a comprehensive test ban

treaty at this time, it desirec', to undertak<,~ substanti,re discussions on

verification and compliance issues. Some delega.tions regretted that in the

opinion of this delegation the time was not propitious for negotiations on a

nuclear test ban and felt that the Horking Group fOhould not be used as a cover for

the unwillingness to con.::lude a treat;), en the complE:te and general prohibition of

nuclear-weapon tetlt(;. 'rhe 8ttenti011 of that particular delegation ~.s dra."m by

other delegations to the Partifll Test Ban Trea.ty of 1963, in whose preamble i".;

is stated 'seeking to aohieve the (~.isconti.nuence f)f all test explosions of nuclea.r

wea.pons for all time, determined to continue negotia tions to this end, ancl desiring

to put en end to the cont8r.rin8tion of man's envirorunent by radioactive subcta,nces',

and they expressed the viFJ':' tht't this constituted n legal commitment. That

delegation was esked hO'11 it reconciled being a party to tha,t Treaty ",ith the

position it had now t'3ken. That del~{sation etCltE'ci. tha.t it clid not Cl.ccept the
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f.lsoertion that it ht'd violatod 10£<,1 treaty cOl:lr.\itr.\ents. It, therefore, statod

its intention to respond fully to "that assertion. Some de]"~gCitions held the view

that the Working ~~ro'llP had complctlJd the s~\bst[lntive exsminE'tion of iS8u\:ls rdating

to verification and oompliDncc ond t}wt, thcrufnru, th~ Cor.unittee should revise

without delay the nandate of th0 Working Group with Cl view to enablinr, it to

negotiate on a treaty prohibiting all nucle[lr-woDpon tests, having in ~ind that this

is a question of the highest priority and t8king into account all existing proposals

and future initiatives. In th~ view of oth0r delegations, D revision of the nandate

wc)s not called for under present circ1.U:1stances; considerable work still renained to

be done in resolving various iosues relating to verification ond complianco because,

inter alia, the Working Group hDd not been able to \vork 011 the \'oasis of a structured

progral~e. Several delegations pointed out that they had accepted the terms of the

present nandate only because they wore persuaded that the explicit reference to the

need to take into account existing proposals and future initiatives and to the

adoption of a decision by the Conmitteo on Disarmanent on subsuquent courses of

action, should necessarily be interpreted as neaning that the Group's mandate should

be broadened, as req~ired by those propos8ls Dnd initiatives, not in the indefinite

future but at a very early elate."

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arns Race and Nuclear DisarmaDent

43. The item on the agenda 8ntitlod "Cessation of the Nuclear Arns Rece and Nuclear

Disarmament" was considered by the COll\T:littee, in accordance "Iith its progranme of

work, during the periods from 24 February to 5 I~rch and from 16 to 20 Au~ust.

44. The following documents were submitted to the Conmittee in connection with the

item during the 1982 session~

(a) Docm~ent CD/238t dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Venezuela, entitled "Statement on the cons,~qu(mces of the use of nuclear \wapons".

(b) Document CD/256, dated 5 lfurch 1982, subnitted by the delegations of the

Geman Democratic Republic and Hungary, entitled ''Working Paper: Non-stationing of

nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at

present".

(c) Docmaent CD/259, dated 12 }furch 1982, submitted by the delegation of the

German Democratic Republic, entitled "Draft mandates for ad hoc working gro,ups on a

nuclear test ban, and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament".

(d) Document CD/268, dated 26 &rch 1982, subnitted by the delegation of tho

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Pert of the statenent by

Mr. L.1. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central COmLlittee of the Communist Party

of the Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Suprene Soviet of the USSR,

to the seventeenth Congress of Trade Unions of the USSR.
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(e) Document CD/269, dated 29 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of

the Federal Republic of Germar.y, entitled llText of a decision taken by the

Federal German Government on 17 March, on the present state of the INF negotiations

and Genera.l Se(:';::-etu? Brezhnev's proposals ll
•

(f) Document CD/273, dated 6 April 1982, submitted by the delegatlonof

India, entitl~d IlMote of the Permanent Representative of India to the United Nations

in Net" York ·to the Secret£l.ry-Gereral of 'the United Nations in response to

General ASDem~ly re501utions 36/81 A and B pertaining to the second special session

of the General Asse:nbJ.y devoted to disarmament",

(g) Documant CD/282, dated 19 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Mexico, entitled IlHorking papei~ containing the te~:t of the opinion of the

Government of ~oxico on the pr3ventiG~ of nuclear war, transmitted to the

Secretary-General of the United Nations in accordance with the invitation extended

by the General Assembly in its resolution 36/81 B of 9 Decembc~ 1981".

(h) Docuoent CD/293 an1 CCl'r,l, d3tcd 1 Juna 1982, prepared by the secretariat

at tIle request. (lf the Clldirman of the CO!l'mittee (CD/PV .116), entitled "Tabulation

of proposals concerning nuclear diso.rmament made between the establishment of the

United Nations and the ccnvening of the fi~st special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disartr.an.ent 11.

(i) Docume:lt CD/295, datp.d 23 J~ly 1982, submitted by the delegation of

India, entitIed IID1~aft Convention on the P;~ohibition of the Use of Nuclear ~"eapons".

(j) Documel~~ CD/309: dated 11 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of

India, entitled !IDraft m~ndate for ~j~~. Working Group on P~eventicn of Nuclear War,

under item 2 of th~ agenda of t.he COinmitt(.~ on Disarmament ll •

(k) Document CD/314, ~3ted 19 ~ugust 1982, submitted by the delegation of

the Union of Soviet Socialist Repu::>lics, er/c.i tl"d "Message fromL. I. Brezhnev.,

General Secre~ary of th~ Central Commj.ttee of the Communist Party of the

Soviet Union and Precident of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR to

the second special se~sion of the Gener~1 ARsembly devoted to disarmament".

(l) Docum8r.t CDI3~7, clat~d8 Sept-:mbel' 1982, submitted by the delegation of

the Polish People's Republic, entitled "The Dangers of Nuclear War: Declaration

of the Pugwash Movement and 97 Nobel Laureates, issued at the 32nd Pugwash Conference

held in Warsaw, Poland, from 26 to 31 August 1982".
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50.
45. In accordance with its programme of work for the period of 2-16 February,

which included the consideration of the question of the establishment of subsidiary

bodies on agenda items, the Committee held, early in t!1e first part of the session

and SUbsequently, some informal m~etin~~ ·on the establi~hment of an ad hoc workinr

group under agenda item 2, "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear

Disarmament", as \olell as proposals submitted under this itelil.

46. An account of the Committee's consideration of the a~enda 'item since 1979,
includill8 the first part of the 19132 session, \o.'as contained in para6raphs 41-50

of the Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session

of the General Assembly devoted to 'disarmament. (CIi/292 '-l11r. G"fl'.1-3)

47. In accordance with. ·the progralllme of Nork for the second part of the 1982 session,

the Committee oonsidered th~ estahlishment of various subsidiary bodies under item 2

of the agenda between 3 and 6 August, as well as subsequently. Those proposals

before the Committ~e for consideration were contained in documents CD/IBa tabled by

the Group of 21, CD/219 submitted by a,;roup of SOGi~list countries, CD/259 tabled

by the German Democratic Republic, and CD/309 submitted by India.

48. The Committee considered the above-mentioned proposals and reached the

conclusion trj""t there \~as no consensus at present for the establishment of ad hoc

working groups for the purpose of undertakin~ multilateral negotiations in

conformity with the specific proposals presented by their sponsors. However,

possibilities w~ll continue to be explored for reachinr, agreement on a negotiating

role for the Committee, bearing in mind the hi6h priority accorded by the Final

Document of the first special session of ~he Ge~er~l Assemb'.y devoted to disarmament

to "Cessation of the nuclear arms race anri nucieal'" disarmament".

'~9. There have been continued exchane,:es of vie\ols on the pt-e··requisites and

elements for multi~ateral ne60tiations under this item as well as on related

issues and concepts concerning nuclear weapons, and it is expected that these

e~:changes will be oontinued further. The question of prevention of nuclear \~ar

has been th~ subject of earnest and intensive discussion, and its importance and

ur~ency are readily acknowledged. No consensus was reached on a proposal to set

up an Ad Hoc Uorking Group on Prevention of Nuclear Par (CD/309) under item 2 of

the Co~mittee's agenda. The Committee agreed to hold further informal

consultations on this topic.
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50. fI numb:!r of dele~at.io.1s made proposals for the commencement of multilateral

neGotiation~ on the cessation of nuclear arms rdce and nuclear disarmament and

proposed the establisl1!:lent of a corresponding ad hoc vlorking group. They proposed

t("> elaoorate ond adopt a '3t:lr';l"by. ·:t::,~'c n:c'n,' di:3~I:"r..al:1ent progl"a.nme. In thif!,

connection they Imderli.ned Lhat the idea of l':)ut'.Ial freeze "n nuclear al'senals, '

as a first step tOl~al"ds the::'!' l"educ'ion a"d, (.'ventually, their complete elimination,

\'lac.. clos\' to the:'..r point of vie'". They advocated on approach accordinB; to \'lhich

efforts leadin!.,: to nucleal' disarmament should be exerted in sevp.ral areas at once.

Thus they ar~ued in favcur of hol~iinr- multilateral negotiations in addition to the

l>ilateral tallcs suc.:, as t.1C uegotiations nOI-l taking place between the Union of

Soviet Socialist Rep'.Iblics and the llnitCld State:; of America on the lililitation and I
reduction of strategic a~m3 and on the limitation and reduction of nuclear arms

in Europe. They emphasized their readin~ss to agree to the total elimination of

all nuclear weapons - strate~ic, mptiium-rang€ and tactical - provided, of course,

that all the nuclear Pcwers participate. These States, including one nuclear..

weapon State, drev' the attent:l.on of the' Committee to the unilateral pledge made

by that nuclear-weapon St~te not tc be the first to use nuclear weapons,

reiteratnd the hir,h priority of meosures to pl"eVent. nuclear war, and supported

a proDosal tC'1 establish an Ad Hoc l~orl<:inc; Group to undertake ne13otiations on

appropriate and practicnl measures for the prevention of nuclear war. In this

connection an appeal was aridresl~ed to those nuclear-weapon States which have not

yet done so to seriously ~onsider the possibility of pledginB not to be the first

to use nuclear III apons. These States exrressed thei\~ :::onCI~rn over dangerous

concepts such as first strike, limited or protracted nuclear war, etc., and

pOlnted out that a nucle:ar Har could mean the clestrllotion of human civilization

and of life on earth. In tha~ connection they expre3sed their support for

prohibition of the use of the nucleal~ weapon as Hell as for banning the nuclear

neutron !'leapOn and for non ..deployment. of nUC1(!al" \veapons on the t~rritories of

States where there are no such l'Ieapons at present.

51. It was considered by a nuwbel~ of dele~atiorlc that the non-f1rst~use

declaration made by one 11Ucleai"-\~eapon State at the second special session of

the General Assembly d~v~tect to disarmament, to~ethcr with the similar declaration

"'hich ",as made by another nuclear~"leapon State nearly tlVO decades ago and
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reiterated at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament, offer an avenue to decrease the danger of nuclear war. They also

believed that tile Boal of an agreement on the non~first-use of nuclear weapons

should actively be pursued.

52. A number of delegations reaffirmed the position of their States that none

of their weapons, nuclear or conventional, will ever be used exceot in response

to armed attack. It was considered by some deleeations that the goal of an

agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear weapons could only be effectively pursued

in co~nection with measures to eliminate the prevailing imbalance in conventional

weapons between the East and the West.

53. The Group of 21 reiterated their well-known position that nuclear wenpons

should hever be used nor the threat of use of nuclear ~7eapons be held against

non-nuolear-weapon States.

54. '~ile recognizing their special responsibility for nuclear d1sarmament, some

nuclear-weapon States are of the opinion that suitable conditions do not exist

at present for undertaking multilateral negotiations in the Committee as a whole

on nuclear disarmament. They shared the concerns, voiced by many delegations,

regarding the dangers of nuclear war. They drew attention to their replies to

the Secretary-Gen~ral in response to resolution 36/81 B of the General Assembly

and reiterated their view that the prevention of nuclear war cannot be separated

from the general question of nuclear disarmament; nor can it be separated from

consideration of the prevention of all wars and the requirements of security.

In their view an appropriate degree of mutual trust and confidence among the

nuclear-weapon States is essontial for the success of lleeotiations on nuclear

disarmament. To that end they believe that in the first instance ne80tiations

on nuclear arms limitation and reduction should be undertaken by nuclear-weapon

States and they drew attention to the importance of the bilateral talks now taking

place between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics on intermediate range nuclear forces and strategic arms reduction.

They also consider that nuclear disarmament should be an inte~ral part of a

general process of disarmament, includinF, conventional weapons and armed forces.

55. One or those nuclear-weapon States added that it could only take part in the

negotiations when the reduction of arsenals of the two main powers, the qualitative

and quantitative limitation of the defensive strategic systems that could one day

neutralize nuclear deterrence, and significant progress in the reduction of

conventional imbalances in Europe have created the appropriate conditions.
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56. A number of delegations, while generally endorsing the point of view stated in

paragraph 54, also stressed the urgenoy of their preoccupation with the question of

appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. They pointed

ou~ that the subject had to be placed in the gener~l context of war prevention.

While they expressed their preparedness to discuss the issue further, they alsO!

underlined that substantive additional clarification, inter alia concerning the

agenda item to which it would pertain, was necessary to define the subject matter in

a suitable manner. In response to this request for clarification it was stated that

the proposal for undertaking negotiations cn appropriate aod practical measures for

the prevention of nuclear-war -was notpro-jected as a"substitute for multilateral

oegotiatiol.s on nuclear disarmament, but rather as a means to adopt oertain i~T.ediate

and urgent measures to reduce the risk of nuclear war which would place in jeopardy the

very survival of mankind.

57. One nuclear weapon State reaffirmed the view that the two States with the largest

nuclear arsenals should immediately ha~t their nuclear arms race, cease the qualitative

improvement and substantially reduce the quantity of their nuclear arsenals so as to

create appropriate conditions, in ,~hich the other nuclear weapon States could

undertake obligations for the reduction of their own nuclear weapons. It endorsed the

view that the use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited pending nuclear disarmament

and reiterated its position that it would, at no time and under no ciroumstances, be

the first to use nuclear weapons and that it unconditionally undertook not to use or

threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapon States. It supported the

proposal for the ~~tting up of an ad hoc ~orking group under item 2.

58. The Group of 21 is of the view that multilateral negotiations ~n the Committee,

in addition to the bilateral and regional negotiating process, are essential, as

cessation of the nuclear arms race and the prevention of nuclear war are of vital

concern for the security of a:l States and the survival of mankind. Their position

is without prejudice to the special responsibility borne by nuclear weapon States for

bringing about nuclear disarmament. The group also considers tha> _~ltilateral

negotiations could make a positive contribution to the relaxation lf international

tensions. While acknowledging the usefulness of negotiations among nuclear weapon

States, in its opinion all States have the right to pa·:ticip~te in negotiations on

nuclear disarmament in order to reduce and remove the fqnger of any war in whioh

nuclear weapons might be used, since its consequences would be global and irremediable.

The Group of 21 renewed its proposal on the establishment of an ad hoc working group

of the Committee to undertake multilateral negotiations on the elaboration of the

stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the

first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, but its

proposal did not obtain the consensus of the Committee. The Group of 21
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emphasized its position that the mandate for the Working Group 0n itcm 2 proposed by

the Group in dooument CD/lBO was in no way prejudioial to the position of any of the

nuolear-weapon States and henoe the opposition of oertain nuclear powers to the

establishment of the Working Group was net justified at ~ll. It has also strongly

su~vortea the proposal (CD/309) for a working group tc undertake negotiations on

appropri~te and praotioal measures for the prevention of nuolear war, since its

oonsideratiun would enable the Committee to reaoh agreement on conor€te and urgent

measures in the oontext of nuclear disarmament.

C. Effective International Arrangement[, to Assure
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or
Threat of Use of Nuclear '-le-apons

59. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to assure

non-nuolear-weapon States against the use or threat C'f use of nuclear weapons" was

considered by the Committee, in accord~nce with its programme of work, during the

periods from 8 to 12 March and from 2 to 3 September.

60. The Committee had before it the following new documents in connection with the

item:

(a) Document CD/27S, dated 7 April 1982, sub~itted by the delegatiC'n of China,

entitled '~orking Paper on Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear

Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use (If Nuclear Weapons".

(b) Dooument CD/280, dated 14 April 1982, entitled "Statement of the Group of 21

on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon states against

the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons".

(c) Document CD/32l, dated 27 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Franoe, entitled '~orking Paper on effective international arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons"

(presentation of the new position of the Frenoh Government on the question of

negative seourity assuranoes)e

61. In acoordance with the Committee's decision at its 156th plenary meeting on

18 February 1982, as contained in dooument CD/243, the Ad Hoc Wor~ing Group on

Effeotive International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the

Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons waS re-established on the basis of its

former mandate, to continue to negotiate with a vie"1 to reaching agreement on

effeotive international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
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the .,0 H~~c '.Norkin€," Gro'L<p 'loule1 re"'ort to the COr:1!':i ttcc: on tl:e progress of its

\'Jerk [.,f"re the c.::nclusi·'n en' tl:C' fJ.rn ;1art ,:1 th€ 1~132 ~<:ssiC'n, in vie,~ of the

cCT:vo?ning ':f t!1E' secQnd sT't'c i 1 "',~;!," i 'n "r t~'e L>'nr ~·.-·l.sGembly devoted to

·1 iSrtrr.:ament.

t? ,.t its 157tl1 rle:'~1ry m.'. tin,;' ,'1: 2; .."ctl'U.::;.r;y· 1~"3::, the Committee decided to

Ticrninate thE' rcpresento.tiv<:' : l' I-etkisb.n :ts Ghairt:13.n ()f the ~l.d Hac 1.~orking Group_

6"). A.s a result e,f it::; delibcl';,ticns, t;1C _~(1 l~,:c \Jerking Group submitted a special

]''''T'ort to the CGmmittcc (dC'cun~cnt (,D/285), ..hiei! c·:--ntn.ins an account of the

substantive ncgotbti0ns cluring the 1)79, l:~IJO and lS'Bl session:.>, as 'lell as the

f'ird part 0f thE' 1~)R2 :3E'ssi·"ln Qf the COllEli ttee. The statement made by the

Ch3.irman of the g Hor. \/orkinr.: GrouT' on the occ3sion of the cubmission of the

l'c,ort is containp,~ in 0oeUl;:ent CD/290. _i. tits 17;1'0. plenary meetin,; on

21 April 1982 the C,Jn~mittet' udcptec the suecbl '['eport of the lid Hoc \·lorking Group,

",!hich is :':on integral pF'.rt of thl.' Special Rep;)rt c.r the Committce en Disarmament

to the second special session (r the General ..ssenblJr devoted to disarmament.

64. At the comn:encem€nt of the second TJ"lrt ,lf the 1982 session, the representative

r.,;f Pakistan, '4h0 is Chairm[tn 0f the Uorking Group, rec£1.lle(, in :l statement before

t.he plenary that t.h~ Group ·:1f 21 in dQcument CD/280 had inter alia expressed the

vie",' "that further negotb.tions in t;1e Ad Hoc Horking Group r:m this item are

urllikely t...., J:.F rxui tful s() lonG as "he l'Juclear-,!eapcn States do not exhibit a

.~('-nuine pnli ticDl ~lill t,~ rf'3ch <J satisfactcry agreerlent l1
• 'l'he Group of 21 had

11 therefore , urge'- the nuclear-",cm?on StaJ-es concerned to rQview their policies

aml to present revised p'~sit.i.ons on "he subject t~l ~j.o second Special Session l1
•

He: stated tbqt 11 3.t tl',(' sI',:ci::'..l session ther+.? \IaS no response nt all to these

~"ncerns rf the Group of 21 fror.l 'hJ':'~,f the nuclear-Heapon States concerned, and

that. the "u'rk on t.hio i tern har l r'C?nc;Je(1 n.n impasse".

65. Raving t:iken not" of t.h'.' nbcwe-Ulentioned assessment of the state of

Tie::rotiatic.!1s, i ~ 'las gen,?raIIy undcrsto;)l1 that the \loJ'king Group ,·/ouId not hold

any 1nel?tin[,s eluring th.: flc:cond half ('f 1902.

66. One c1elpg'aticm di~,agre('rJ '.Ii th the asseE'sment of the state of negotiations

p.xpresse.d in CD/280 aml '.Tith thr: vi ew: eXjlres::JGd by the representative of Pakistan,

s.nd st8t.ed it 118d beerl pr'eparen to resume ,,(Irk on the issue.
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D. Chemit¥l \·Je.:.ponD

61. The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical \"leapons" \IUS considered by the

Committee, in accor<lance with ita pro~r::J:Ullc of work, durin~ the pl:riods from

22 to 26 March and from 9 to 13 AuguB t.

68. The Committee had before i t th(~ follC'1'Jing 0')\"1 docur.J0nts submi ttcd durine its

1982 sess10n in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/244, datod 18 Febru~ry 1982, submitteu by the uelc~~tivn jf the

Uni ted Kingdom of Great Britain and N~rthern Ireland, entitled tn.Jorkine Paper on

Verification and the Nonitoring of Compl i:.mcoJ in n CheI:li(~al \'!eapons Convention".

(b) Dooument CD/253, dated 25 FebrU1\ry 1982, submitted b,y the deleB~tion of the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Tass statoment of 19 February 1982".

(c) Document CD/258 and Corr.l, dated 9 ~brch 1982, submitted by the delegations

of :Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hung.::ry, Noneolia, Pol:mcl

and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "\vorking Pc:.per: Binury \.eapons

and the problem of effective prohibition of chemical weapons ll
•

(d) Document CU/263, datod 22 ~mrch 1982, submitted by Finl~nd, entitled

'~orking Paper on the Rel~tion of Verification to the Scope of a Ban on Chemical

Warfare Agonts ll •

(e) Document CO/264, dated 23 March 1982, submitted by the deleg~tion of the

United States of America, entitled "The United Stutes Programme to Deter Chemical

Warfare ll •

(f) Document GD/265, dated 24 ~Iarch 1982, submitted by the delegation of the

Federal Republic of Germany, entitled I~orking Papor on Principles Gnd Rules for

Verifying Compliance \'Iith a Chetlical 'deapons Conventio.,".

(g) Document CV/?66, dated 24 Murcll 1982, submitted by the delegation of

YugoslL1.via, entitled "Horking .eapor: Binnry we:l.pons anel tho !,roblem of their

definition and verification ll •

(h) Document CD/270, dated 31 March 1982, submitted by the delcf,'~,.tions of

Indonesia and the Netherland s, entitled ,r1)ostruction of o.bout 45 t.or.e

of mustard agent ~t Batujajar, Wcst-J::wa., Indonesia".

(i) Document CD/27I, dated 1 April 1982, submitted by 1;he delegations of the

United States of America, ·the United Kingdom and Austr:\lia, entitled "Technieal

evaluntion of 'recover' techniques for CH verification".
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(j) l'C<:l~l!l(mt G9/??7, ddnc1 7 A~)ril 19t12, submitted by the deleg:l.tion of S'-leden,

,:mtitlcd "\Jor}:ing PUpl'lr: The concept 'precursor' ,-\Od a suggestion for definition
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(k) DocUtll1n" C0/279. dnted 14 April 1982, subr:1ittec1 b3' the delegation of S\'leden,

'mtitl':ld "Horking PUpCl': Suggestions far r.1rlasures to enhance confidence between the

PIlrtics negGti:::\tin~ & ccmprel:e!'1siv\? 1''10 01' ch0111i"."\1 ,·/eupons".

(1) DocumE'nt l))/29!:" d~ t·:xl 21 July 1982, ontH] ed "Bc1sic provisions of a

ccnvention cn the prohibition 1.1 f thG development, production c.nd stockpiling of

chcmiC3.1 \leapOl1fl ~1nd C'n th·.~ir destruction - Ilropos-.:l of the USSRtI.

(l:~) Jocurnent 0/290, dc,ktl 26 Jul;}' 1982, submitted by the delegntion of

Yug(lsl~wia, anti tIed "\lorking ?:1per: :.ol!le nspcots Clf vp.rificntion in a chemical

~/enpono conventiontl •

(n) Docum0nt C1)/299, d::>.tcd 29 July 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled

"Systematic Idcntific.1tion of Cheoical \-J.".rfare Agents Identification of ~cn

Phosphorus \hrfare Agents".

(0) Docl1mont CD/30l, dded 4 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of Belgium,

'?nti tIed "NemoI'undum on monit,n-ing of the prohibition of the use in combat of chemico.l

Fl.n(1 bo:v:teriolo(';icnl (biC'lon;ic.:'.l) or toxin \·/cnpons'·.

(11) Document GD/306, cJ.'.ted lCl August 1.982, cllbmitted by the delegation of the

g.)therlnnds, en ti tJ.ed "Horking p."'per concerning the verific£.tion ef the presence of

lmrvr. agents, ":.hl~ir decomposition :;Jro(\ucts or st:l.rting ITJLtterinls downstreL~m of

dll~miCQl producti0l\ plants".

(C{) Documen1: G.f)/307, d'.lt:?:l le August 198;~, sllbmitt~d ty the delegation of the

Nethcrlo.nds, p.nt~tled "\!orkin/£ i'<l.[-l",r c0ncc'rning th..: v<u'.i.ficution of thG presence

of nerve L:c;(mts, their dOCOI::pflSi tion prodncts or st:trtinF, mntcrials downstream of

cheI.1.i.cul prod uction pl::>.nts".

\1') Document Cl/50S, ~ll.'ltcd 10 fwgugt 1982, submitt,)d by the dclegL\tions of the

Fr:der:).l Republic Clf Gcrr.l,·ny"'nd ·the Netherl.:.1nds, anti th·d "Preliminary 'luesticns

c:oncernine CD/294 f'llbmitted by tbs Sovie to Union 'Basic Provisi.ons of f.\ Convention

cm thl1 Prohibition 0f l.hc· ~;c'lelrrpmont., Production and Stockpiling of Chemical Weapons

';.nd on their De:::trllction'''.

(8) Do~ument C))/311, rlate'; J1. August ]982, submitted by NOI'\~ny, entitled

''\larking paper on v8rifiC"~ti(ln of !1 chemical v'ec\pons ('onvr~ntion - si\mpling nnd

rmalysis of chemical ':Itn'fure agents under \Iinter conditions".

(t) Document C:.l'/313, r1ntod 16 AU~L,st 1982, submitted by the delegation of

C;1I1F1.da, entitled 'IA propos:3d verification organization for u c:hemical \~eapons

convention".
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(u) Dooument Q)/316, d~ted 19 August 1982, submitteu by tho delegntion of Fr~nce,

anti tled "Working P.:.per: Noni toring of the destruction of stocks of chemical \~eapons".

(v) Document CD/324., dated 6September1982, submitted by the delegution of

Sweden" entitled ''Worki06 paper on toxicity criteria for 'Key C\'l precursors Ill.

(w) Document CD/325, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of

S\~eden, entitled "\lorking paper on monitoring destruction of stockpiles of chemical

weapons and ohemical \Jurfare ar;ents".

(x) Document CD/326, dated 6 Sept6m-.Jer 1982, submitted by the delegation of the

Federal Republic of Gemnny, entitled "Working Paper: Proposals on '.Jeclurntion',

'Verification' nnd the 'Consultative Conunittee'''.

(y) Document CD/333, dated 14 September 1982, entitled "VieNs of the Chaimun

of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons on possible compromise wordings of the

elements of a future convention".

69. In nccordance with the COMuittee'a decision concerning subsidinry bodies at its

156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, as contained in document CD/243, an Ad Hoc

Working Group on Chemical Weapons was established to elaborate a convention on the

complete nnd effective prohibition of the development, prod uction and s~0ckpiling of

chemical weapons and on their destruction, takin6 into account all existing proposals

and future initintives, \~i th the vie\·J to en"bling the Committee to l?chieve agreement

at the earliest date. The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working G)"oup

would report to the Co~mittee on the progress of its work before the conclusion of

the first pnrt of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the second spe0ial

session of the General Aasembly devoted to disarmaoent.

70. At its 157th plenary meeting on 25 February 1982, the Committee decided to

nominate the representative Ol Poland as the Chairman o~ the Ad .Hoc \vorking Group.

71. At its 1631"d plenary meeting on 16 }lnrch 1982~ ~ne Committee decided, in

:reapou:3e to Cl. request of the C:1airman of the Ad Hoc Horking Group, to invite the

Director-General of the World Health Organization and the Director of the Regional

Office for Europe of the United Nations Environment Programme, to nominate

representatives to attend certain meetings of the Ad Hoc \']orking Group on Chemical

Weapons, for the purpose of providing technicnl information, when it was deemed

necessary, in respect of establishing toxicities of chemicals and the international

register of potentially toxic chemicals.

72. As a result of its deliberations during the first part of the 1982 session the

Ad Hoc \'lorking Group submitted 11 special report to the Committee (document CD/2!31/Rev.l)

\111ioh cc.ntains an f1.ccGunt of its consideration of the item during the 1980.nnd 1981
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and 1981

sessions as well as the first part of the 1982 session. The statement made by the

Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the occasion of the submission of the report

is contained in document CD/288. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982,

the Committee adopted the special report of the Ad Hoc Working GroUPl which is an
I

integral part of the Special Report of the Co~ittee on Disarmament to the second

a~ecial session of the General A8s~bly devoted to disarmament. (CD/292 end Corr.1-3)

13. In aocordance with the decision of the Committee at its l14th plenarY'~eetine on

23 l~pril 1982, the Ad Hoc Worlcine Group resUl':led its work on 20 July 1982. DurinB the

period 2-6 August, the ChailTo'lan of the Ad Hoc Working Group held consultcti"'ms with

delegations on technical questions. A nUl:lber of elcperts from delegations

participated .in those consultations.

74. Durlne the 1982 session, the ~~Wo~kinp Group hel~ 42 neetin~s betwee~

24 Febl'Uary and ,15 September 1982 snQ the Chairman .. .1.::0 ollmducted informal

oonsultations during that period. As a result of its deliberations, the Ad HOc

WorkinB Group subnitted a report to the Committee, as contained in document Cn/334.

75. Ai' its '188th 'plenary m'eetin~ on 1'7 SeptQ.":lber 198~', tlle Cor.unittee adopt~d the

report of the Ad Hoc Working Group) ·which i~· anint&gr~1'p8rt of this report and

reads 8S followsl

I
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·x. INT~;ODUC'J'IO,"

"1. !\. r\;l'!ieil of the !'lor.: er th,:: CO:i1Ui.:.tt.,e on JJisa"llIarucmt on tht:1 q1lostion of chemical
.ucapons du;,'ing the first ra:"'~. ef i.'..;s 1<]F!? ':"_ '3010n if.; conta i.nuc1 in the spdcial r,::pOl"t
pres~nted to the SecontiSpt:cial S(~13sion of t:1e G~nerRJ. AS~kmbly devot.acl tc
d1sarmament (doclImc.nt C!)i252), l/hich also CC)I/ ..ll"S t;1'.,I Fori' of tho Committ.:l.'; on
Disarmament on this sUbJl'lct 1:::iinC:i 1;;7).

"II. ORGANIZATION OF HORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2. In accordanc~ with th.e d~cision takon by t.he COlilmitt"e on Disarmament at its
l74th pl,.;nary meeting h.ald on 23 April 1982, t.h~ ~.s.. ~lo~"!(ing Group on Chemical
W~apons rosumod its work on 20 July 1982 und8r th~ Chairmanship of
AmbasaaoQr Boguml1 Sujka of Poland. M~. d. B~nsmail, S~nlor Political Affairs
Officer, United Nations C~ntr~ for Disarmam~l1t, servcld as S~cr~tary of the Ad fIDc
WOl:'king Group.

"3. It should be Nr~alllild that th~ Ad Hoc l~orking Group on Cher~ical \~eapons was
r0-establish~d for 1932 at th~ 156th pl~nary mG~ting of th~ Cclamittee on Disarmament
h~ld on 18 February 1982, with th~ following mandate:

' ••• In di3charging its responsibility for th~ n~gotiation and ~laboration as
a matter of high prio~ity, of a Multilateral conv0ntion on the compll,tu and
eff~cti'TO ;.,'ohibition of th;;, dcv~lopmunt, production an(; stocl(piling of chliimical
weapons ~nd on th~ir destruction, th" Committuu on DisarmamGnt ducid~s to
~stablish, for th~ duration of it~ 1982 s~:)sion, an ad hoc working group of th~

Comnittcu to ~iaboratc ~uch a conv~nt~Jn, taking into-ac~ount all oxisting
proposals and futur~ initiativ~s with a vi~w to enabling th.: Commltt~~ to
achi~v~ agra~m~nt at th~ earliust datw •••• '.

1'4. Th,,!.~ Horking Group hdd 26 on.,.;tingo from 20 July to 15 Septombor 1982.
In addition, the Chairman h~ld a nu~bur of informal con3ultations with del~gation~.

"5. At tho l77th pl"nary mu~ting of the Committ.:;~ on Disarmam~nt, the Chairman
ruport...d on th\:l progr",ss ef \olork of thu Ad Hoc \!orl<ing Group.

,,6. 'lb.., r",prUsl;lntativ~s of th~ f01lo\olin3 states not li1-:r.lb<.::!"H of th.:J Committ,;-u on
D1sarmam<:.:nt participatil.d in thl,) 'wOi'!( of th", Ad Hoc HOr'!'ing Group on Ch0rnical \'!-:Japons:
Austria, D~nmark, Finland, Gr~Lc~, Iruland, Norway, Spain and Switzorland.
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"7. During tIlE second part of i t:s 1982 sEssion the follovring official documents
dealinG' \-1i th Chemical ....,eapons '-H?re -presented t.o the Committee on Disarmament:

- Document cn/294, dated 21 July 1932, submitted by the delegation of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republica, entitled 'Basic provisions of a convention on the
prohibition of th€ deve1o~oent, prod~ction and stock~iling of chemical weapons and
on their destruction'

Document CD/?98, dated 26 July 1~82, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Working
paper on some aspects of verification in a chemical weapons convention'

Docump.nt CD/299, date r1 29 July 19132, submitted by Finland, entitled '-Letter
dated 27 July 1982, £I.ddre13sec'. t.) th,~ Ctairman of the Committee on Disarmament from
the Charge d' i~ffaires 3..1. of the Permanent !rissicm of Finland, transmitting a
document entitlee: "Systematic identification of chemical \!arfare agents; identification
of non-phosphorus warfare agents 11 ,

DocU1llent G:D/301, dated 4 August 1982, submitted by Belgium, entitled 'Memorandum
on monitoring of the prohibition of the use in combat of chemioal and bacteriological
(biological) or toxin v/capons I

- Document CD/306, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Netherlands, entitled
'Working paper concerning the verification of the presence of nerve agents, their
decomposition products or starting materials dm'!l1stream of chemical production
'Plants'

- Document CD/307, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Netherlands, entitled
'Working paper concernin~ the verificat~on of the presence of nerve agents, their
deoomposition products or starting materials do~mstream of chemical production
plants'

- Docwuent CD/30B, dRte~ 10 AUITQst 1982, submitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany and the Kingc10m of the Netherlands, entitled 'Letter dated 9-Augul3t 1982
from the Hp-ads of the DeleGations of the Federal Republic of Germany and of the
Kingdom of the Netherlands to the Chairman of the Committee on Disa.:rmament
transmitting a document containing preliminary questions concerning CD/294,

Document CD/311, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Non1ay, entitled, '-"lorking
paper on verification of a chemical ~eapons convention - sampling and ?nalysis of
cher.tical warL_re agents under ,dnter conditions I

- DocQ~ent Cn/313, dated 16 AUb~st 1982, submitted by Canada, entitled lA proposed
verification organization fnr 8 chemical "1eapons ccnvention'

- Document CD/316, dated 19 August 1982, ~ubmitted by France, entitled 'Working
paper on the monitoring of the destru.ction of stocks of chemical \-leapons"

Docur.1en+. CD/32f!, d&ted 6 September 1982, s1A.bmitte(1 by S"leden, entitled 'Working
paper on toxicity criteria fer "key CVl preoursors 11,

- Document CD/325, dated 6 Septe~ber 1962, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Working
paper on monitoring destruction of stockpiles of chemical 'I-,eapons and c: emical
warfare agents'
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- Document CD/326, dat~d 6 Septamber 1982, submitted by the Federal Republic
of Germany, cntitleC. 'Chemical \'Teapons - \lorking paper: Proposals on ."Declaration",
I' Verification ", and the IIC"nsul tativE' Comnittce 11 ,

- Document CD/333 , dated 14 Sept~mber 1982, sub~itted by Poland, entitled
'Views of the Chairman of th~ Ad Hoc ~rorkinG Group en Chemical Weapons on possible
compromise wordings of the olcmanta of G future convention'

\'8. Luring thc second part of its 1982 sossion, the followi!lb \>lOrking papers were
circula tNl to the Hork:il\:.- Gro up:

- CD/CM/....lP. 35 submitted by th.;l Union of Soviet Jocialist R~publics, entitled
'Basic provisions of a convention on tl~ prohibition of the development, production
and stockpiling of chemical ~~apons and on their destruction' (also issued as CD/294)

- CD/~~/WP.36 9ntitled 'Con8ultations with delegations, assisted by experts, by
the Chairman of the '<lorking' Group on Chemical vTellpons '

- CD/CWj\lP.33/Corr.l entitled 'Corrigendum to the Compilation of revised
Elements and Comments theTeto (CD/220), proposed new texts and alternative wording~
aa well as comments on new texts'

- CD/C~Tj\.T.37 submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'WorkinG paper on some aspects
of verification in a chemical weapons convention' (also issued as GD/298)

- CD/OvjWP.38 submitted by Yugoslavia~ entitled 'Suggested alternative
definition of Chemical iJTeapons '

- CD/().·!/,:lP.39 submitted by Belgium, entitled 'Memorandum on monitorUlg of the
prohibition of the une in combat of chemical and bacteriological (biological) or
toxin weapons' (also issued as en/301)

- CD/~Tj\fP .40 submitted hy the Federal R€lpublic of Germany and the
Kingdom of the 1'Te therlands, entitled "Le tter da ted 9 August from the Heads of the •
Delegations of tho Federal Republic of Germany and of the Kingdom of the N€therlands
addressed to the Chairman of the Committ~e on Disarmament transmitting a document
containing preliminary questions concerning CD/294 , (also issued ao CD/308)

- CD/CMj\VP.41 and Corr.l r~ntitled 'Report of tl:e Chairman to the "lorking Group
on Chemical "'eapons on the consulta.tions held "..i th experts on technical issues'

- CD/CM/VlP.42 submitted by France, entitled 'Horking paper on the Monitoring of
the destruction of stocks of chemical wea!)ons' (also issued as CD/316)

- CD/OJI/'NP.43 entitl'3d 'Draft Report of the Ad Hoc i.,rorkine' Group on Chemical
Weapons to the Committee on Disarmament'

-':D!fJvTf.,,rP.44 submitted by Poland, entitled ''Views of the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on possible compromise wordings of the elements'of a future
convention' (also issued ~D G~/333)
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"9. The following Conference Room Papers were also submitted to the \'lorking Group
during the second part of its 1982 session:

- rJD/C'lf/CRP.60 entitled 'SUI:Ill1ary by the Chairman of initial comments made with
respect to the s:'J'gested wording for Annex IV; recommendations and guidelines
concernin~ the functions an~ organizction of the national verification system
CD/DH/CRP .42)1

- rJD/C)lf/CRJ:.61 untitled 'Open~ statement by the Chairman of the "forking Group
on Chemical v!eaponS' on 20 July 1982 1

- CD/~f/CRP.62 submitted by China, entitled 'Suggested alternative wording
for ~lement II and Annex I'

- CD/~f/CRP.63 submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled 'List of
questions addressed to the delegation of the USSR on 22 July 1982 by the delegation
of the Federal R'3public of Germany Hith respect to document CD/294 (cn/rMjt.'TP.35)"

- CD/Oif/CRP.64 entitled "Timetable for the Cha,irman's ccnsultationo with
experts on technical issues as presented in document CD/~i/WP.36 on 23 July 1982,
to be held _2-6_~ugust 1982 I

- rJD/C'd/CRP .65 submitted by China, ent::.tlecl '·Suggested alternative wording
for Element IX, 2(a) and (d) I

"III. CHAIRMAN'S CONSULTATIONS \HTH DELEGATIONS ON TECHNICAL ISSUES

''10. Following the practice introduced in 1981 by the Chairman to hold consultations
on certain technical questions relevant to the future Convention, the Chairman,
during the second part of the 1982 session of tho Group, convened consultations with
delegations on issues recoli~mended for further examination and in his previous report
contained in document rJD/r:vl!I'/P.30 of 22 Narch 1982. These consultations Were held
from 2 to 6 August 1982 and dealt specifically with the following issues:

(a) With regard to scope, possible standardized physical, chemical or
biological methods enabling determination of the toxicity of "other harmful
chemicals" and products formed in different kinds of production processes (including
the binary technique) for chemical warfare agents, particularly those belonging to
super-toxic lethal chemicals;

(b) With regard to verification, possible technical methods to monitor
destruction of chemical weapons, inter alia, by means of epecialized information
gathering "black boxes", including the means for transmission and processing of such
information.

"11. At its 6th meeting, held on 11 August 1982, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Horking I
Group presented the report on his consultations as contained in
document rJD/Oilj\VP.41 and Corr.l. The "lorkine Group devoted its 8th meeting to
an in-depth discussion of this report. The Group took note of this report. "Thile
the usefulness of these consultations was unanimously recognized, the need to
structure them accordina to the requirements of the future convention was emphasized,
bearing in mind the close link be tween its te chnical and political aspe cts.
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It was felt that the consultations with delegations on technical issues should be

clearly relevant to the work of the \'lorking Group. It was agreod that in the future

the report should duly reflect the differing vie"rs expressed in those consultations.

Some delegations emphasized that Chairman's conB~ltation8 with delagations on

teohnical issues can play a usefu} role only when they can contribute to the

olarification of tnchnical issues for such ?rovisions of the future convention on

which agreement in principle has been achievGd. Other deleg~tions held tr~ view that

these condultations could also help to provide a concrete basis for tlm consideration

of key issues on which no aareement haG yot bp-en reached.
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1112. It was agreed that the next Cho.1rman I s consultations on tl'::chnic"1l issu"s should focus

on the quest1onslist'<:!d btllow. It '"as further agreed that durin;; thE time devoted to

these consultations, between six and e~ht meeting's should be devoted to each item,

two meetings to the presentation of other technical issues of direct relevance to

the work of the Wnrking Group, aimed at facilitating the negotiating' process, and

four meetings for discussion of the report on the consultations.

Topics to be discussed:

A. On the basis of the working hypothesis on the definition of chemical ",eapons

(see Annex, pages 3-10) including the concepts Qf precursors and key precursors, it

is suggested that t}~ following questions may be directed to the technical expertise

of delegations :

(a) \'That are the views on the ""rorking hypothesis" on definition of these

concepts?

(b) to what extent - and by ,,,hich method - would it be possib18 to compose lists

of key precursors?

B. With respect to destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons, verification

procedures should

(i) verify the types and quantities of chemicals to be destroyed;

(ii) ensure that they have been destroyed.

In this connection technical experts of delegations may be asked to addreSfl the

following questions:

(a) what tecm1ical procedures could be suggested in order to monitor

destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons?

(b) what specific elements need to be included in declarations made by State

Parties, in order to meet the requirements mentioned above?

(c) do methods of destruction of stockpiles need to be specified, and in what

detail, in order to assure State Parties that stocks hava been destroyed and are not

capable of' being divertM again to use as chemical wea.pons?
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'; IV. SUBSTANTIVE CONSIDERATIONS DURING THE SECOND PART OF THE 1982 SESSION

oil;. During the second part of its 1982 session, the Group at tne suggestion of the

Chairman, proceeded to another detailed examination of the Revised Elements and of

the Comments Thereto, contained in document CD/CWjwP.;3 andCorr.l with a view to

elaborating the provisions of the future convention.,

1, 14. As a result of the consideration of the Revised Elements and of the

Comments Thereto, and after extensive informal consultations in the Working Group,

the Working Group accepted the Chairman's suggestion to establish nine open-ended

contact groups in order to advance the process of elaboration of the oonvention.

'rhese informal contact groups, which are listed below, dealt with the following

spheres of the convention:

Element I: scope of the chemical weapons convention;

(Co-ordinator: Mr. T. Melescanu, Romania)

(b) Element 11: definitions;
(Co-ordinator: Dr. J. Lundin, Sweden)

(c) Element IV: declarations;
(Co-ordinator: ~1r. T. Altaf, Pakistan)

(d) Element V: destruction, d{version, dismantling and oonversio~;

(Co-ordinator: }lr. S. Duarte, Brazil)

(e) Element IX: general provisions on verification;

(Co-ordinator: Mr. G. Skinner, Canada)

(f) Preamble and Final Clauses of the future chemical weapons oonvention;

(Co-ordinator: Mr. R. Steele, Australia)

(g)

(h)

(i)

Element X: national implementation measures
(Co-ordinator: Dr. H. Thielicke, German Democratic Republic)

Element XI: national technical means of verification

(Co-ordinator: Dr. H. Thielicke, German Democratic Republic)

Elements XII and XIII: consultation and co-operation;

consultative committee.
(Co-ordinator: Miss N. Nascimbene, Argentina)

tate
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"15. The results of the work of these Contact Groups were reflected in the reports of

the Co-ordinators which were discussed in-depth in the Working Group and

SUbsequently revised by the co-ordinators. These reports are attached in-extenso

in the Arifiex. The method of work adopted "'y the Working Group in the second part

of its 1982 session, and in particular the iunctioning of open-ended contaot gxoup~,

was recognised by all delegations as fully appropriate for the present stage.

Delegations paid tribute to the Chairman, AmbassadorS~ for hie imaginative

proposal s in this regard.
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'16. The Chairman, having t'\ken into account:

the views expreas~d by dlff~runt deleg~tions at thu pl~nary mCdtlngs

or thu Comml~tee dovotud to Ch~mical WCnponsi

the extensive discussions during ,.h~ mc-vtings of the WorKing Group;

the equally extensiv~ discussion in th~ contact groups,

the thorough ~xamination of and discussion on the r~port of each of

the contact groups;

and the consultations with numerous d~logations,

presented hie views on possible compromise wordings of the ~lcm~nts of tho futur~

convention. Thes~ vi~ws arc containGd in document CD/333(CD/CW/WP.44). Tho

Working Group appreciated th~ Chairman's contribution ~nd recomm~nd~d to tak~ it

into consideration along with the r~ports of thD eont~ct groups in its d~liberation3

during 1983.

"17. The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has 3gr_e~d to recommond to the

Committee on Disarmam~nt that the Group should continuu its work und~r th~ pr~scnt

Chairman between 17 and 28 January 1983, taking into account all ~xisting proposals

and futura initiatives. During this period the Group will continu~ the work

carried out in 1982, including through meetings of the contact groups established

in 1982, and through th~ Chairman's consultations on technical issu~s envisag~d in

paragraph 75.12 aboy\,). It alao agrood to recommund th~t the con3ultntions on ttlchnic.l

ieau~s should continue to the end of the first week of the Committ~e's 1983 session,

and that the 1982 Chairmnn of the Working Group should prepare a report on the basis

of his consultations. It ,.,as further agrt;~d that the. work of the Working Group

itself during tha period 17-28 January should be reported ~s part of the 1983 report.

.
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" I. Basic positiona;

"1. Text 'Iithout a prohibition of use:

'Each State Part.Y to this Convention undertakes, under no circumstances, to

de'!elop, produce, otheI"Tl.SC acquire, stoc.kpile, retain or transfer chelIiical

weapons, and to cestroy or dieposo for permitted pUi~ose~ ef e~isti~ stocl:s

of such weapons, and also to destl.~~· or dismantle faoilities and means of

production of such weapons.'

"2. Direct inclusion of a prohibition of the use of.chamical weapons in

Element I:

'Each state Party to tIns Convention unc1ertakes never in My ciroumstances

to develop, produce, othe~liBe acquire, stockpile, retain, transfer or use

chemical weapons and to destroy or othel.~TiB~ dispose of existing stooks of

ohemical~weapons and means of production of such weapons.'

"!l. Proposals for optional alternatives concerning the reaffirmation of the
'non-use', .regime 'Orovided for in the 1925 Geneva. Protocol. and its
reinforcement through one or more of the follo\o1i11;1:

(a) a preambular provision recalling the 1925 Geneva Protocol and reaffirming

the prohibition of use;

(b) a specific prOV1S1.0n prohibiting use in situations not oovered by the

1925 Geneva Protocol;

(0) a provision stating that CW convention should not be interpreted as

in any way limiting or detracting from the ouli3Stions assumed by any state

under the Geneva Protocol of 1925 (along the lines of eXisting Element VII);

(d) a specific article in the body of the future convention recognizing

that any use of chemical \1capons \'Till constitute Lt violation of the chemical

weapons conven~l.on and stipUlating that as a consequence the provisions on

verification included in CW conventio~ will apply to such situations as well;

(a) a specific provision ohoul,d be included in the section cl.::alinJ with the

I complaints procedure' of the future Convention. Such a ~rovision should

recognize that any usa of chemical weapons by a State Party or with the

assistance of a State Party would indicate a violation of one or more of

the obligations assumed under the sco~e of. the Convention. The competenoe

of the ConsuLtative Committee would consequently be extended to the alleGations

of use.
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(1') provisions for the verification in C\I Con'lention ~,ill include methods

and lllCohr.nisme 1'01' th.: 'Jerificntion of the prohibition to use chemical

\-Ice.pens.

(g) separate mechanism for investi~atine suspected UGe of chemical veapons

and biological \!eaponfl in combat;

(h) includint the rrohibiti~n of use in the definiticns of the chemical

weapons convention;

(1) in the interests of enhanci~ the effectiveness of the Convention,

the States Pu.rties shall Df!ree in due fort: to ~revent any actions aimed

at deliberately f~lsifyinr the actupl state of a.ff~irn ,dtt re2ard to

oomplianoe 'dth the Convention by ()th~I' St:,tes Pe.rties.

11 Ill. Co-ordinator I s prove sels for 'a "'forking hyPothe sis' :

"In the event that consensus is reacbed that Slement I of "(;he future convention

may not include r.. reference to the prohibition of '..lse, this question could be handled

as follo'~B:

In the :pre~ble of tno Convention, a paragraph vill recall the

1925 Geneva Protocol and reat:firm the prohiiJ':1.ion to nse chemical ,..capons;

Element VII vill ~lso contain a reference to the Geneva Protocol statine

that the Convention should net be interpreted in any ,..ay as limiting or

affectil1f the obli~rtions assumed by states on tho basis of the

1925 Protocol,

In addition, a now article vill be included in the Convention

reoognizing that any use of chemical veapons ~ill ipso jure constitute an

evidonoe of a violation of the CW C~nventicn and, nccordincly, the provisions

on verificr,.tion included in CU Convention ,·,ill apply to stlch situations

as Hell.

1\ Prohibition (')1' the planning. or,;anization eIlcl traininr in chemical

~nrfare oapabilitl

" In the last meeting of the Group, fl. short c-xch£l.l"lSe of deus on the possible

in91uaj,Qn of the prohibition of the planning, orranization :md training into a

C1i1 convention 'took place. It ap}'Qared that the ba::Jic positions expressed on this

subjeot remain the snme. It w~s consequently agreed to postpone a discussion on

this item till after further discussions on other problems like verification or

non-use.

-50-



"1. The Contact Gro1..lp has considered basic definitions for the p\lrpose of the

convention of 'chemical "eapons, I 'preoursors' and to:dcity criteria, and of

'permittGd purposes'. Discussions h~ve ~lso been held en the possible meaning of

e}~pressions concerni~ other a~pocte of the convention as 'production capability/

capacity' an0 'destruction'.

-

s

.LdL""""-~=="~~ __

I -~-------------------'. RBPOll'!' CF THE Co-ORDmATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON DEFINITIONS

ltion

la.ndled

lions

ble

this

L on

or

"2. In its work, the Contact Group has reco@l1ized that the possible outoome of its

deliberation could not be perceived as in any ,-ray binding for the delegations, \'Tho

took part, or for any other delegations. The basic positions of delegations still

are those reflected in G~/220 and ~P.33, both in the •elements, and in the comments

to them, and also L~ CD/294.

"3. The co-ordinator feels, however, that he '-Tas supported by the Contaot Group

in his endeavours to present .working hypothesis' regarding the possible content

of the definitions mentioned, at the same t~e account~ fur the main diver!ent

or optional views on the susgested content. The report, therefore, presents such

workin€ hypothesis and comments on them, and. \-Then necessary, preceded by an

introduction to the subject. The introduction contains points of view ,·lhich were

offered by delegations as explanations for suggested Parts of definitions.

114. Even if it is the hope thC'.t the working hypotheses mi€ht serve dele~tions in

their work to narrow differences of views on definitions, they should be considered

to be only basic approaches. Thus they are net intended to reflect all the

~ontroversial issues ~mich are discussed to be included in the s~~pe, even if

occasionally some reference may be made to that.

11 5. Bet'ore startiIlE the ~,'ork on definitions, the Contact Group discussed. the

'purpose criterion,. It "laS 8€reed that this concept need not be defined for the

purpose of the convention. Ho,mver, the fcllowing tentative description seemed

to be ~enerally acoeptable:

(1) It allows a. state to determine "That it is allowed to do and

what it must not do.

(2) It nrovides a guideline for one State to evaluate another ~tate I s

e",~; ,,;.+; ~C:!Q_v_ .. _v __ .....

(3) It provides, together with the quantity criterion, a startiIlE point

for elaborating mor~ specific criteria (e.g. toxicity, lists). Suoh

criteria can serVe as a guide to selection and application of

specific verification measures.
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"6. Wor~ h;j'1)Qthesis 1'Q8aXCliDl? a..basic deiinition of _l:haJ:ll-oal "weapons.

(a.) The definition should comprise only such concepts which are neoessary

for the ~se of the convention.

(b) The definition should express the typical effects of chemical weapons,

i.e. that their effects are due to the utilization of the toxic properties

of chemicals to cause death or other harm.

Comments:

Weapons utilizine other properties of chemicals, e.g. radioactivity

or their content of energy, ~re not to be considered as chemical

\'/eapons even if such chemicals happen tb be more or less toxic •.
It may be a question of presentation where in the definition this

idea should be expressed, ,...hether in an" introductory part of the

definition or in the body of the dnfinition.

Sug@'estions have been made that reference has to be made to the use

in war, armed oonflict or combat in this connection.

The formulation SU@'gested about toxic lJ.I'operties of chemicals could

imply a reference to toxio effects of chemical weapons to all Iivin@'

organisms.

(c) The term 'chemical weapons' should be applied to each of three different

categories of items:

(i) Tmcic chemioals which meet certain criteria, and their precuraors.

(ii) I1unitions ann devices Hhich meet certain criteria. This category

includes binary and other multi-component munitions or devicea.

(ii1) Equipment specifically designed for use directly in Jonnection

with the employment of such munitions or devices.

Comments:

The above mentioned part of the definition that chemical weapons utilize

the toxic properties of chemicals could as well appear in the body,

(i)-(iii), of the definition.

Another approach mirrht be to define "chemical ,rarfar.e agent I and apply

the criteria referred to under (a) to such chemical "rarfare a@'ente.



'1

(d) The general undertakings in an .l.rticle I of a future convention shall

not apply to chemicals, "lhich can be shO\m to be produced etc. for certain

permitted purposes in quantities appropriate for such purposes. However,

,such chemicals may have to be subject to certcin clarification procedures

concerning the provisions in article I, as ~y be e~,pressed in appropriate

future articles on verification.

Comment;

The "Iay to e;~press this in the convention is not agreed upon yet.

(e) 'The criteria for placing chemicals in t~,icity categories as super-toxic

lethal chemicals; other lethal chemicals, and other harmful ~~emicals, could

be expressed as.follows:

(i) A' super-toxic lethal chemical' is any toxic chemi :1.1 "tith

a median lethal dose ,.,hich is less than or equal to 0. 5 'CDf!~

(subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg_min/m3 (by inhalation),

when measured by the methods set forth in

(H) Any 'other lethal chemical' is any toxic chemical ,...ith a median

lethal dose which is greater than 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous

administration) or 2,000 rDf!-min/m3 (by inhalation) and which is

less than or equal to 10 me/kg (sub~utcneous administration) or

20,000 mg-rlin/m3 (by. inhalation) when measured by the methods

set forth in

(Hi) Any 'other he.rmful chemical' is any toxic chemical ,'lith a median

lethal dose ,~hich is greater than 10 mg/kf! (subcutaneous administration)

or 20,000 mg_min/m3 (by inhalation) '<Then measured by the methods

set l.orth in

Comments:

Preli,minar.y agreed protocols for toxicity determinations by subcutaneous

administrations and by inhalation have been worked out during technical

copsultations.

The category J other harmful chemical' might be subdivided into categories,

which referred to other toxic effects than lethal effects. This \-Iollld

presume 8€reements on methods to measure such other harmful. e1'fects

as sensory irritant effects, mentally and physically inCapa~itating

effects, skin lesion effects etc.
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1.
(a)

No attempts have been made as yet to evaluate the possible coverage

of a definition as expressed in the present Wor~ng Hypothesis with

re~ard to t~:ins and tear gases. Only the possibility that it may

oover herbicides ~ms pointed to in the last comment under (b) above.

"lorking hY1lOthes.i.s regerding a. basic definition df "permitted purposes '.

Pe:rmitted purposes \'lOuld consist of t\'lO, main elements

(i) non-hostile purposes, and

(i~) militCU'Y purposes not related to the use of chemical 'oteapons.

(p) Non-hostile purposes would include research, industrial, agricultural,

medioal or other peaceful purposes, law enforoement purposes, purposes

direotly connected to protection against chemical weapons.

118. Working l1ypothesis :'If a basic dcfi..'lition of "precursor·!.

(a) Introductory remarks

For the purpose of a chemical 'roapons convention there seems to bee need

(a) to ensure a ban on production, etc. of any ohemical used for production

of ohemioals to which the term chemical weapon might be applied and (b) to

determine whioh of these chemicals, which may rp-quire particular attention

from the standpoint of verification.

~le former chemicals may.be identified i..~ a general way in the convention

as 'preoursors' to fall under the provisions in article I, prohibiting

development, production and stockpiling chemical weapons, in order to

preolude. the theoretical possibility that the convention might be

interp~ted as allowing production etc. of these precursors for chemical

weap~r.s purpose.

In order to meet the requirement under (b) it ,.ould probably be necessary

to identify the particular chemioals among the precursors, ~lhich are

in some way criticD.l for the production of chemical ~leapons, e.g. by'

dete:rmining the main type of compound formed, and which may not helve

any peaoeful use. These precursors might be singled out in the convention,

e.g. as "key precursors r. Key precursor stockpiles may have to '!;le

de·clared a.nd des1iroyed, and these activities be subject to verification

measuras,\'1hich mi~'ht 3.150 apply to their future non-production. ~lese

measures would not apply to precursors in general, because these ,vould·

under the future ban only be produced etc. for permitted purposes according

to the purpose criterion.
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(b) For the purpose of th€; convention a general and broad definition

of i precursor , could contain the followinE:

(i) Precursors as mentioned in , are che~cals, ~mich,

when made to react chemically form chemicals as are mentioned

in (reference to the place ,~here super-toxic lethal, other

lethal, and other harmful chemicals first are mentioned in

the definition of chemical weapons).

Comment:

An alternative formulation might be:

tPreoursor' means any chemical, ,~hich may be used as a reactant

in production of a super-toxic lethal chemical, other lethal

chemical, or other harmful chemical.

(ii) It "lould be prohibited under the convention to develop, produce,

stockpile, othe~{ise acguire" retain or transfer precursors

as defined above other than for permitted purposes.

(c) A definition of "key precursor' could contain the following:

(i) A key precursor would be the reactant(s) in one or in a

few consecutive chemical syntheses leading to the formation of

a super-toxic lethal, other lethal, or other narmful chemical,

which determines the class of chemical (expressed in the

chemical structure) of the toxic chemical (s) formed "Then the

reaction(s) iD taking place

in a production facility producing super-toxic lethal,

other lethal or other harmful chemicals,

in a chemical weapon warhead ,or other disseminat~

device for chemical ,{eapons, before the dissemination

of the intended final, toxic product(s); or outside

the dissemination device during or after dissemination.

(ii) Key precursors would have to be destroyed i.e. transformed into

chemicals without significance themselves for production of

toxic chemicals. Such destruction as '<Tell al? non-production

of key precursors should be subject to verification as set

out in

Comments:

A definition of key ....:recursors thus could contain the follo"ring

characteristics:

The key precursor ""ou1d

- be a precursor in the final stages of the production process,
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- be particularly important in determining the end product!

- be of relatively little use for non-hostile purposes,

pose a serious riwc from the standpoint of an effective ban

and therefore requ~re particular attention with respect to

~erification.

A definition of key precursor may also serve state Parties to a

oonvention as a guido for evaluation of future developments with

respect to key precursors which have not previously been s-enerally

kno,m or "!ere discovered in the future.

For the latter purposg, alleged key precursors, and for which data

proving this ,.,ere lacking, ~ould be related to any of the three

types of toxic chemicals by means of toxicity determinations on

their end products formed in their reactions with other precursors.

The e:tistence of the definition would also serve as a guideline

when ohemicals falling lUlder the general ~efinition of precursors

above may not need to be destroyed or could be diverted or produced

for permitted.purposes.

Optional to he.ving en explicit nefinition of lcey precursors, it

might be possible to have only a list of key precursors. Such

e. list could be established and revised as necessary by the

Consultative Committee on the basis of agreed criteria similar

to those discussed above. ~lis might make it possible ~c have a

simple definition like e.g.:

'Key pl'e9ureor" means a precursor \olhich has been identified by

the Consultative Committee, on the basis of agreed criteria, as

requiring particular attention from the point of view of

destruction.

A lilit of key precursors could also be made up in addition to a

definition of key precursors.

The question of lists of key precursors was not thoroughly

discussed during the consultations but seems to be favourable to

most delegations. Nor \'1aS it discussed as to which ehtent th~y

might be revised.
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A proli:dr:ar:1r discuosion \~<.:n h",ld Hi"!:.!~ rGSp6C;; to possibly needed

d.:.finitions, .t'.;).' the 'i=''-.:.l'lj('SC of '~h0 convention, d' 'production fc-.cilit;y',

'·:.)rod1.lcti::-p CC'Fl1cit.Y''.J.1C1 Col I dectructio:, I. Tbe bC'.cl;:trrctma. oa.tari::-.l presented

<:8 D. basin for the L~iscu3siom, by the co-rrdinator are presented b~lm'i', amended

in <:,.ccordal1ce \:it)-; the fcu points of 'Jie'l there "as tilile to obtain on these

!~lf;.ttors clurine tbe ~ons~tlt~:ivns.

i_)
\'- /~rcducti~n f~cility' co~lcL !JCGn the pl~nt or part ef pl~t,

Hherl~ cll'?lilical HCC'.pons 1::e p:r·odu(\ec~.

(b) I Prodac'tion c:::.pa c5.\;;)"' could Ille.:-,n the 2.iaour.t ,)f chm:iical "eapons thc.t

~icht be produced w~ril1f ~ Given period of tilli€ und2r agreed ~ssumption,

Md/or

the number of production fe.ciliti2's, 'il-:ich IDiffht produce chemice.l ",eapons

and their conbined output during cne year under <l.[rced ::J.f:·sUl.1ptions.

Instead of' thl:lir combined outpt..t, th::- output of ~2.ch production

fr-.cility mir-ht 10:-- riven.

(c) I D8Structi(i!1'! could rne?.n on(' Cl' ::lore of thr: follo1,ring antiyi ties to

eliminate ch'3micc.l ",capons and productio!1 facilities.

(i) '''lith rega.rd t.) cherJic:..l '.fearons

Chemicnln:

Cl';cUlCe of the chemic2.1 into (l0Jradation products, '.,hich may be uneconomica.l

to utilize for repeated production of the 52.me chemic2.1. The process should

be perfoTr.lccl in 2. 1·!(1.;1 tn;:t is not det:dmcmtal tu the E:l1virorunent.

Thin i,~i€ht include utilizr~Jdon of the chemical (lir0ctly in a (irreversible)

prodv.ction prCCefjS leadi~G to other ch'~micals, ;lhich could net economic~lly

be utilized fer rroolJ.ctioll of the s;3.me chetlicu.l c'r facilitate production of

such chm.dcals. S;lch;:) chanze of the cht·mdcal m~;f bo rClferred to a.5 diversion

or conversion inste'1d of destr'.:ction, an·::. ':Iould :JLve to be declared and

performed accordin~ to £l.[creed rr0cednres, ~d be ~~bject to p2.rticular

verification !:l':)c..sures.

f.l'lmiticns a.nd dsvices:

n~.ke such munitions or devict:;s unnervic8c:.ble for chemical 1-1eapons purposes,

preferably 1)y crushing the!~ into piec·u::.



Specifice.lly desi@E."c. ec;uipment:

tIake such equipment unservicea.ble and remov;;d from wc:".pons syster.uJ P.tc.

(ii) \lith regard to production facilities

phy~ically take t:'.pur. or disintq.rrt:'.t':! the facility r.nd l"em;)""'~ ",11

parts in an allGerviceable st~te from the facility, leav~nc tne Gite

empty,

dismantle and disperse for othor purposes sot:le or ~.1l f)f thE) parts

of e. produotion f<,.ci1it~r. Removed parts and the purpooes of their

utilization should be declar8d ana verified.
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:, APPENDIX

"Reference material:

"Document CD /112. 1 July 1980, p. 2- 2, enti tled

'Letter dated 7 July 1980 addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on

Disarmament from the representatives of the USSR and the United States to

the Committee on Disarmament. '

"Do.cument CD/220. 17 tu~ust 1981, entitled

'Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Woapons to the Committee on

Disarmament. I

"Document ~P.33, 28 <lpril 1982, p. 5-11. entitl~d

'Compilation of revised El~ments end Comments thereto (CD/220), proposed new

texts and alt~rnative wordings as well as comments on new texts.'

"Document CD/266, 24 March 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled

'Working paper, Binary waupons and the problem of their definition and

veri rication •'

"Document CD/294, 21 July 1982. submitted by the USSR, entitled,

I Basic provisions of a 9onvention on th" prohibition of· the development, production

and stockpiling of chemical woapons and on their destruction, Proposal of the

USSR. '

"Document CDiC\UCi\P.62. 26 July 1982, subr.:itted by China, entitled

'Suggested alternative wording f.or Ele~~nt 11 and. Annex I.'

"Docum"nt CD/CW/\~P.30, 22 March 1982, Annexes HI and IV. entitled

'Report of the Chairman to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons on the

consultations held cn issues relating to toxicity deterffiinations. I

"Document CD/C\-l/WP.38. 28 July 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitll3d

'Suggested alternative definit.ions of Chemical Weaoons.'

''Document CD/CW/CRP.31, CD/CIVlCTCIl3, 19 March 1982, submitted by Unit~d States~

Am~rica, entitled

: Precursors. '

"Document. CD/C',j/CTC/15, 26 ,July 1982, submitted by S\·mden, entitled

'Chairman'S Consultations on Toxicity Criteria.!

"Document CD/CW/CTC/l;, 5 ilugust 1982 • .submitted by Cniu?, ",ntitled

, ;h"irr..,n's Cc:nsul';.ntitll1s on 'i'oxicity Critel"in..'

"D"cum",ni:. CD!C\·!/':'.TC!?i 1 2 :~ugust 1102, ;,,;ub:.,ittcd by USSR. e_~_~

I Som••. )~coleillS: ::.ss?ciat\:ld ','1th t~i\~ ,J,'·?"'il.>:i.l.L· ... ,~f bin.?ry .nnf.l!.r.cl and th<ol

vtlririco.tic.n of complianci:; ~Ji tf'l 8uch pi"oh1hidt;m. '

A nUllllJer of written suggestions f'rom delel!RtioYl~, as well 39 many earlier

contributions to the Working Group, have not been list!:ld here.
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"REPORT Of THE CO-ORDINi\ TOR Or' TH~ CONTaCT GROUP ON ELEMEII/T IV (DECL.iRilTIONS)

'1. POSSESSION OR NON··POSSESSION

Possession or non-possession of Chemical i-leC'.pons I (CtS defined in the relevant

~1ement of CW Convention including all compondnts) and production facilities in u~e

or inop~r?tive whether on State's 0WP property or aJ~Oa0 or belonging to other

State(s) on one's own property including tbos~ whosu ownershir- is not well defined.

Timings: Not later than 30 days after the Convention's ~ntry

into force or th~ Stnt2 ra~ty's adh~r~ncc to it.

(A) ,Chemical Weapons. Stocks

(a) Agents: D~scription by w~ight in metric tons including quantities

in bulk and filled into munitions and

Alternative I D€scription by toxicity category:

Supertcxic lethal nerve gases (G·-gases, V-gases) ;

Supertoxic lethal blister gases (H-gases);

Other supertoxic lethal chemicals,

Other lethal chemicals;

Other hArmful che~icals including incapacitRnts,

psychotropic chemicnls, Convuls~nts and disabling

chemicals; irritants including those me~nt for law

enforcement purpos~s.

Al ternative II Description by toxicity cat",gcry (supertQxic lethal, other

lethal and other harmful) ~nd by chemical names.

(b) Precursors:

Alternative I Precurs~rs jncluding thos~ of binary type and individual

chemicals in accordanc~ with tne categories mentioned in

(~) Alternative I Q~ove.

Alternativ~II D~scription by weight in metric tons filled and unfilled

anci by chemical names.

(c) Munitions and devices

Alternative I ~s described through toxicity cat[~gories qu~ntities of agents

and precursor's.

~lternativeII (i) Types, weight and number of unfilled.

(ii) Types, weight 3nd number of filled.
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Alternative II

Location;

Alternative I

Alternative II

Timing:

DNS)

he relevant

ties in uae

other

11 defined.

1ties

ther

dual

d in

lIed

of agents

(d) 'Equipment specifically designed for use in CW'

Alternative I ~s described tnrough toxicity categories quantities of

agents 3nd precursors.

Types and number including of auxiliary filling equipment.

l~o declal'ations.

Exsct description of location ~y precise geographic co-ordinates~

Not later than 30 days after' the convention's entry into

force or the State Party'~ adher~nce to it.

(6) Production Facilities:

(a) Type

;Ilternative I Declaration for purposes ~f destl'uction

(i) Agent production and key precursor production

facilities including types of products.

(ii) Filling facilities.

(iii) Key precursor production facilities.

Alternative 11 Declaration for Durposes of destruction as well as
Confidence Building Measures

(1) Agent production and key pracursor production

faci~'ties including types of products.

(ii) Filling facilities.

(ii1) Key precursor production facilities.

(iv) Munitions and devices production facilities which

are exclusively or partially designed or used for

this purpose.

(b) Capacity of Production F~cilitie~

Alternative I Types, weight anQ/9r Quantity in t~rms of time pS follows:

li) Capacities for production of chemicals Pore

declared directly in units of chemicals weight.

(ii) Capaciti~s for filling of munitions are declared

in units of chemical weights.

(iii) Capacities for production of filled munitions of

binary or multicomponent charges are declared in

units of chemicals' weight as applied to the chemicals

of a specific type'which could be formed 1n combat use.

(iv) Capacities for production of unfilled munition of

binary or multicomponent cnarges are declared in units

of weight of the chc~icals which could be fo~med after'

filling the munitions.

-61-



,Uterna tive II

Location:

Typt)s, ~wi[;ht cnd/oi" (.u::mtity in terms of tir.lc.

EXDct geo8r'aphical location of f~cilities ~ill be declared
2.

cover

P

D

Alternative I

&ernative II

Alternative III

Alternative IV

Timings:

.Uternative I

Decl~rntion~ will else include description of following

types of fncilities'

(i) EXiuting facilities: Last d~t0 of opGrqtion.

(il) Converted, prcs~nt usc, last date used for ew.
(ili) Du,l purposG fQcilit~s;

No declaration of dual purpose f~cilites.

Dual purpose f.:tcili til~S which are spfi'clfically designed or

useo in pnrt for production of any che~ical Which is

~rimarily used for (;,1.

Dual purpo~e.facilities which are capable of conversion to

proper Cv; fncili ties.

The number and location of ~ll industri31 f2cilities for

the production of organophosphorous Su1)stcmces.

(1) PosAession of facilities 30 days after the Convention's

ent:'y into force or the state Party's adherence to it.

(11) Cn;:>aci ty of f·:lclli ties not later than 30 days after

the Convention's entry l.t1to force or the State Party's

adherence ~. lit.

D

3. p

D

fe.cili

Location: Not later tnan one year before destruction.

~ernativc 11 HI decl.u'ations r..:garding possession, capnci ty nnd

location of fnciliti.)s be me-de not later than )0 days

after th,"" Convention 's ent:.ry into for::' Ol~ the State

Party's adherence to it.

Stocks and production facilities belonging to othGr States

(a) Total quantity [in units of \·!eip.:ht] <lccordin,:; to each

type of chemical rsupcr ·toxic lethal, other lethal and other

h'3.rmful ChG~'icalf)J;

(b) Facilities for the production of chemical weapons Cl"

any of their elements, coptrolled by any other State: ~roup

of States, orgnnization or priv~te individucl [indication of

capacity of such facilitiesJ.

Possiblo deed for declar~tion of findings of old stocks

of chomical '.;e2 p'.:ms, \.bicl1 \Jure not kn0\m to a Party i tse lf ,

when the convQntion entered into force, and vf plans for the

destruction of such stocks.
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2. PLilNS fOR D:::STRUCTION OF STOCKS

D~clar~tions ~erardins ,lans 3nd ti~E frames for destruction of stocks will

cover Chef!lic"l ~'lea(:on::' :1S defined in the relevant element of the Convention.

Descl"iption of des i:ruction process wil 1. COV«.:'!' the following'

(i) Type of ~per8tion.

(ii) 'fil:1e schec';.Ile including percentage cw::nti ties olanned

f0r dC2truction in s~ecific ti~e frBR~s.

[iii) .Jhat is being destroyed and nt Ioihat loce-.ticn.

(iv) aiGed £t end production.

~lternative I N0t Inter than 30 days after the Convention's ent~y

into force c;:, the state Party1s adherence to it.

Vi tl1ir: >,) d::.ys nfter the Convention s entry into foroe

Within 30 days after the Convcntion1s en~ry into force

or the State Party1s udherence to it.

Within six months after t.hs Conver.t1on 1 s entry into force

or the State Party IS .~dherence to it.

Within seven years after the Convention's ent~y into force

or th~ State ?~rty's adherence to it.

Al terna t.i VG HI

Alternati -le 11

J.l.lternativQ lE

or the State Party's aJherence to it.

111 thin si:: months after the Convention I s entry into

force or the State Partyi s adherence to it.

PLW:S fOR FLININkTION Of PRODUCTIOi" FACILITIES

Dec1::J.ratianR re::;arding plans ?nd ti.uc frames for eliminc.tion of production

fe.cilities Idll cover the fallot·ling:

(i) Location of facilities.

(ii) Plnns for (~) dism~ntlingj and Cb) destruction.

(lii) Time fr~mes for compl~tian of separate stages of elimination

(if necessilry)

Description of destruction p:'ocess will cover the [oHm.ring.

(i) Type of operstion.

(li) Time schedule.

(Hi) \'lh:!t is beins destrayeC: ar.d at what location.

(iv) Aimed at end product (if any includinG descrivtlon of e~uipment

elements fcr peaceful purposes).

Timings:

Alternative ..

3.
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"4. IMPLEMEN'rATION OF THE PLANS FOR DESTRUCTION OF STOC:<S

(i) Progress report of stooks dest~oyed during last year/period

including detnils of typeo, 1u~ntities and destruction methods.

(ii) Pl3ns Tor destruction during naxt y~ar/period includins details

of types, qunntities nnd destruction ~ethods.

"5. IMPLEI'IENTATION. OF THE PLANS FOR DISMANTLING/DESTRUCTION OF PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

(i) Progress r:::port of facilities dismantldd/destl'oyed during

last year/period inc~uding type and loc~tion and c~i~ination

method.

(ii) Plans for dismantling/destruction of facilities during next year

period including loc~tion, type nnd ~limination method.

Timings: Annual/Periodical.

"6. COMPLETION OF ELININATIO~J ACTIVITIES

Declaration of completion of ~limination activities of all 'Chemical Weapons l

and production facilities.

Timings: Hot later than 10 years.

7. STOCKS OF SUPER-TOXIC LE'l'HAL CHEMICALS FOR PERi·IITTED PURPOSES fiND
THE F~CILITrES FOR PRODUCTION OF SUCH CHEMICALS

(a) Super-toxic lethal chemicals producea, diverted from stocks, acquired

or used:

Altarnathe I (i) Por purposes directly connected with protection

against chemical w~npons;

(il) ~or industrial, a~riculturnl, resaarch r medical

or other peacefUl purposes and for military

~urposes not connected with the use of chemical

weapons.

~~~ive 11 (i) For purposus directly connected with protection

ag~inst ch~mical weapons.

(h) Location and capacity of th\) specialized facility for

the Pfoijuct1on of super-toxic lethal chemical for

protective/permitted purposes.

Timings: H1th1n 30 days .• (for stocks held ut entry into f91"ce)

~nnual/Periodic - (subsequently).
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'",o. Alternative I

...lternHtiv~ II

.:lternatlve HI

Production .3nd tlS~ of other lethnl chc'llico.ls

for permi tted 'lurroses.

Pr.;)dllction .1nd us..:: ot' corn!l1ercial cheIJicals \o1hich pose

a. s;~~cial ~isk.

Production of orC3no~hosphorous suastanccR •

Oth~l' l-.:th<-: 1 chemicnls and p.'ecursC'l"s pl'od'Jced, acquired retained or used for

permitted pUl'poses i:1cluding theil' quantities, total production, chemical names,

uses and loc3tion nnd cGpacity of f~cilities whe~a ~roduced.

j
n
'I
!i
:\I.
;1

;1

I1

!I

Timing;~ :

1\1tel'n3tivc; I

Al tcrnativc II

Timings:

(i) Hi thin JO days .. (for' stocks held)

( ii ) .'\.nnua11 P..:lr~odic .. (subsequently).

(i) Vo:umc: of trnnsfers since 1 ~ial1ual"Y 19t!.6.

(~) Quantities of chc~ic~ls trnnsfer~ed/super-toxic,

lethal, other l'3thnl and other harmful chemicals.

(b) Qu~ntities of trcnsfel'red munitions and other

mG~ns of comb3t use/wei~ht of the chemicals fillod

in thcs~ cunitions;

(c) Tocjmologi~'"1 equipment fOl' the production of

chG~ical we~pons and correspondin6technical

docum~nt~ti~n/in unit~ of wei6ht of the chemicals

which could h~ve been produced as a result of

such tr£'.osfers.

(i1) Declnre type nnd ouanti ty of super··toxic lethal

chemicals tl':,1Osf,;l'red for~~ purposes and

nnm8S of l"ccipi~nt State(s).

Declar~ type and qu~ntity of supcr~tcxic lethal chemicals

transferred for prot~ctive purposes and names of recipient

State(s).

For Altornativ~ I (i)

Not later than 30 days nfter the Conventionrs entry into

forna or the St::!te. Party's adherence to it.

Fer jlternntiva I (11) ~nc Alternative II

30 days in ad"Janc€ of tl"~nsfi:lr.



t'lO. DIVF.RSION OF STOCKS

Detnila of types, quantity and intended use.

Timings: Alter~ative I

Along with/as part of the declaration of plans for

d~struction of the stocks •

•at~rntltivc II

~long ~ith/ns p1rt of the declaration of implementation

of destruction of stocks.

11 11. CONVERSION OF PRODUCTION FACILITIES TO DESTRUCTIO~ ~ACILITIES

Details including location, type, capacity.

T!min,L'is: 1\1ternatJ:..:!2..l
.\1.on[;: wit:1/as port of plans for elimination of faciliti.es.

illternative II

ht the time of dccl~ration of plans for destruction of stOCkS.

I; 12. CESSATION OF .\CTIVITIES RI::Llil'i:.:D TO POSSIBLE USE OF CH€NICJ,L \;EhPONS

(A) Issue an open general order to the effect that pbnninlt. organization

~nd tralning intended to cnnble the utilization of toxic: properties

of ohc~icals as we~pon in comb~t should not take place;

(b) hscertain that 211 organization Charts, plans, manuals utc. containing

'provisions intended to enable the utilization of toxic propertie~ of

chemicals as weapon in co~bat, are ~ithdrawn or revised;

(0) Declare the composition of equipment intended tc protect against

chemicnl weapons.

Timings: Not 1:lter than 1.0 years.

OPTIOU : i~o such decl;: v.~ ·~l.in •

SUffi~ISSION OP DECLhRATIONS

All declarations will be submitted to the Consultative Committee who will

inform all States Parties.
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REPORT OF THB CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON SL2MENT V
(DESTRUCTIOiJ, DIVERSION, DISNANTLING AND COt:\TEF:SrOrJ)

A •• DESTRUCTION OF STOCi<S;

I .. ARTICLE' Agreed sub~~lem<?nts to be included

(a) ~eneral obli~ation to d9$t~OY all existing stocks of chemical
l~ I

we::tpons ;-'

(b) possibility of divp.rsion of stocks for peaceful p~~posus, subject

to conditions and circumstances l~t forth in the Annex;

(c) obli~ation to utilize sa~e methods ot destruction that will avoid

harm to tha e:wironment and to populations,-'

(d) provision on international co-operation to facilitate implement~tion
.;}*? I

of the Convention,--- includin~ th~ possibility of transfer of

chemical \oIeapons to "mot.hero State:Jar;;'y for i:;h.s purpose of destruction;

(e) indication of the over'-:"lll dUI'ation d' th::: process of destruction, to

be counted fro'1 the ti'":~ the Conv'.:mtion ente~8 into force fot' each

State Pa:ty (suggesti0n; la years):

time of start of 3ctual ieatruction (~lternative8):

(i) not lat~r than six month~ after the Convention entars

into fOj~c;; for tlaciJ State Pnrty;

(H) not lnter than t\~O years ?[tel' the Convention enters

into foric<=: for -each St:lt·} Party.

other sub-elements proposed by aome Delegations:
'!I I

obligation to dostr~y proourso~8 that may ~e used for binary weaponsj-

placeroent of all ~"ocks under intern'ltional supervision at the time

che Convention ent!..,rs into forcC} for (~ach State Party;

(c) obligation to utili::: ~ metl1()ds of destruction that p,:,rmit. adequate

verification.

:11 Suggested ad:li.ti:m: "This includes alJ. it.·~ms defined as 'chemical weapons'.
including all types of pl'ecursors". If und,~r th" El,~ment "D.=finitions", all
prdcursors fall wi thin the definition of "chemical \o[.:=n. pons", this addition would
render unnec~ssal"Y th<; proposl~d sl.lb..elelllr.'nt (3.) f)1" the 1'1rticl~.

':'1*1 This .,hlig2tion could be st:lt<.:d in (1 5<;pat'~tE: Article applyi'1;,?; to the
d~st;:;Uct1on of both stocks "lnd faciliti~~s.

~I This provisi on could be: stated in 'm appropriat~~ pl.'lc'~ so as to apply
both to th~ d~stt'uction of stocks and of facilities.
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"11 - ANNEX: Agreod sub-elem~nts to ba included:

(a) conditions and ctrcumstancHs for p~rmitt~d diversion of stocks for
.:./

paaceful purposes (to b~ furth~r elabor~t~d);-

(b) procedure~ and ope~ation~ to be accoulplished during the over-all

period of destructlon:

- initial St~gf' (from the tima th~ Convention ~nters into force

fOl' each State Party to th~ time of start of actual destruction):

- sUbmission of plans for d~struction of stocks; such plans

should include:

.~ quant1t1t:~ -'lnd types of a~ents to br.l dcstroyo::d;

.~ tlm,1 scht:dul",d for th<.: process of d\J:i t.ruction;

+ d~scrtption, in general terms, of ~athod(s) to be ~mployed

for destruction;

+ indication of place(s} of f~cilitV(ies) us~d for destruction.

- destruction stage (from th~ start of actual destruction to the

end of over-all period of d~struction):

+ (to be s~en in connection with the d~clarations reqUired from

Parties r~l3ting to d~struction of stocks).

other s\'~-elements proposed by :}':lme Ddegations:

(a) provisions for ensuring adequate balance durIng destruction stag~

so as to avoid the acquisition of milital1 y advantagEl by ont!

Stat~ P-arty ov~r another (p.cx., agreed rates of destruction);

(b) provisions for ensuring minimization of economic damage 'lnd for

avoiding unnec~ssary or burdensome int~rf~renc~ with peaceful

chemical industry •

I

• , Suggested conditions 'lnd circumstanc~s: (a) list of agents the diversion
of whIch would be permittod; (b) int~rnational supervision of diversion;
(c) diversion to be carri~d out in an irr~v~rsible manner, so as to pr~vent the
re-utilization of component agents as weapons.
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1\ B - DESTRUCTION OF FACILITIES

"I - ARTICLE: Agrc:3d sUb··d~r.l€mts to bJ inC1Ud'3d:
u/

Ca) ~onpral obli~ation to nes~rny and dismantl= faQl1itl~at- and not

to construct n~w on~s;

Cb) obliGation to clos~ down such f~cilities at tllti time the Convention

~nt;:\':; into f-:>rc-.l for ·~ach St.'1te P9,.-ty, and tv cease production of

ch0mical tol,:!'pons -11; th~t tir., ,;

(c) p:-ovi:Jion fv;-' tempv(,8!")' conv;r:;i.:m of p.'oduc~ion fnciliti;s into

facilities for th~ purpose of ~estruction of stocks;

(d) obligation n.)t to r~convp~t such conv~rt~d facilities, and to destroy

01' dismantle th,~m as soon as thtly ;U'';; no long~r needed for the

pu~pose of d~struction of stocksj

(~) indication of ovcr-all maximum duration of '~hc p~oca3s of destruction,

to be countclci from the tim= the Convention enters into force for I:lseh

Stat~ Party (~u~~estion: 10 years)

- time of otart of actual destruction:

(altern,tlva suggestions)

(i) ~ix months ~ft~r thd Convantion ent~rs into force for

t!ac!1 State Pi=lrty;

(11) not latm' th:m eight ye::t.rs aft=r th~ Convention. enters

into force for each State Party.

other sub-~lorn~nts proposud by som~ Dol?~ations:

(a) provision for the possibility of buildi~g sp~cial faeili~les for

the purpose of d~struction of stocks;

(b) provision for th.a possibility of re.,.uti.liz::\tion in p~ac>::ful industry

of certain types and c.:ltegories of equipm':;nt, according to

spdclfication to b~ s~t f~rth in the Ann~x.

(c) obligation to utiliz·} methods of d(~struction th3t permit ad~quate

v·~!"if1.cation•

lI/ The term; 1'noi1itiV' should bu understood a~ d.;fir.&d .in Eleiiient 11. The
folloWing definition was suggastnd by som~ Delegations: 'Facill~ins and/or
equipment designed or uS0d for the product inn of a~y chemic~l which is primarily
useful for chemical weapons purposes, or for filling ch,~mical munitions '.
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"11 - ANNEX: Agr~;l)d sub··elGmcnl#s to bfi inclucllild:

(a) elaboration of proc~dur~~ and operations ~o b~ accomplish~d

during the ovor-all period of destruccion:

(j) iniU:\l sta~ ~ (fr.~ln th~ time th:) Conv~;nt.ion Imc.=:rs into forct'

for each St:1te Party to l;h; tilOcl of tho st!lr~ of actual

ddsl;ructlon ).

~ imm,:db~~ c'1ssat:ion of production and closing down "f

facillti.Jsj

- 9ubmission of d .:t<lilr~d l"l1:'lns for d'-'struction of facHiti.:s,

such plnl".'J should 1!1clud.~:

+ location of facility(,~s);

+ description of m~~thod(s) to b,~ ,~mploYld for' d;ls\,;ructionj

+ tndicatlon of facility to ba t~mporarily conv~rG~~ for

destructton of stocks;

+ plans for clustructlon of such conv~,rtbd facility.

(11) d··~:']truct1on sta,";,' (from thu st~l"t of actu"\l d~struction to

thcl and "f th') ov·'·r-i'tll p'Jl"iod):

(t,.> be S-i,m to cl.>nnection w:i.th th:! d.;olar'it'lons requlr....d froom

Partio.a rel~tinR to tha d1at~~ction ~f f~ciliti~s).

Othd~ sub-~l~ments pr~p~s~d by soma D~l~p,atlons:

(A) 9p~c1.nO:.ltton of ~YPdS gnd oat..~~ortos of nqutpm,mt that c·~uld b<J

reu8pd in pa~ccful lndustry;

(b) pr()v:t~1.ons fo.. ensuring ad(~quat-: balanc~ durin.~ th~ d~structJon

stl'lga I 130 as ton avoid thl3 'lcquisition of military advantag'~ by

one State Party ov~~ anothar (p.cx., ~~r~art r~tv8 of d~~truc,ton).

-70-



itlilt

'orc~

;1.:9,

lon;

)/'

r,.om

on

'I

ton) •

"C - OUESTIONS BEARING ON ELEMENT V THAT SHOULD 8E DEALT WITH
ELSEHHERE IN THE CONVENTION

(a) issues pertaining to /l::finition::.':

- defini tion of w.~npons 'lad ap;·",t.s prohibic.....d undclr' thoa Convcmtion

'.1nd which shoul~: t.hu:; b\3 ~kstl':)yed (sc·.} &3ction j\ on I Destruction

of St"cks' :!nd nota to ~F:r'-'l ')('\ SUb··~llem,mt (a) of tho Article and

to propos~d sub-~l~m~nt (~»;

- definition ~f facl1lti~$ ~nd/or 0quipmbr.t for th~ production of

chmnic~l wt!apons. which shoulc.l thus bf~ d.::stroy,,'d (sC;'~ Section B

on ';)-:stl"uction:,f ii':'\cili 1:1·..5' :-lncl notl~ to :.l3rl:l(ld sub-olement (a)

of the Artiole);

- d'lfinition of th0 concept of d~$tructlon/dlsmantling,both with

rrJg~rd Cl) stocks and i'11 th :"'~~ard to f:loilitias.

(b) lssue~ pertnlnln~ to 'D~claratlon':

- sp~c1flcation of all d~cl~r~tions to b8 r~quired from Stntas P.1rties

relatin3 to th1 proces3 of dostruction/dismantling, both of stocks

and fac1l1tio:ls, including periodical ct<::clarations (liluggestion:

annual d.i:clar'lt.ions dUl"inu, th;.) d'.;structi:Jn stai~o):

specification of th0 ~uthority to which plans for destruction of

stocks ~nd facilities should b~ submitted (Gu~gestion: th~

Consultative Committee);

(c) iSQulls pf}rtainin~ to 'Vl:lrU' tion \ :

- adequ~te procedures fo~ t l :erlfication of compliance with tha

obligations set forth in El. 1Jent V.

(d) issues pertaining to thd prohibition of transfer of chemical weapons:

~ ~xcoption to the ob11gnti~n not to tr~nsfar che~ical weRpons, so

as to permit the transfer of stocks for destruction purposes as

set forth in the Article on 11i:. ....Ckcl (sue Section A, I ut'!struction of

Stocks', sub-elumant (1) of th~ Artlcl~).
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nREPORT OF THE CO-ORDIUATOR or THE CONT.~CT GROUP OH ELIllITIlllT IX

(GEln::nAL PROVISIOns on VERIFICATIOn)

"Em'mIlT !X - lttGHT CQNT~\.lli TIm FCLLOUDTG rcnrrs:
nl. Purnose of verification: to provide £'.s::uranoe of compliance "ith the

proviaions of the Convention (CD 220).

"2. Soo~e of verificat.ion: appropriate and ac=eed verification measures should be

QrPlied on the basis of the principle of reciprccity to, ~er alia:

(a) Elements I-IV, concerni\1g ~:)rohibition of development, production,

other aoquisition, otockpilina, retention and trenofer of chemical

l1eaponOj

(b) Elements I and V, concerning dentructioi1 or othoruiDe disposal of

existinG stocks of chemical ueapono and the;'" mecns of productionj

oVer an agreed period of time;

(0) Element VI concerning super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile

militarJ pt~posen;

(d) Enquiry into facts, including on-site verification on an aGreed basin,

on questions rela~ed to alleGed contravention of the terms of the

convention.

"3. ~~ of verification:

(a) Technioal means of verification: I:lement L'{ could indicate that aljreed

teohniques of verification eppropri~te to the task r~nuired are identified

under snoh oub::te,ntive head (no~! contained in Elements II-VI) i

(b) Oreanizationsl means of Verification: Element IX ~ould provide for the

establishment of a Consultative Coomittee to act as a permanent body for

the mon i toring of the implementation of 811d compliance ""ith the terms of

the Convention.
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"RE~-:CRT OF 'TI~ CO-OPJ)I!'TATOR C'l" 'l'HE COIlTACT GROUl' OH T:8E FHEAliDLD MID

FIliAL CLh.:J3::S OF TIIT: .?UTUnr: CHilIICAL HEAroUS CO~TVn:TIO:!

S:L:CTIOlT .\. COI"CEl=T::i 14iD OFTIONS

"Pm\!IDLE

Concepb

(i) Drincina nbout cener2.1 :mc1 cOr.lplc'~o dir,crmt'.Ocr,t

(U) C'.l ban ::.s ~\ '.lecesoDIJr dice-.rnament ste!)

(Ui) Determination t'? e~c('lude po:.:.cibility of noe: Jll use rePUv"'Uan11 to the

conociencc of I:l,ml:ind

le

~ should be

~n,

ical

of

ion j

tile

d basic,

the

at ac;reed

'e identified

.e for the

t body for

le terms of

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

(vU)

(viii)

Options

Strcncthcminc pOi:'\ceft:l co-operntion in ~~cientific fields

:C',! Convention undork(;:ing on C',! neGotiation.:>

Rl1Cor,nizint3 si::;nificance of 1925 ":'rotoco::' e.1~d. mr Convention

Charter of the United ~ations

C'.! convention impO:L'ta;lt for 80ciol &tld economic development

inclucion of prohibition of use in first preaI:lbular paragraph

chemistry for the benefit of lIu:mldnd

principle of non-diminished securit,y (~t 10'1er levelc of armaments)
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SECTIon B~ VARIOUS SPECIFIC PROPOSAL

lI~mLE

(i) Disarmament

Reaffirming their adherence to the objectives of general and complete

disarmament, includine the prohibition and elimination of all types of

weapons of mass destruction;

(H) .m!
Convinced that the p.rohibition of the development, production and

stookpilinG of chemical ueapons and their destruction represent a necesssr,y

step to'mrds the aohievement of General nnd complete disarmament under

effeotive international control;

(u ~

Determined, for the sake of all mankind to exclude completely the

possibility of chemical agents being used as ueapons~ convinced that such

use ,.,ould be repugnant to the conccience of mankind and that no effort

should be s!'Sred to minimize thin risk,

(iv) Peaceful co-operation

Considering that peaceful co-operation among States should strengthen

international co-operation in scientific fields, especially in that

of chemistry;

Alternative Considering that the achievements in the field of chemistry should be

used exclusively for the benefit of mankind

(v) :m'l Convention

In oonformity with the undertaking contained in the Convention on the

Prohibition of the Developmont, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological

(Biological) and Toxin \'leapons and on Their Destruction, to continue

negotiatiorls in Bood faith with a view to reaching early agreement on

effeotive measures for the prohibition of the nevelopment, production and

stoolc:piling of chemical Heapona and on their de:Jtruction;

(Vi) 1925 Protocol

Recognizing the important sienificance of the Geneva Protoool for the

Prohibition of the Une in "Iar of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Ge.ees and

of Bacteriological Nethods of ~larfare, Giened at Geneva on 17 June 1925

and also of the Cjnvention on the Prohibition of the Development,

Produotion and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biolo~ioal) and Toxin

Weapons and on Their Destruction, in force since 26 March 1975, and calling

upon all States to comply stri~tly Hith the Gaid aGreements;
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; (vii) Dnited I'rations C:1~

DesirinG Blso to contribute to the realization of the purposes and

principles of the Charter of the D'nited Hationsj

(viii) Sooio.l and Eoonomic De'!'elcpmell.i

Recognizine the important contribution that the Convention oan.meke through

its implementation to the Gocial and economio develo1,1t1Gnt of States,

especially devclopin[ countries.

Cption

Guided by the principle of non-dit'1iniE:hed Elecuri·ty of any State or ~oup

of State~.

'ELEl1ENT VII - RELATIOnSHIP '.lITH OTHE:1 TREATID3

lio limitine or detractinc fro~ the obligationo assumed under 1925 Protoool

or ,my other international treatie3.

Options

speoifio reference to obligations under Biological Veapons Convention

specific reference obliG3tiono under El~IOD

possibility of linking mJ convention to 1925 Protocol.

"ELElIZHT VII - RELATIONSHIP 1'lITH OTHER TREl'..TIE3

Draft Element

Nothing in tois Convention should be interpreted as in any 'iay limiting or

detractinG from the oblientions assumed by States Parties to the Protoeol for

the Prohibition of the Use in Her of Asphyxiating, :;'')oisonouo or Other GaGes,

and of Bac-:erioloGical l1ethods of 1·:e.r fare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
or any other international treaty or <:'.ny existing 1"\les of international la,.,

GoverninG armed conflicts.

Reference to B~'J

Nothing i11 thic Convention should be interpreted as in any ";Tay limiting or

detractin~ from the. obligations assumed by States Parties to the Protocol for

the Prohibition of the Uze in Har of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases,

and of TIacterioloGical Methods of ~larfare, sicned at C~neva on 17 June 1925,
or under the Convention on the Frohibition of the Development, Production and

StockpilinG of Bacterioloeical (Bioloc,ical) and Toxin 'feapons and on T11eir

Destruction, opened fo!: si(3T1ature on 10 April 1972, or any other international

treaty or any existin~ r\lle~ of international law Governing armed conflicts.
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.ltelerence 'to .!:lL"U'.UJJ

Nothina in this Convention should be interpreted as in any 'tray limiting or

detraoting from the obligations assumud by Stat~s Parties to the Protocol for

the Prohibition of the Use in \far of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases,

and of Baeteriological Hethods of ~'arfare, oigned at Geneva on 17 June 1925,

or under the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production

and Stockpiling of BacteriolOGical (Bioloeical) and Toxin \feapons and on

- Their Destruction, epened for signature on 10 April 1972, and the Convention

on Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental

Hoditication Teohniques (EI:1HOD), or any other international treaty or any

existing rules of intern~tional law governine armed conflicts•

•~ VIII - Il!TERNATIOUAL CO-OPERATION

Concepts

(i) Avoidanoe of hamperinB international co-operation in peaceful and protective

chemical aotivities;

(ii) Undertaking to facilitate, promote and participate in exchange of materials

and information

(iit) Undertaldng to allocate any savinGS as a result of CV convention.

Options

faoilitate international co-operation in peaceful chemical aetivities

partioipate in fullest possible exchange (including co-operation on

training and equipping with protective measures)

undertaking to assist other Parties on request.

''Eramrr XIV - }~mm'1mlTS

(i) Amendments proposed by any Party; submitted to 'Depositary; circulated

tc other Parties;

(ii) Entry into force of amendments for eacll Party accepting amendments upon

aooeptance by majority of Parties; thereafter for each remaining Party on

date of acceptance by it.

Options

Amendments considered at Review Conference

Party after entry into force, failing expresDion of a different intention,

conDidered as party to treaty as amended.
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"ELENENT VIII - U1TERNATIOlTAL CO-OPERATION

Draft Element

(1) This Convention 8hould be im:!?lemented in C\ manner designed to avoid hampering

the economic or technological devel~~ent of States rarties to the Convention

or international co-operation in the field of peaceful and protective chemical

activities, includinc the international e~ehan3e of chemical~ and e~uipment for

production, :!?roceG~ing or use of chemieal aGents for peaceful and protective

PUrposes in accordance "'ith the provinions of the Convention.

(.2) Each State Party to this Convention should undertake to faeilitni:e, promote

and participate in, the fullest possible e~ehange of equipment, materials and

scientific and technologie~l information for the use of chemieals for peaceful

and protective purposes consonant with the aios of this Convention.

(3) Each State Party to this Convention should undertake to allocate a substantial

part of possible· savings in'militar,y expenditures as a result of disarmament

measures agreed upon in this Convention to economic and social development,

particularly of the developinc countries.

Fullest possible exchange

Each State Farty to this Convention ohould undertake to facilitate, promote

and have the right to participate 'in, the fullest poosible exchange of

equipment, materials an,d 8cientific and teclmological information for the

use of chemical8 for peaceful purposes consonant with the aims of this

Conve~tion. 1:1here appropriate such exchange should extend to co-operation

on protective measures.

Assistance to Part~

Each State Party to this Convention undertakes to provide or support as~istance,

in accordanoe with the United Nations Ch~rter, to at~ Fart,y to the Convention

which so requests, if the Security Council decides that such Party has been

exposed to danger as a result of violation of the Convention.
iIEW'lEHT XV _ REVIE\:l CONFERENCE

Concepts

(i) Review after five year~ if majority of Parties agree

(ii) Five year intervals.
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"ELEllENT XVI - DURATION .AID> mTHDRA\1AL3

Concepts

(i) Unlimited duretio~j

(ii) Ri6ht l')! wi thdral'col; three m')ntl1f' \ ..,tict" t~ ;:,,,p08i tary; etatement of

extraordinary eventa jeop~rdizi~: cu~reQO i~terp.3tG;

(iii) Notifioation to Secu~:ty Codnoil.

'ELEUEHT XIV - M1mi.I!lEN~:j

Draft Element

(1) Any State Party to this Convention may pro~ose amendments to the Convention.

The +'ext of any proposed amentiment shall be ~ubmitted to the Depositary, lrho

shall promptly oiroulate it to ~ll Stntes ~~rti~~.

(2) An amendment-shall enter into forca for all States Parties to this Convention

whioh have aooepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of instruments

of aooeptanoe by a majority nf State~ Parties. Thereafter it shall enter

into foroe for any remainin~ States Party on th~ date of deposit of its

instrument of aooeptance.
11
EmmlT XV - REVIEU COi:lFERENCE

Draft Element

(1) Five years after the entry into force of this Convention, or earlier if it is

requested by a majority of Parti€s to the Convention by submitting a proposal

to this effect to the Depositary, a conference of States Parties to the

Convention should be held at Geneva, Switzerland, to review the operation of

the Conventic';, ,'rith a vie"1 to assuri--s that the purpos'?s of the Convention

are beinB realized. Such revie,... should take into nccount any ne,... scientifio and

teohnological developments relevant to the Convention.

(2) Further review conferences should be held at intervals of five years thereafter,

and at other times if re~uested by ~ major~ty of the Stntes rarties to this

Convention.

"EIamNT XVI - DURATION AND UITHDR'l..UALS

Draft Eleme.!2!

(1) '1'11i5 Convention should be of unlimited duration.

(2) Eaoh State Party to this Convention should in exercisfng its national sovereignty

have the rieht to withdraw from the Convention, if it decides that.extraordinary

events related to the ~ubject matter of the Convention, have jeopardized its

supreme interests. It should give notice of such ~...ithdravl to the Depositary

three months in advance. Such notice should include ~ statement of the

extraordinary events it regards as havine jeopardi~ed its supreme interests.
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(3) The Depositary on its pert should immediately inform the Security Council

of the United i1.,.tic1 11C, '~f the sub'Cli:::sion of 1.'. notice of Hithdra,·ml from a

Statr:> Farty t,:' the ::onventicn.

''ELN'lEHT XVII - SIGNATlJRS I R'\TIPr CATIOl;, ACCESSIOF

Dr~.ft Element

(1) This Conventbn ~;loulll be C';le'1 to all States for si,::nature. Any state ",hich

does l),--t sir,n the CCliventL'l1 before i t3 entrj' into force in accordance "11th

11aracr.::ph 3 of tLi::.: r;l,?mCl't could. accede to it at aWi time.

Thic Convention choult.: be .~'..l'.:l.ject to ratification b;}.- sit3nator States.

InstrumentG (,f ro,tific:"tion er accession should be deposited "rith the

n

.8

i

Secretery-Generu1 of tile Ur:it0.C l~;:\tic:-:::;.

This Convention s!lGuld ent€'I' into force upon the deposit of inctruments

':If ratificr.tier: by ••• Gcvernme;~h', in accordance "lith paragraph 2 of this

Element.

(4) For those Stdes \vI1ose ir.stnunentc: ·.:::f ratificntion or ;;..~cession are deposited

after the entJ.:y intc force ~f tilis Convention, it should enter into force

on t'ile d1.'\te of the 'depQsit,f their instruments of ratification or accession.

(5) The DeposHaI"J 3heu:!'d pro1'iiptly infom ;>11 signatory 'States and States Parties

of the dcte of each ~icnature, the date of dep0sit of each ~nstrument of

ratification or accession and the dote of the entry into force of this

Convention and of any 2jnenc1.r.J.ents ther2to, 2,5 11ell as of the receipt of other

notices.

~ and

fter,

(6) This Convention c~lOuld be registered by thE' DCllosi taIJr in accordance ",ith

Article 102 of t~e Ch2I'tET of t~le United Nations.

(7) A;'mexes of the Conv8nticn should be consiuered an integra.l part of this

Conventi.Jll •
,I

ELEI.''1EI:TT XVII - SIGli!~TtJ:lS, MTIFICATION I ACC::::;SSIW

Conce')ts

each sicnaGUl'e, ratification or accession"';") ~. ...
lar v~e8 01

Recistercil. in ~.ccordal'!ce "ith 'Gni ted I·~C'.tiom1 Charter

Open to ~ll StateG; ~ccession ~t any time

Subject to ~',~ti.ficatiG!l; depcsited ~,ith Uni ten :Eations Secretary-General

Entry into force "i ti~ "pecifiecl rumber of ratifications

t::1try i,1te", f,)rce [er late accession

Anl1 axes of c011vEO'1tion inteeral.

( .\
'l.)

( ii)

( iii)

(iv)

(v)

(Vi)

(Vii)

:1
Hq
:i
!
!

,I

;]

il
:j Ontions

'I hJe'1ty r'atificatio1'Js for entry into force

~ entI',Y inte fnrce I'enuire:=.; ratification by all p'i'rmanent members of

11 Security Council.
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IOEm~'T XYIII - DISTitBUTIC C:;' 1';::'; CJIfVE!!Tr~lI

Texts, in ell United Fction".l le.n~'..l:\:'(>o, c1.i::tributNt by D'tpodtary.

Option'3

T\-Ienty Ratificati~, £.

Thh: Conve\1ti('~ ,~nould t"1'ter Ut.:' f,:,roE' ~~p,'m the dO!'lNii t 'Jf ind!"'.1r.tC"nts of

r£\tifiQ.:\tio'1 b" ::0 Gov,~r:1':'\E'r.t::, iO:lcc_'r:?r ~c '.·i t' pe,ro.crp.Fh 2 cf t.~li:,

Elemer. J
••

All Sectlri t;" Coupoil tllelliJ~

Thip C'nver.ti':'l1 d~~.ll Cl"ter i:-:tc f,1!'ce '.1~CI1 thr 'le~A;sit of i.n::>trume:1t::; of

ratification by ••• G:,ve!"~m:.'nb, ::'lcludi~( thE' Govornments of the States

permanent membern ':-:f th!;' Ur:i ted Nai.ionz Seourity CCll~lcil.

'm.EltlEtlT XVIII - DISTRIBUTIOH OF THE CCHVE!.lTIJl'

Draft Element

Thio Co~vention, of 'o'1h1ch the Al'abic, Chinese, Enclia:J, French, Russian and

Spanish texts are equally ~utbe\1tic, ::::11(m1t', be clepooited ,Iith the

Secretary-General of '~!le United l'ations, ~!ho should ,-:e~ld duly certified o01'io$

thereof to the Governmentl3 'Jf States JTlambers of the United Nation::; and its

npeoialized a~encies.
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.. R8PORT OF TH!!: l'o-aru.>IlMTOR i..'I' THE C'~TTJ,.GT GR:'UP ON iW1E:NT X

"(NATIONAL n1PLENER'l'.ATION MEASURESf

nd

opiC's

~8

'1. ~rticlo on national measureR

Working hypothe~is;

~ach State Party ~hould tab~ any measurE'S it C'onsidcl'o ncc~ssary in l\C'COrdance

vith it~ constitutional proCGl:ls,:s to implcm('nt thl~ Gonvention, and in particular to

prohibit and ~revcnt any activity i~ violation of th0 ~onv0ntion a~vhere und~r its

juris~i6tion or control.

Each State Party "'ouId also inform the Consultative Committee of ''1hat leS'islative

and edministrativ~ measures it hvd taken vith resl~ct to the implnmontation of the

Convention.

"2. Possible article on national body

Options:

- Each State Party would designate a central authority and point of

contact having responsibility ,·l1th regard to oversGe-ios' the

implementation of the Convention and. to co-operating Hith the

Consultative Committee and the central authorities of other States

Partios. Guidelines concerninb thn fun~tions of this central

authority c.ould be set out in Annex '••••

- Each State Party would identify its point of contact being responsible

for the co-operation w~th the Consultative Gommittee.

- No s~'ecial reference to national body, since thit1 question could be

regarded as covored hy the article on national measures.

"3. Possible J~nnox containioo ,guidelines concerning the functions of the national body

In case theN ,~ill he agreemr:mt on the fil'st option in paragraph 2 such en Annex

could b~ necessary. The contents of this Annex should ba further aisoussed. The

following ideas \>,i th regard to possi ble auidelines are quoted from different \"'orking

papers and serve only illustrative purposes:

(a) The contra.l authority to be designated by each State Party under Article ••••

should be organized and employed by each State Party in accordance with its own

legislation.
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(b) 'national aspect' :

to oversee the implementation of the obligations concerning

- prohibition of development, production, other acquisition, stockpiling,

retention and transfer of ohemical weapons;

- destruction of stocks of chemi~nl weapons;

- destruction or dismantling of means of ?roduction of chemical

weapons;

temporary conversion of means of production of chemical weapons

for the purt>ose of destroying' stocks of such ,oreapons;

- super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes;

(This list would be specifi~d in accordance with the final agreement

on the scope of prohibition.)

- to oversee the implementation of the above mentioned obligations the

central authority should be in a position

to get the relevant information from the corresponding executive

organs, agencies and enterprises to investigate the actual state

of affairs concerning compliance \od th the Convention;

to examine reports on development activities a~ well as the

productive and commercial activities of enterprises of the chemical

indUStry and related fields, including productive commercial

docwnentations of the enterprises of industrial firms engaged in the

manufacture of chemical and other products which could be related

to the scope of the Convention;

- to visit enterprises producing supertoxic lethal chemicals, harmful

chemicals and precursors, which fall under the scope of the Convention;

- to visit enterprises being-dismantled or already dismantled, or

converted to the production of the above mentioned chemicals for

permitted purposes;

- to sample probes of \o18ste gases, waste water and soil;

to install in the above mentioned enterprises-aens~ devices and

make the necessary measurements;

to get the financial means necessary for the implementation of ~ts

functions;

to submit to the. government conCdrned reports on its activities

which would be publicized.
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(c) 'international co-operativ~ aspect':

to provid8 the Consultative Co~nitt~e with all data nec~ssary to the

executi.on of. the task of the Ccmmitt(~c "rith respect to verification of
complianca ,,'ith the C0nvention;.

to extend in case of international insPections all assistance requasted

L~cludi~; technical assistance ~nd the provision of dnta;

to have access to a selection of inspection personnel both technical.and
non-technical;

- to be ~repared to maintain dooumentation of the tJ~e required to satisfy
international vGrification requirements;

• to co-operate in providing expertise to the Consultative Committee;

to co-operate with the central authorities of other States Parties and

with corresponding international organizations concerning issues

connected with the implementation of the Convention.
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"REPORT OF THE co-oRDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON ELEl·lENT XI

11 (NATIONAL TECHNICAL MEAlffi OF VERIFICATION)

Ill. PSWaph on the compatibility of the use of'NTloI with L'lternational law

Options:

- Any use of national technical means of verification for the purpose of

monitoring compliance by other States with t~ provisions of the Convention

must be consistent with generally recognized principles of international law.

- Each State Party to the Convention may use national technical IIleans of

verification at its disposal for the purpose of monitoring compliance with

the proviaions of the Convention in a mal'mer coasistent wHh generally

recognized principles of international law.

n 2. Parwaph on assistance and the provision of information

• Options:

- Verification pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article may be undertaken by

any State Party usir'.g its own national technical means of verification, or

with the full or partial assistance of any other State Party.

- Any State Party 'IoThich possesses national technical means of verification

may, where necessary, place at the disposal of other Parties information

which it has obtained through those means and which is important for the

purPoses of the Convention.

- Any information so obtained should be confidential to the State Party

whioh carried out monitoring, unless or until evidence was sufficient

to suggest non-compliance by another State Party. In this case the

Consultative Committee should be informed.

- All States parties to the Convention should have access to information

gathered by the use of national technical means of verification through

the Consultative Committee, at which disposal States Parties possessing

euch information would place it.

",. PH8fG!:Ph on non-interference with NTM

Working hypothesis:

I Each State Party to the convention should undertake not to impede, including

thro~h the use of deliberate concealment measures or in any other manner, the

national teohnical means of verification of other States Parties operating in

accordance with paragraph 1.
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(In, the view of Sotne delegations provision on non-interfl'lrence with Nm

should depend on a paragraph on the provision of information along the lines of the

fourth option in paragraph 2. The que;:Jtiol) of .non- -oon.cealmnt should ha further
clarified•.)

Alternative to Element XI on the J,ines of Article IH, paragraph 5 of' the
Sea-bed Treaty:

'Verification p~suant to this article may be undertaken by any'.,titate Party
• .••• # •

using its own mpcU1s, or with the full or partial .assistance o~· any.: oth~.State

Party, or tb:.:oough appropriate international procedure.s .within the framework of
~. .

the United Nation~ and in accordapp!3. w~t~. i ~s Charter' •.

(Note,: first ~tmay be rega.rded as covered by the ~firBt option in
~ ~:r-.t '". .... . . .

paragraph 2 of this pape~;"' " "." ."'1.... . ,"

- second part may be regar(l.ed as cove~d by Ele~ll~ XIII).
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"REPORT Of THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON ELEMENTS XII AND XIII
(CONSULTATION AND CO-OPERATION : CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE)

"ELEMENT XII: Consultation and co-operation

"l. It was generally agreed that the Convention should include a p!1"o'l1sion

regarding normal consultations and co-operation according··to the fol:l:owi-ng

l,1nes:

fa) Commitment by States parties to consult and co-operate.

(b) Consultations and co-operation may be undertaken:

directly between two or more parties;

through appropriate international procedures including the services

of appropriate international organizations and of the Consultative

Committee. (It was generally agreed to include a specific reference

to the Consultative Committee underscoring its special role).

(e) Substance of cansultations and co-operation: any matter ira relation

to the objectives of, or in the application of, the provisions of

the Convention.

For fU~"her c~nsideration:

- Specific reference to the United Nations General Assembly and/or

Security Council.

"11. Fact-finding procedures concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of

the compliance with the Convention

(a) General formulation encouraging States parties to hold bilateral

contacts.

(b) Right for every State party (challenging or challenged) to request

the Consultative Committee to carry out a fact-finding procedure,

including its right to reque~t a specific activity to be carried out

by the Consultative Committee (e.g. on-site inspections).

(c) Such request must be substantiated.

(d) Obligation to co~operate in the fact-finding procedure.

(e) Appropriate explanations must be provided in case of a refusal

to an on-site inspection.

(r) Obligation of the Consultative Committee to inform States parties

about the results of its procedures.

(g) General reference to the right of every State to resort to the

mechanisms provided by the Charter of the United Nations.
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For further consideration:
- Decision by the Consultative Committee on the merits of a request

and on the appropriate activity to be carried out for a fact-finding
procedure concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of the
compliance with the Convention.

- Provision cont~ining a strong commitment by States parties to
co-operate with the Consultative Committee in its investigations.

- Action the Consultative Committee might take at-ter·a·refU~l by
a State party to an on-site inspection:

- request further information
- request a reconsideration of tae decision.

- Provision of assistance to a State party in case of a breach of
the Convention:

- subsumed in the general reference to the United Charter
- or formulated in specific terms

- Question of falsifying the actual state of affairs with regard
to compliance. with the Convention by other States parties.

"ELEMENT XIII: Consultative Committee
"A. ORGANIZATIONAL QUESTIONS
"1. CHAPEAU

It was agreed that there should be a general formulation sta~1ng ~he p~rpos38
of the Consultative Committee, i.e.:

- to carry out broader international consultation and co~~peration

- to ensure the availability of internati9nal data
- to provide expert advice
- to oversee the implementation of the Convention
- to promote the verification of the continued co~pliance.with

th~.pro~t.~ions ·of the Convention
12. TJ;HING FQR THE ~ES"ABLISHMENT

Consul~at:l:·Ye. ·Committee: shortly, e.g. 30 day!!'., after entry into force
of the Convention.

- It was generally agreed that some preparatory work before the establishment
o(.t~e Consultative Committee would be needed.
Fer .fu~ther conside~atton:

Preparatory Committee
- temporary body
- established after X number of signatureS of the Convention
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M open to every signatory

- . functions: to carry out preparatory technical" work, make

recommendations to the Consultative' Committee

",. COHPOSITJON

- I representative by each State party

~ advisers by each State party

For further consideration:

- President.-Options:

- Depositary (United Nations Secretary-ueneral or his

personal representative)

- eleQted by the States parties

- rotative presidency

collective presidency

- Pight or obligation of every state party to become members of

the Consultative Committee

"4. SUBORDINATE BODIES

It was generally agreed,that the Consultative Committee would have:

- A technical secretariat

- A sub-organ or subMorgans of a reduced membership to operate on a

permanent basis

For further consideration:

-Membership of the sub-organ(s). It was suggested:

• equitable geographical distribution

- renewed every X years
,

- some permanent members

- Functions

Sussested additions:

- Fact-finding panel: operational body cOmposed of political representatives

with appropriate technical support of a reduced number of States parties

to carry out, at the request of a State party, a fact-finding procedure

concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of the compliance with

the Convention

- Expert study groups: to be created on an ad hoc basis to ela~orate

specific studies on matters of importance for the implementation of the

Convention

- Verification teams: for carrying out systematic on-site inspections

under the aegis or the techni~l secretariat.
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1'5 • MEETINGS

- Extraordinary meetings.- Options:

- .at the request. of one State party

- at the request of an X number of States parties

- at the request of the aub-organ(s)

- at the request of the depositary

For further consideration:

" Regular meetings.- Options:

- every year

- at longer interval~. e.g. depending on the need to appoint

members of the secretariat or of the sub-organ(s)

" 6. RULES OF PROCEDURE

- on q~estions of substance: no voting. If the Committee is unable

to provide for a unanimous report it shall present the different

views involved.

For further consideration:

On.quest~ons r~lative to the organization of its work.

It ~as suggested that the Committee should work where

possible by consensus but otherWlse by a majority of

votes

- Decision on a request by a State party for a fact-finding

pro~e~~re concerning alleged ambiguities in or violation

of the compliance with the Convention

"7. CO-OPERATION OF STATES PARTIES WITH THE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE

For further consideration:

as

118. EXPENSES.- It was sU8Bested: - borne by States parties

"9. Specific provision stating the right of the Consultative Committee to

REQUEST ASSISTANCE ·OR INFORMATION TO AP~ROPRIATE INTERNATiONAL ORGANIZATIONS

!2!!: the final placement of the sUb-el~ments listed above in an article or
in an annex will depend on the deQision to be taken with regard to the general
structure of the Convention.
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FUNCTIONS OF THE CONSULTATIVE CONMITTEE

GenerallY agreed functions:

"1. To carry out broader international consultation

closely co-operate with the States parties [authorities responsible

for National Verification/Implementation)

provide the States parties with the necessary technical assistance.

"2. To receive. request and distribute data relevant to the provi~ons

of the Convention which may be available by States pertios

[authorities responsible for National Verification/Implementation]

and· to analyse such information,.

1'3. To elaborate technical questions relevant to the impl~ntatlonof

the Convention, e.g. drawing up and revising lists of p~ecursors.

agreed technical procedures.

"4. TO'carry out and/or participate in ~ystematic on-Eite inspections

in ordar to:

- monitor destruction of CU stockpiles

- monitor the·single facility for small-scale production of

8uper-toxic;lethal chemicals [for non-hostile military purposes]

[for 'permitted purposes].

Suggested additions:

- monitor the 'inactive status of CW production and fi11in8

facilities

- monitor destruction/dismantling of CU production and

filling faoilities

- monitor production of certain commercial chemicals whjch

are agreed to pose a special risk

- monitor the inactive status of CW stockpiles

tor further consideration:

- The role of the Consultative Committee in the systematic on-site

inspections:

- sole responsibility

- shared responsibility, e.g. with the State party concerned

-The cnaracteristics of the systematic oft-site inspeQtions

(permanent basis-periodicity-random selectlon - agreed procedures).
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"6.

To receive a ..equest of a State party fo.. a fact..tindina procedure

ift case of alleged ubisu1ties in 0.. violations of the 'OOIIPI1anoe
with the Convention

- To ..equest fUrthe.. information as approp..iate

- To ca..ry cut and/o.. 'pal:"tlcipate in 8 ehallenge on-aite lnapecUon
Su!pated addition:

~ to ca....y out a ch.llense on-site inspection concernlns

allegations of use of chetllical weapons by 0 .. with· the
asa1Btance of a State pa..ty

To p....ent an annual/pe..iodic ...po..t of all ita activities p..epared,
it approp..iate, by the aec...ta"lat~.. by the aub-orsan(a).

lite

~u..~s).
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11 APPENDIX

It wu s.ner~l1y agr..d that 1t should be elaborated in an annex containing:

"1. Technical procedures for systematic and challense on-site inspections

- Rights and functions of the inspecto~s

- Rights and functions or the host-State personnel

- General kinds of inspection procedures

- Generel kinds of equipment to be utilized 1n the inspections and

who provides it.

For further consideration:

- Sources of inspection personnel.

1111. Gene...l frall8Work for the activities to be carried out durinG the
inspections ~ "e pel"formed, e.g.
- tor the regular monitoring of the destruction of CH stockpiles

- for the regular monitoring of the eingle facility for small-scale

production of super-toxic lethal chemicals

- in the course of fact-finding procedures."

.!!2l!: The eleMnts listed above cou1:l be separated in two different annexea
depending on the final decision to be talcen with regard to the gener~l structure
or the Convention.
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1n1ng:

annexes
ucture

E. New T;ypes of Hes.pons of !i3.ss Destruction and New Systems
of Such Weapons: Radiological Weapone

76. The item (In the agenda entitled "New types of weapons of ma·ss destruction
and new systems of such \olea.pons; radiologioal wea.pons" \is.s considered by the
CC'mmittee, in aocordanoe with its programme of work, during the periods from
15 to 19 !1e.roh and from 6 to 7 Septembe:r.
77. The Committee had before it the fC'llowing documents submitted during its
1982 sessinn in connection with the item:

(a.) Dooument CD/261, da.ted 15 Ml.rc.h 1982, submitted by the delega.tion of
Hungary, entitled "Prohibition of the development a.nd manufaoture of new types
of wea.pens of ma.ss destrlction and new systems of such weap(\ns'.'l

(~) Dooument CD!323 and Corr.l dated 13 September 1982, submitted by the
delega.ti(\n ~f Ja.psn; entitled ''Working Paper - Prohibition of Atta.cke a.ga.inst
Nuolear Facilities".

(c) Document CD/331, da.ted 13 September 1982, submitted b'3' 'the Federal Republic
of Germany, entitled ''Working Pa.per - Issues relating to a prohibition of a.tta.oks
aga.inst nuclea r fa.cili ties in the framework of a. Ra.diological Wea.pons !Prea.ty".
78. In aooordance with the Committee's decision conoerning subsidiary bodies at
its 156th plenary meeting on 18 Februa.ry 1982, as contained in document CD/243,
the Ad Hoc Working. Group on Radiological Wea.pons \is·S re-esta.blished on the ~.sls
of its former manda.te, with a. view to rea.ching ag;re.ement on a oodvention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpilJ.ng and use of radiologioaJ.
wea.pons. The CClmmittee further decided tha.t the Ad Hoc Working Group would
report to the ComInittee on the progress of its work before the conolusion of the
first pa.rt of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the 6eoond speCJ.sJ.
session of the General Assembly devoted to disa.rmament.
79. At its 151th plena.ry meeting on 25 February 1982, the Committee decided to
nominate the represehtative ef the Federal Republic of Germany a.s the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Working Group.
80. During the 1982 sessi0J?, the Ad Hoc Working Group held 14 meetings between
20 Februa.ry to 21 April and between 2 to 8 Septembel' 1982, a.nd the Cbairma·n also
conducted informal consulta.tions during tha.t period.
81. As a resuJ.t of its deliberations during the first part of 1982 session, the
Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a. report to the Committee (document CD/284/Rev.l),
whioh contains an a.ccount of its work: during the 1980 a.nd 1981 sessions a.s well
a·s the first ps.rt of 1982 session. The statement ma.de by the Cha.lrma.n of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on the occa.sion of the submission of the report is contained
in document CD/289. At its 173rd plena.ry meeting on 21 April 1982 the Committee
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adopted the retlo:r.t of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integra.l part of the

Speoial Report of the CominiiJ,tee on Disa.rma.ment to the second special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disa.rmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).

82. In a.ddition, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted an aJmual report to the

Committee, a.s conts·ined in document CD/328.,
83. At ita 18Sth plenary meeting on 11 September 1982, the Comm1ttee adopted the

report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, whioh is a.n integral part of this report and

reads as follows:

"I. mTRODUCTION

I

''l. At its 156th ,1etJ8.ry meeting on 18 Februa.ry 1982, the Committee on Diss.rma.ment

deoided to re-esta.blish the Ad Hoo Working Group on Radiological Weapons on the

basis of ita former ma.ndate, ""ith a view to rea.ching agreement on a convention

prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling a.nd use of radiological

wes.pons. The Committee further decided tha.t the Ad Hoc Working Group would report

to the Committee on the progress of its wo~k before the conclusion of the first

pa.rt of its 1982 session, in viaw of the convening of the second special session

of the General Assembly devoted to disa.rmament, a.nd that the Ad Hoc Working Group

would also report to the Committee before the conclusion of the second pa.rt of its

1982 session.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AlID DOCUMENTATION

"2. At its 157th plenary meeting on 23 Februa.ry 1982, the Committee on Disa.rmament

appointed Ambassador Dr. Henning Wegener, representative of ·the Federal Republic of

Ge1"JDB.ny, s.s Cha.irman of the Ad Hoc Worki.ng Group. Mr. Guennady Efimov and

Dr. Lin Kuo..chung of the United Nations Centre for Disarmament served as Secreta.ry

of the Working Group during the first and second pa.rts of the 1982 session

respeotively.

"3. Tile Ad Hoo Working Group held 14 meetings between 20 Februa.ry and 21 April and

between 2 and S Se,tember 1982.

"4. At their request, representatives of the following sta.tes, not members of

the Committee on Disa.rmament, were invited to pa.rtioipate in the meetings of the

Ad Hoc Working Group during the 1982 session: Austria., Denma.rk, Finland, Greece,

Ireland, Norwa.y, Senega.l a.nd Spain.

"5. In oa.Trying out its manda.te, the Ad Hoo Working Group took into account

para~ph 16 of the Final Document of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to dis~rma.ment. It a1so took into consideration the

relevant recommend2l.tions of the United Nations Disarmament Commission, in pa.rticula.r

those adopted in conneotion with the Second Disa.rmament Decade in 1980. In

addition to various resolutions a.dopted by the General Assembly on the subject

a.t its previous sessions, the Working Group further took into account

reeolutio~ 36/91 B of the Genera1 Assembly, by whioh the Committee on Disarmament

ll8.1!l oalled upon 'to continue negOtiations with a. view to an ea.rly conclusion of

the ela.boration of a. trea.ty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling

and \lSe of ra.diologioa-l· wea.pons, in order tha.t it may 'be submitted if possible

to the General ASsembly a.t its seoond specia.l session devoted to disarma.ment,

to be held in 1982. ' .
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of "6. During the 1982 session, the Ad Hoc Workine Group had before it the followine
additional documents for consideration:
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(1) CDIm;/wp •25

(2) CD/p.w/WP. 25/Add.1
and Add .1/~ev .1

(3) CD/ffi//VlP.26

(4) CD/RW/VlP.27

(5) CD/RW/'tlP.28

(6) CD/RW/WP .29

(1) CD/FM/WP .30

(8) CD/RW/WP .31 and Add.l

(10) CDjRwj\VP .33

(13) CD/RW/wp .35/Add.1

- Chairman I s statement (9 101arch 1982)

- Chairman's Amended Proposal for the organization or
,rork during the opening session (adopted by the
Working Group on 15 March 1982)

_. Chairman's ''lorking Paper: Positive formulations
of an RW Definition (Synopsis) (10 March 1982)

- Tentative Programme of "'ork (Suggested by the
Chairman) (15 March 1982)

- Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulation
of the provision on scope of the Radiological
Weapons Treaty (15 Harch 1982)

- Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulations
of the provisions on peaceful uses (22 March 1982)

- Yugoslavia: Def'inition of Radiological \'leapons _
Article II (18 March 1982)

- Australia: Proposal on Definition and Scope ot
Prohibition (giving two alternative texts) (19·March
and 2 April 1982)

- Cheirman I s Working Paper: Suggested mechanism of
compliance and verification (follo,dng on
Document CD/R'ltr/\VP.20) (22 March 1982)

- Chairman's Summary of suggested issues of initial
relevance relating to protection of nuclear
facilities for discussion during Working Group
meetings on 26 lVlarch and 2 April 1982 (30 March 1982)

- Sweden: Memorandum on certain aspects of a
convention prohibiting radiological warfare
(5 April 1982)

- Draft Report to the Committee on Disarmament in
view of the Second Special Session devoted to
Disarmament: submitted by the Chairman
(Introduction) (Parts A and C) (13 April 1982)

- Discussions on the provisions of the Draft Treaty
on Radiological \veapons ("traditional" R't'l subject
matter): submitted by the Chairman (Part B)
(16 April 1982).

- Group of 21.: Text proposed for an Article in the
Draft Treaty on .RadiOlogical Weapons
14 April 1982) .
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(15) ODjRW/WP .37 and Corr.l

(16) CD/RW/WP.38

(17) CD/RW/WP.39

(18) CDjRWjwP.40

- J!Wanl Proposal on Prohibition of Attacks Aeainst
Nuclear Facilities (1 September 1982)

- Chaiman's Statement (6 September 1982)

- Chairman's Workine Paper: Compilat.ion of
Radioloeical Weapons Treaty Provisions

- Federal Republic of Germ~: Issues Relatine to a
ProhibitIon of Attacks Aenst Nuclear FaC'.ilities
in the framework of a Radioloeical Weapons Treaty

"Ill. SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS

'~. First Part of 1982 Session

"7. Pur8ll~t to the appeal contained in the General Assembly resolution 36/97 Br the
Ad Boc Working Group, in addition to informal consultations and informal meetings of
a draftine 8~UP, held 12 meet1n6s durine the first part of the 1982 session with a
view to submitti!16 a treaty prohibitine the devdopment, production, stockpili~ and
UN of radioloeical weapons to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

"8. The Ad Hoc \'lorkine Group submi. tted a special report to the
Committee on Disarmament, as cont.9ined in Document CD/284/Rev.l, which contains a
summary accoUnt of the neeotiations during the 1980 and 1981 sessions as well as the
1"irat part of the 1982 session. At its 173rd plenary meetinB on 21 April 1982 the
COIIIIIIittee adopted the special report of the Ad Boo Workine Grc"up, which is an
intesral part of tile Special Report of th<.. Committee on DisfU,"IDament to the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted' to disarmament
(Document CD/292 and Corr. 1-3). '2

"B. Second Part of 1982 Session

''3. In view of the difficulties encountered in the first part of the 1982 session and
takine into acoount the fact that the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disa:l"fJ\8Dlent had not taken action in this fie-ld, the Chairman of the
Workine Group took the initiative to exchanee views ,;i,h deleBations through a letter
and attached questionnaire with a view to facili tatlng the future work of the
Working Group. The questionnaire ooncentrated on the relationship between the
'traditional' radiological weapons subjeot-matter and the problems inherent in the

prohibition of attacks aeainst nuclear facilities, which, inter alia, had threatened
to bril18 the neSot1ations in the 'vorkine Group to a deadloCk at an earlier point.

'10. At the 1,lt .etine of the Workine Group during the second part of the
1982 session, held on 2 September 1982, the Chairman reported on the replies to his
letter and questionnaire as \-Iell as various views expressed by delegations during
hie informal oonsultations. A summary account of those replies and views iecontained

. */ It was also issued as ,Official Records. of the General Assembly,
Twelfth Special Session, SuppJ.ement No. 2 (A/s-i2/2).
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in the Chainnan' s statement (Document CD/P.wjwP .38) • In the presentation of P..:LS
statement the Chairman emphasized that his reading of the replies received was
necessarily of a personal and synthetic nature, and was designed to bring out the
common ground he could discern among the various views offered b;rdelegations.

"11. At the same meetinih confirming developmenta to which the Chairman had drawn
attention in his statement, a certain flexibility of positions of some delegations
was revealed in connection wi th the oreanization of the future uork of the
Ad Hoc Working Group and the subjects addressed in the Chairman's questionnaire.

,However) it appeared from ,the discussions that the consultations initiated by the
Chaiman, especially those to \1hich reference is made in paragraph 13).10 above, !lnc;l the
new poeitions of certain delegations had not yet succeeded in eliminating the
difficulties encountered in the Working Group regarding the issue. Also, several
delegations felt it necessary to restate the views of their sovernments as to a
certain number of other issues of a substantive nature under negotiation in the
Working Group, \·rhich had not been considered in detail in the second p'art of the
1982 session.

"12. During the same meeting the representatives of J~an an\l the Federal Republic
of Gemany introduced working papers as contained in G:/Rw/1:lP.37 a."1d Con.l and
CD/RW/WP .40, respectively.

"13. In spite of differences of 0p~IUon, there was a general recoeni tion that
negotiations on an international convention prohibi tir~~ the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radi.ological weapons within tbe frame,rork of the Committee
on·Disar.mament should be continued with a view to attaining rap~d prc!gress, taking
also into account the consultations and discussions. hlllld during the .:1econd l'art of
the 1982 session. Several delegations expressed the view that progress on the
'traditional' radiological weapons subject-matte:r: might be fa-cili tated by basing
tVture negotiations in this respect en the Compilation of Radiological Weapons Treaty
Provisions submitted by the Chairme.n as cont~inEid in dOCUllleht CD!R\v/':1P ~39. Certain
delegations expressed the view th~t this iusue should be negotiated simultaneously
with the question of prohibition of attae.-'1<s 8f.5ainst nt:clear fa"ili ties. Other
delegati~ns had reserved their position on this subject.

"14. The Ad Hoc \'lorking Group agreed to recommend to the ~ ·:iJL"llittee on DisarJIlament
that an ad hoc working group should be established at the beginning of its
1983 session to continue nagotiations on the. prohibition of radiological ,{aspons."

84. At the initia.tive c:'f the delegation (If Hungary and in a.cMrda.nce with its

programme of work for the seoond part (If its 1982 session, the Cnmmittee held twn

informal meetings under item 5 of the a.genda ''New Types of Weapons of Mass

Destruction and New Systems of SUCh v/aapons", with a. view to exe,mining proposals

and suggestions pertaining to this l\s'sue.

I
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85. The Committee oonsidered this question at plenary and informal ~e~inge,

~th the participati9n of experts from some member States"during !ts 1982 session.

A summary of the trea~ment previously given to this item is available in

paragraphs 70-75 of the Speoial Report of the Committee to the second speoial

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (bD/292 and Corr.l-3).

There oontinues to be two main approaohes to the prevention of the emergenoy-of :new
types and systems of weapons of ma.ss destroction.
86. Some delegations prefer a general agreement prohibiting the develQpment and

produotion of all new types of' weapons of mass destruction, to be exemplified

in an attaohed list, and whioh would also enable separate agreements to be

ooncluded for bann.i.ng specific weapons. As a first step, in their view, the,
permanent members of the Seourity Counoil and other militarily signifioant states

should make identioal deolarations pledging not to develop ~~' ~dW weapons of

mass destruotion. ~ey have also proposed the establishment by the Committee

of an!!2.~ group of qualified governmental !Sxperts in order to elaborate a

draft general agreement as well as separate agreements for banning particular

weapons. In ",.ls cOlUlection, they have drawn attention to the dange;r that may

stem from ~ variety of weapons possibilities based on soientific cum teohnological

develop'::Ients.

87. A view was expressed that those governmental experts oould be assigned w1th

the task of preparing a study on the subject matter.

88. Some other delegations stated that in their view it would be more app~opriate

to negotiate agreements to ban potential new weapons of mass destruction only

on a case by casu basis as such weapons may be identified. They pointed out that

no such weapon has beeu identified so far. A general prohibitor;t agreement would

be too ambiguous to be useful in concrete situations and ~ould not permit the

defir~tion and implementation of the appropriate verification measures. For the

present, they consider that the practice followed up to now - periodic informal

meetings with the participation of experts - allow the 'Committee to follow this

question in an appropriate manner and adequately to identi~ any cases which might

require particular consideration and whioh would justifY the opening of specific

negotiations.

89. The view was also expressed that scientists could be associgted to lhe work

of the Committee, for example by the creation of an.!2.~ group of scientific

e~erts, in order to contribute to the adoption of concrete measures for preventing

the use of soientific and te~hnological aohievements for military purposes.
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F. Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament

90. The item on the agenda entitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament" was

considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the

periods from 29 March to 6 April ane from 8 to 9 September.

91. The Committee had before it the following new documents submitted during

its 1982 session in cOIUlection with the item;

(a) Document CD/229 , dated ?7 January 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,

entitled "Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Objectives' of the Comprehensive

Programme of Disamaoent".

(b) Document CD/230, dated 27 January 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,

entitled "Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Priorities' of the Comprehensive

Programme of Disarrnanent".

(c) Document CD/232 , dated 29 'January 1982, submitted by the delegations of

Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland

and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper on the chapter

entitled 'Objectives' of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament".

(d) Document CD/233,'dated 29 January 1982, submitted by the delegations of

Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 110ngolia, Poland and

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper ,on the chapter

entitled 'Prioriti"es' of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament".

(a) Document CD/239, dated 8 February 1982, submitted by the delegations of

Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and

the Union 0';:' Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper on the chapter

entitled 'Principles' of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament".

(f) Document CD/245, dated 19 February 1982, submitted by the delegations of

Bulgaria Dzechoslova.1<ia, German Democratic Republic f Hungary ,Mongolia, Poland and

the D'nio!l of Soviet Socialist Republics , entitled II'toTorking paper on the agenda item

entitled 'Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament'''.

(g) Document CD!255, dated 3 March 1982, submitted by the Group of 21, entitled

"Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Machinery and Procedures' of the

Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament".

(h) Document CD/296, dat~d 28 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of

Romania, entitled "Considerations of the Grand National Assembly, of the

President of the Socialist Republic of Romania, Nicolee Ceausescu, presen~"9d to

the second special session of the General Assembly of the United Nations ~~voted

to disarmament".
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92. In aooordance with the Committee's deoision at its 69th plenary meeting on

17 Maroh 1980, the Ml,1!22 Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of

Disarmament was established to initiate nGgotiations on the comprehensive

programme of disarmament, 'envisaged in paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the

first speoial session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament

with a view to oompleting its elaboration before the second special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Aocordingly, the Ad .!!g£ 1Vorking Group

met during the setiond part of the 1980 session and during the whole 1981 session.

In pursuanoe of the Committee's decision at its 148th plenary meeting on

20 August 1981, the.M 1!22 Working Group resumed its work on 11 January 1982.

93. As a result of its deliberations, the Ad 1!2£ Working Group submitted a report

to the Committee as contained in document CD/283. The statement made by the

Chairman of the .M~ Working Group on the occasion of the submission of the

report is contained in document rm/286. At its 173rd plenary meeting on

21 Aprii 1982, the Committee adopted the report of the Ad ]££ Working Group which

is an integral part of the Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second

speoials&SSiorr of the Gene:re~ Assembly-devoted: t" di-sa.rmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).

94. By paragraph 63 of the Concluding Document of the Twe~~th Special Session,

the General Assembly referred back to the Committee on Disarmament the draft

Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, together with the views expressed and

the progress achieved on the subj~ct at the special session~ In addition, the

General Assembly requested the Committee to submit a revised draft Comprehensive

Programme of Disarmament at the Assembly!s thirty-eighth session.

95. At its 176th plenarY meeting, on 5 August 1982, the Committee decided to

re-establish the Ad· Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,

envisaged in pa~agraph 109 of the Final Document of the first special session of- ,
the' General Assembly devoted to disarmament, with a view to submitting a revised

draft Comprehensive Programme of D±sarmament to the General Assembly at its

thirty-eighth session, "taking into account the views expressed and the progress

aohieved on the subjeot at the second speoial session" of the General' Assembly

devoted to disarmament. It was understood tha't the Ad 1!2£ ''lorking Group would not

oonduot lorma], meetings during the xemainder of the session, but that informal

oonsultations or meetings of'an exploratory character would be held.

96. At the same meeting, the Co~mittee re-appointed the representative of Mexioo

as Chairman of the- ·Ad l!2.2 Working Group.
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G. Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Spaoe
97. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Spaoe" "/as
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during
the period from 30 August to I September. The Committee also held informal meeti-~d
on the subject on 30 March and 7 April.
98. The Committee had before it the following documents submitted during its
1982 sessio'1 in connection with t}1e item:

(a) Document CD/272, dated 5 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of.
Mongolia, entitled "Working paper on the prevention of an arms race in outer spaoe".

(b) Document CD/274, dated 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled '~raft treaty on the prohibition of
the stationing vf \~eapons of any kind in outer space".

(c) Document CD/320, dated 26 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "Arms Control and Outer Space".

(d) Document CD/322, dated 1 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled I~essage of greetings from
L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretar,y of the Central_Committee of the Communist Part,y of
the Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR
to the Second United Nations Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of
Outer Space",

(e) Document CD/329, dated 13 September 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled r~raft Mandate for Ad Hoc Working Group on Item 7 of the Agenda of the
Committee on Disarmament entitled 'Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space'''.
99. An account of the consideration of the subject since 1979, including the
first part of the 1982 session, Was contained in paragTaphs 80-83 of the Special
Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to diGarmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-5).
100. During the second part of its 1982 session, the Committee held a number of
informal meetings to consider proposals for the establishment of an Ad Hoc
Working Group under the agenda item.
101. The Committee has three proposals before it. One concerning the question of
negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite systems
in the context of agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space.
According to this approach the negotiation of an agreement of general character could
not effectively deal with specific questions like the prohibition of anti-satellite
systems, which in the opinion of the proponents of this approach is the most urgent
task to undertake. Another proposal \-/as on the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting
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th~ f't.~t.ion.i..~in outer space of weapons of any kind. Under this approach the question

of anti-satellite systems would be considered within the context of other measures

aiming to achieve the same goals. Still another proposal, submitted by the

Group of 21, stated that the aim of the negotiations shculn be to conclude an agreement

or agreements] as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in outer space in all its

aspects.

102. In the course of the Committee's consideration of tIus item, the creation of

an ad hoc working group was proposed for negotiations on the text of an international

treaty on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, taking into a0count all

existing proposals and future initiatives (C~/272). Several members supported this

proposal and dre\~ attention to General Assembly resolution 36/99. other delegati,ons

suggested that a vlorking Group should be established under an appropriate mandate

clearly identifying the scope of negotiations, in accordance with the content of

General Assembly resolution 36/97 C. Several members supported ~1is proposal.

The Group of 21 proposed a draft mandate for an ad hoc workirig group "reaffirming-

the principle that outer space -- the common heritage of mankind - should be

pDeserved exclusively for peaceful purposes'l, which would undertake negotiations,

taking into account all existing proposals and future initiatives, in order to

prevent the extension of an '3.rms race to outer space '3lld prohibit its use for

hostile purposes (CD/329).

103. China, subscribing generally to the position of the Group of 21 as stated above,

advocated also the setting up of an ad hoc working group under this item.

104. The i!Il1llense value to all States of the peaceful uses of outer space in a variety

of areas, such as telecommunications, meteorology, navigation, remote sensing of

natural resources, verification of arms limitation and disarmament measures, peace

keeping and confidence building' measures, etc. was widely stressed in the Committee.

Several delegations agree tlw.t all possible steps shoul0 be taken to ensure that

outer space is preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes, especially in view of

the posGibilities of using outer space also for hostile purposes.

105. Some delegations referred to existing multila.tera~ a.nd bilateral agreements

concerning outer space wluch they regarded as containing significant arms control

provisions. They suggested that the Committee should re vie,,} the existing .body of

international la"'J in further considering the question of negotiatiIl8 additional ams

control measures for outer space. But some other delegations are of the opinion that

the existing international insttuments are capable of divergent interpretations and

that technological evolution his revealed in them some deficiencies and loopholes.

Some delegations co:.sider it hecessary therefore to conclude agreements banning all

kinds of weapons in outer space, and not only to exclude activities or devices of an
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aggressive or of£ensivo ch~ractcr, such ~s anti-satellite sys~ems. Some other

delegations consider it necessary to establish priorities and suggest that, as a first

step, the Co~mittee sh~uld consider the question of negotiating an effective and

verifiable agreement prohibiting anti-satullite syJtoms.

106. The proposal to setup a \·'orking group MS not seGured the consensus of the

Committee at present. Some delegations feel that the Committee should continue its

further discussion of the proposals before it, as well as any future proposals, so

as to sharpen its focus before taking a .:lecision rcgR.rding the establishment 0f a

working eroup and its mnnda.te. Other delegations consider that a "'JOrking g:l."OUp

might be established \vi thout further del::.y f.:>r cocr:;enclllLi'neg'OtiationfJ ns 'pr.. (losed in

CD/272. Still other delegations feel th~t General Assembly resolution 36/97 C should

be taken as a basis to formulate an appropriate mandate for a working group to be

established under item 7. The Group of 21 also maintains tllat.a working group should

be set up soon to undert~e the negotiations reco~mended in cn/329.

H. Consideration of Other Areas Dealing with the Cessation pf
the Arms Race and Disarmament and Other Relevant Measures

107. During its 1982 session, the Gommi ttee had befcr,~ it anothe.r do.cument.

which dealt with,the cessation of the arms ra<;:El 2.nd uisarmament and other relevant

measures in other areas:

Document CD/275, datu' 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegat'ilon of Cane cl~,

enti tled "Compendium of Arms Control Verification Proposals -- Second Edi tion".

lOB. One delegation recalled that the First Review Conference of the Parties to the

Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other \!eapons of

Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed mId the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof

recognized the need to keep ~ajor technological developments wlrich affect the operation

of the Treaty under continuing review ~d invited the CCD, in consultation with the

States Parties to the Treaty, to consider establishing ~ ad hoc expert group under

its auspices for this purpose. It was stated by the Review Conference that such a

group might contribute to the orderly preparation of the next Review Conference.

In vie~ of this, the aforementioned delegationlggBsteu that the Committee, when

preparing its agenda and work programme at the beginning of next year's session,

should take the proper measures in order to fulfil the said request.
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I. Consideration and Adoption of the Anmm.l Report of the
~ttee and any other Report as appropriate to the
United Nations General Assembly

(a) Consideration and Auoption of the Speciel Repvrt of the Committee to
the second special sossion of the ~nitcd Nations General AssJmbly
devoted to disarmament

109. The item on the agenda entitled "ConsidOlration ,1,nd adoption of the S-oc<1ial Report

to the Seoond Specia.l Session of the Genera.l Assembly of the United Nations Devoted

to Disarmament" was considered by the Commi ttee, in accordnn~e ~Ji th i to prog:ramme of

work, trom 1 to 12 April 1982.

110. At its 173rd plena.ry meeting on 2: April 1982, th,., C')r,ll:li ttee adopted the

Speoial Report to the second speci~l sqssion of the Gcner~l tsscmbly devuted to

disarmament, a.s contained in document CD/292 ~nn ~orr.1-3.

(b) Consideration and Adoption of the Ann~~l Report to the thirty-seventh session
of the General lssembly of the United N~tions

Ill. In aocordance w$th th~ Committee'~ programme of work for the second part of its

1982 session, the i tern on thu agenda. <mti tled "Consideration and adoption of the

lUUlual report to the General Assembly of the Uni ted Nu tions" wa!? considered b;y the

Committee from 10 to 14 September 1982.

112. The present report is transmitted by the Oho.1rman on behalf"of whe CcmmittE''i!

on Disarmament.

(Signed)

Alfonso Garcis Robles
Nexico

Chairman of the Committee
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-108-



Delegation of the Socialist Republic of the Union of Burma
Address: 47 avenue Blanc, 1202 Geneva. !J.1e1.No. 31.15.40

Delegation of Canada
Address: lOA avenue de Bud.a, 1202 Geneva. Te1.No. 34.19.50

:1

U. Maung Maung Gyi

*U Tin Kyaw Hlaing

U Ngwe Win

*U Aung Than

*U Zaw Min

*U Than Tun

*Mr. D.S. McPhail

*Mr. Gerald R. Skinner

Mr. J. Gaudreatl

*Mr. D. Dhavernas

-109-

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Deputy Permanent li:epresentative
Permanent !"ri.ssion of Burma to the
United Nat.ions Office at Geneva

Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent 1-li.ssion of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Seoond Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Perman3nt Nission of Burma to the
United Nations 0ffice at Geneva

Ambassador and Permanent Representative
of Canada to the Committee on Disarmament

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Representative

First Secretary
Permanent ~Iission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent 1-1i.ssion of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva



_-----------------.='"~'-:ii5Ei'"",..~.,...~====::.:==
Dele,.tlon of the People's Republic of China
Address: 11, chemin de Surv!lle, 1213 Petit-Lancy, Geneva. Tel. No. 92.25.48

*Hr. T1an Jin

*Hr. Yu Hengj1a

Hr. Yang H1ngl1ang

Hrs. Wang Zhlyun

Hr. Ltn Cheng

Hr. Feng Zhenyao

Hr. Itl Xiaod1

Hr. L1 We1mln

Hr. SUo Kaim1ng

Mr. Iu Zhongzhou

Minister
Charge d'Affaires a.i.
Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of China to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of ehe People's Republic
of Chin~ at Geneva
Deputy Haad of Delegation

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of China at Geneva
Representative

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of China at Geneva
Representative

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Official
Department of International Organizations
and Conferences
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Advisor

Expert
Ministry of National Defence
Expert

Expert
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Expert
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

-110-



Delegation of the Republic of Cuba
Address: 149H Route de Ferney, 1218 Geneva. Tel. No. 98.03.33

lic
t

Dr. Luie Sola Vila Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Cuba to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Pedro Nunez Mosquera Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

llic Mr. Angel Victor Gonzalez Third Secretary, Delegate
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Captain Jorge Luie Garcla Hernadez Delegate

Delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
Address: 9, chemin de l'Anclenne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No. 98.91.82

olic

bl1c

~Mr. M11o~ Vejvoda Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
CZechoslovak Socialist" Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Jan StruZka Minister Counsellor
Deputy Head o~ Department of
International Organizations
Federal Ministry of Foreign Affair.s
Alternate Head of Delegation

,ons
*Dr. Ev~en Zapotockj Counsellor

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Head of Delegation

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Deputy Head of Disarmament section
Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

*Mr. LUd~k Stavinoha

*Mr. Jan JirB~ek

*Mr. Andrej eima
,
I

i
I

I
j

:1

____1 L.._.-.

1

•

ll

.- - __•



Del.aatio" of Egypt
Address: 72 rue de Lauaanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.65·.30

*Mr. El 8ayed Abdel Raouf El Reedy

*Mr. Ibrahlm Ali Hasaan

*Mr. !'bhamed Nabll Fahmy

*Hr. Waguih Hanafi

Misa Waraa Bass1:m

Ambassaor
Permanent Representative of Egypc to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
P~rmanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mlss~on of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at ~neva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretat'y
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Deleaation of Ethiopia
Address: 56 rue de Molllebeau, 1211 Genova. Tel. No. 33.01.50

*Mr. Tadesse Terref.

Miss Kongit Sineglorgls

*Mr. Fesseha Yohanne8

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Ethiopia to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

r'irst Secretary
Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Aiternate Repr~sentatlve

Daleaation of France
Address: 36 route de Pregny, 1~92 Chsmbesy, Geneva. Tel. No. 58.21.23

*Mr. FranQOis de la Gorce

*Hr. Jacques de Beausse

Mr. Beno!t d'Aboville

Colonel Gesbert

Miss Lydie Gh•••rian

-Mr. Michel Couthurea

Ambassador
Representative of France to the Committee
on Disarmament

First Counsellor
Deputy Representati~e

Deputy Director of Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affair~ ~ris

Ministry of Defence

Deputy Director of Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affairs. ~ris

First secretary
-112-

j
I

!
)

!.;



Delegation of the.. German DemooraticRepublic
Address: 49 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. TeL ·No. 33.67.50

o ·Dr. Gerhard Herder Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
3erman Democratic RepUblic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

·Dr. Hubert Thielicke First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
German ~amocratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Oeputy Head of Delegation

Lieutenant-Colonel Manfred Kaulfuss Ministry of National Defenoe

Lieutenant-Colonel Friederich Sayatz Ministry of National Defenoe

Mr. Jargen Dembski Third Sporetary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Hr., Jiirgen Moepert Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany
Address: 2BC chemin du Petit Saconriex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.91.10

)()tentiary
la to
I

le

!UI

lIIIlIittee

Dr. Ralf Trapp

·Dr. Henning Wegener

·Dr. Norbert Klin~ler

Mr. Wolf-Eberhard von dem Ha~en

Dr. Wolfgang Rahr

Professor Dr. Johannes Pfjrschke

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Academy of Sciences

Ambassador
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Alternate Rp-presentative

Colonel
Military Adviser

Second Secretary

Adviser
Federal Ministry of Defence

-113-

I
i
I

I
;1
!~__J., ~.m .:II ___



Delelet10R of the Hungarian People'~ Bepubllc
Addreas: 81 avenue de Champel, 1206 Geneva~ Tel. No. 46.03.23

*Dr. Imre Komlves Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Hungarian People's Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Or. Elek sebcSk Expert
Colonel, .Ministry of .Defence

Or. Gy8rsy Szentesi Expert
Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Delelet10R of India
Addreas: 9 rue du Valale, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 32.08.59

-U4-

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the ~Jngarian

People's Republic to the United Nations
Offioe at Geneva

Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Leader of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

First Seoretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Offioe at Geneva
Adviser

-Hr. ~.ba Gyoriffy

-Hr. 'erane Gajda

-Hr. A.P. Yenkateawaran

-Hr. Sbyam 8aran

-Hrs. Lakshllll Puri

"r. T1bor roth Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Bde B1sztricainy Professor ~f Seismology
Head of the Sei~mological Observatory
of the Hungarian Academy of Soiences



Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia
Address: 16 rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. T~l. No. 45.33.50

:\

iltions

n
lltions

ItOr}'

Ices

il to the

e

e

1

:J
:1
t~

Mr. Ch. Anwar Sani

*Mr. Nana S. Sutresna

Mr. Boer t-launa

*Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti

Mr. Enny Soeprapto

Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti

Mr. Indra Damanik

Mr. Hidayat Kartahadimadja

Brigadier General Haryomataram

Colonel Fauzy Qasim

Lieutenant-Colonel Karyono

Major B. Simanjuntak

Miss Djudju Djubaedah

Ambassador
Special Advisor to the Minieter
for Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative/Head of Delegation

Ambassador, Deputy Permanent Repressntative
Permanent Mission of the RepUblic of
Indonesia to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Representative/Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Indonesia to the United Nations, New York
Representativ~

Couns~llor

Permanent Mission of the ~epublic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at. Geneva
Representative

Directorate for International Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Directorate for International Treaties
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Official, Directorate for International
Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Official, Directorate of International
Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representativp.

Department of Defence and Secu~ity, Jakarta
Adviser

Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Attache
Permanent Mission of the ~epublic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser

-115-



Del~~ation of the Islam1~ Republic of Iran
Address: 28 Chemin du P~tlt saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tal. No. 33.30.04

Mr. Mohammed Jafar Mahallati

Dr. M. Nosrati

Mr. Shahrockhe Mohammadi

Mr. Jalil zahlrnia

Head of Dele~atlon

Expert

Third Secretary
Perman~nt Mission of the
Islamic Republio of Iran to the
Offio~ of the United Nations
N!~w York

Third Seoretary
Permanent Mission of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the
Office of the United Nations
Geneva

Delegation of Italy
Address: 10 chemin de l'Imperatrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva. Tel. No. 33.41.50

*Hr.. Mario Alessi

*Mr. Bruno C4bras

*Hr. Carlo Maria OH VB

*Mr. Ettore 01 Giovanni

Mr. Roberto Di Carlo

Ambassador
Parm3nent Representative of Italy to
the Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Perman~nt Mission of Italy to
the Unit~d Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Italy to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Captain (Navy), Military Counsellor
Mini.try of Defence

Captain, Expert (Chemioal Weapons)
Ministry of Defence
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Delegation of Japan
Address: 35 avenue de BUde, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.04.03

Delegation of Kenya
Address: Hotel Longchamp, 1 rue Butini, 1202 Geneva. T&l. ~o.{ '1.92.28

3.41.50

81y to

fenevB

leneva

lellor

IOns)

QMr. Yoshio Okawa

°Mr. Masaji Takahashi

QMr. Teruo Kawakita

*Mr. Kenji Tanaka

Mr. Masah1ro Yamamoto

Dr. Ichiro Akiyama

*Mr. Tsutomu Arai

Mr. Charles Gatere Maina

Dr. Daniel David Caroli Don Nanjira

Mr. John Muriu Kiboi

Mr. George Njoroge Muniu

Ambassador Extraordina~y and Plen1pot~t1a~y

Leader of the Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Delegation of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament
Deputy Leader of the Del,gation

First Secretary
Perb3nent Del~ation of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

First Secretary
Permanent Delegation 01' Japan to the
Committee on Disa~m.nt

Expert
Japan Meteorological Agency, Tokyo

Expert
Defence Agency, Tokyo

Attache
Permanent Mission of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

Ambassador
Permanent Repr~sentative of Kenya to the
United Nation3, New York
Leader of the Delegation

First Seoretary
Per~nent Mission of Kenya to the
Un:J.ied Nations., New York

Senior Assistant Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affair.

First Sec~~tary

Kenyan Embas~y, Bcnn
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Delegation of Mexico
Address: 13 avenue de BUde, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.57.40

Deleat
Address

Delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic
Address: 4 Chemin des Mollies, 1295 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel. No.: 74.19.74I

-Hr. A1Censo Garc!a Rabies

Hrs. Zadalinda Gonzalez y Reynero

Miss Maria de los Angeles Romero

Miss Luz Mar!a Chablais Garc!a

Hr. Dugersurengiln Erdembil~g

Hr. Luvsandorjiln Bayart

Hr. Sukh-OChir Bold

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Mexico to the
Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Counsellor, Alternate Representative

Second Secretary, Adviser

Secretary to the Delegation

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Mongolian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ulan Bator

Permanent Mission of the Mongolian ·People's
Republic to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

WDr. Fr

Hr. Hene

Hr. Plet

Dr. A.J.

Hr. B. t

Delesation of the Kingdom of Morocco
Address: 22 Chemin FranQois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No.: 98.15.35 Dr. A.R.

-Hr. All Skalli

Hr. Sidi Mohammed Rahhali

Hr. Hohamed ChraIbi

Hr. Mustapha Halfaoui

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of
Morocco to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Morocco to the
United Nations in New York

First Secretary to the Permanent Mission
of the Kingdom of Morocco to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary to the Permanent Mission
of the Kingdom of Morocco to the
United Nations Office at Geneva'

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Morocco
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherland~

Address: 56 r~e de Hoillebeau, l2C1 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.73.50

°Dr. Frans van Dongen

Hr. Hendrl·k Wagenmkers

tot.r. Rot,ert Jan Akkerman

Hr. Pleter de Klerk

Dr. A.J.J. OOlllB

Hr. B. ter Haar

Dr. A.R. Ritgema

Hr. G. Moutgast
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Ambassador Extraordina~y and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of the- Kingdom of
the Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Disarmament and International Peace
Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague

Disarmament and International Peace
Aff;'.:!.rs Section
Miniltry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Director, Prins Maurits Laboratorium ~O

Delft, The Netherlands

Disarmament and International Peace
Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague
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Dele..tlon or Nl,erla
Addre••: 32 chemin de. Collombettea, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.21.40/49

-Dr. 0.0. Ijewere

-~. H.B. Brlmah

-Mr. W.O. Aklna~ya

~. T. AlUlyl-Ironal

Hr. A.A. Adepoju

Hi•• I.E.C. Ukeje

Hr. A.U. Abubakar

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Nigeria to the
United Nations Offioe at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Minister/Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Seoretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Dele..tlon or Pakistan
Addre••: 56 rue ae MOlllebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.77.60

I

tIMr. HanalJr Ahmad

-Hr. Hunlr Akram

-Hr. Tarlq Altar

Hr. Sallllft Ba.hlr

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Pakistan to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva .

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Offioe at Geneva
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Delegation of Peru
Adidress: 63 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.~ 31.11.30/31.11.39

Mr. Felipe Va1divieso Ambassador
Permanent Representative or Peru
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Peter Cannock Ambassador
Alternate Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Ofrice at Geneva
Head of Delegation

°Mr. Jorge Benavides de la Sotta First Secretary
Permanent Mission or Peru to the
United Nations Orfice at Geneva

*Mr. Vicente Rojas Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr.•. AugustC' Thornberry Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of the Polish People's .Republic
Address: ~~ Chemin de l'Ancienae Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No.: "98.11.61

°01". Boguml1 SUjka Ambassador
Permanent Representative of PolBnd to the
United Nations Of(i98 at Geneva
Head of the Delegation

°Mr. Jerzy Zawalonka ~ounsellor, Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permanent RepresentatiYe of Poland
to the United Nations Orfioe at Geneva

*Mr. Bogdan Russin Counsellor
Pe~manent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations at Geneva

Mr. Stanislaw Konik Adviser to the M1nister for Foreign Affairs,
Warsau

Col. Janu8z Cialowloz Ministry of Defence, Warsaw

11:

~Mr. Tadeusz Strojwas First Secretary
Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations Offioe at Geneva

I
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Delegation of the Socialist Re~ublic of Romania
Address: 6 Chemin de la Perriere, 1223 Cologny, Geneva. Tel. No.: 52.10.90

QMr. Mircea Malitza
'I

°Mr. Iol'l Datcu

QMr. Teodo~ Melescanu

QMr. Mihail Biohir

Mr. Panait Tache

Col. Dr. Ing. Mihai Stefan Dogaru

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Republic of Romania to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affa:lrs

Counsellor, Ministry of National Defence

Dele tion of the Democratic Socialist Re ublic of Sri Lanka
Address: 5 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.93.40

•

Mr. A.T. Jayakoddy

°Mr. H.M.G.S. Pallhakkara

Mr. A.C. Clarke

Ambassador
Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of the Democratic
Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Democratic Socialist
Republic of Sri Lanka to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Adviser
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Delegation of Sweden
Address: 62 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel.:No.: 34.~6.oo

:he

.ie
It

lie
it

aUst
ons

Mrs. Inga Thor~son

~Mr. Curt Lidgard

-Hr. Carl-Magnus Hyltenius

Mr. Georg AnderesQn

Mr. Sture Ericson

Hrs. Gunnel Jontlng

Mrs. Ingrid Sundberg

Hr. Rune Angstrtsm

*Hr. Hans Ber-glund

·Dr. Johan Lundin

Hr. Gustav Ekholm

Mr. Ulf Eriosson

Mr. Sture Theolin

Dr. Jan Prawitz

Dr. Ola Dahlman

Hr. Lars Eric De Geer

Under-Seoretary of State
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Head of Delegation until 6 August

Ambassador
Daputy Head of Delegation
Head Qf Delegation from 6 August

Counsellor
Deputy Head of Delegation from 6 August

Member of Parliament

Member of P~rliament

Member of Parliament

Member of Parliament

Member of Parliament

Colonel
Military Adviser

Director of Research
National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviser

Minister
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

I'!inister
Swedish Embassy, Vienna
Scientific Adviser

First Secretary
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Ministry of Defence
Scientific Adviser

Director of Research
National Defence Research I~stlt~te
Scientific Adviser

National Defence Resoarch Institute
Scientific Adviser
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Reouoiics
Add~e.a: 4 chemin du Champ du B1', 1292 ·Chamb~sy;-aeneva. Tal. No.: 58.10.03

-tir. V.L. Issraelyan

Hr. Y.K. Nazarkin

Hr. B.P. Prokofiev

Hr. R.H. Timerbaev

Mr. L.A. Naumov

Mr. V.M. Ganja

GHr. V.V. Loshchinine

°Hr. G.V. Berdennikov

°Hr. V.A. Evdokoushin

Hr. V.F. Priachin

Hr. V.L. Gai

Hr. E.N. Golovko

Hr. G.M.. Pol1anitchko

Hr. V.E. Kutchinskl

Hr. H.M. Ippol1tov

Mr. Y.V. Koatenko

Mr. S.B. Batsanov

Head of Delegation, Ambassador
Member of Collegium of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, Representative of the U~SR

to the Committee on Disarmament

Deputy Head of Delegation. Envoy,
Deputy Director, Oepartment of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affaire

Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Adviser. Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Counsellor, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Second Secretary, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Second Secretary, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affai~s

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (cont'd)

Mr. V.M. Tchez-ednichenko Expert

Mr-. A.• P·. Koutepov Expert
U~SR

Mr'. B.T'. Surikov Expert

Hr. V.L. Kotjujansky Expert
;ional
lirs Dele tio" of the United Ki dom or Great Britain and Northern Iz-eland

Address: 31-39 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 4. .00

;ional
lirs

.ional
lirs

tion

tion

°Mr. David M. Summerhayes, CMG

QMr. Lawrence J. Middleton

Mr. John S. Chick

°Mr. Barry P. Noble

UMrs. Joan I. Link

Miss Joanna E.F. Wright

Dr. T. Inoh

Ambassador
Head of D~legation

Counsellor
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Head of Arms Control and Disarmament
Department, Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the United Nations Orfice at Geneva

First Secretary
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

,Third Secretary
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Ministry of Defenoe
Expert (Chemioal Weapons)

pelesation of the United States of America
Addz-ess: Botanio Building, 1:-3 Avenue de la Paix, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 32.09.10

Mr. Eugene V. Rostow

The Honourable Louis G. Fields

°Mr. Morris D. Busby

Ms. Susan F. Burk

Director, Arms Control and Disarmament Agency
Chairman Ex Officio of the Delegation When
in attendance

Ambassador, United States 'Representative to
the Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

United States Deputy Representative to the
Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser
Office of Under-Seoretary of Defence
Department of Defence
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Delesat10n of the United State8 o~ America (cont1d)

Mr. Pierce S. Corden

Ha. !Cathar1ne Crittenberger

Mr. Jon Gunderseh

Hr. Ja.. J: Hogan

Kr. J...... Leonard

Hr. John Martin

Mr. Robert Hikulak

Hr. Richard Hilton

Hr. John Hlskel

Hr. Charles Pearoy

°Hr. John Puckett

Hr. Roger F. Scott

Ha. Lau....l M. Shea

Ma. Marianne Wlnston

Adviser, Multilateral Affatrs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser, Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser, Bureau on International Organization
Affairs, D~partment of State
(2 P~bruary-28 February 1982)

Colonel, USAF, Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

Colonel, USA, Adviser
Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs
Department of State

Adviser
Bureau of International Organization Affairs
Department of State
(from 28 February 1982)

Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser
Department of Energy

Colonel, USA, Adviser
Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

Adviser
Department of Energy

Advlser,Colonel, USMC, Joint Chiefs ·of Staff
Department of Defence
(2 February-28 February 1982)

Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament ~~ency

Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency
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Delegation of the RepubliC of Venezuela .
Address: 22 chemin FranQols-Lehmann, l2~8 Grane-Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No.: 98.26.21au

y

ent Agency

rganization

ff

'5

,on Affairs

~au

:y

lau
:y

WMr. Reinaldo Rodriguez Navarro

nMrs. Marla Esperanz.a Ruesta

°Mr. Huga Susr-ez Mpra

Mr. Osoar Andres Aguilar Pardo

Mr. Oscar Garcia Garcia

Mr. Jesus Urraga

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
'Permanent Mission of lJenozuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to th~

United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations, New York

Delesation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
Address: 5 Chemin Thury, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No.: 46.44.33

efs ·of Staff

eau
oy

eau
oy

i
i
I
j

Mr. KazImir Vidas

Dr. Marko Vrhunec

Mr. Miodrag Mihajlovlc

Mr. Milutin Civic

Mr. Dragomlr Djokic

Mr. Vlado Vojvodlc

Professor Milorad Radotlc

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent RepresentatIve of YugoslaVia to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Ambassador
Permanent Representative to the
United Nations Office in Geneva
Head of Delegation

Minister Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Yugoslavia to the
United Nations Office in Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Special Adviser
Member of Delegation

Head of the Group of Disarmament
Member of Delegation

Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Expert (Radiological Weapons)
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Delegation of the Republic of zatre
Address: 32 rue de l'Ath~n~e, 1266 Geneva. Tel. No.: 47.83.22

0Mr. Bagbenl Adeito Nzengeya

WMrs. Esaki-Ekanga Kabeya

llMr. Os11 Gnok

82-26549 0562j (E)

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Republic of zafre to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of De'egation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Republic of zaIre
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Republic of zatre
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
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