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C~unique of ~meeting 

The ConferencG of the Col!lDli tt~e on ·Dis-armament. today helC'c its '614th plenary 
. '1', ' • . c. . • . • ' ,. 

meeting in the Palais. des· nations, Geneva, u.."lcler the chairmanship of. 

H.E. .Ambassador C .A. van der Klaam1, representative o:f the netherlands. 

A statement uas made by the representative of the Federal Republic o:f Germany. 

The delegation of the Federal Republic of Geroany submitted a "i·forking paper 

on the definition a:ncl classification of chemical 1·1arfare agents 11 (CCD/458). 
. . . 

The next meeting of the Conference· ,./ill be h'eld on Thursday, 24 July 1975, 

.at ·10.30 a~m. 
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----- -~---~-- -----

:Mr. SCRLAICH (Federal Republic of Germany-)~ :The delegation of the 

Federal Republic· of Germany today ·presents J~o the ccn· a working paper ?n the definition 

and classification of chemical warfare agents. · 

In this context I should like to make the following observations:-

The Federal Republic of Germany has stated on various occasions that it is strongly 

interested in a ban on chemical warfare agents, which should be as comprehensive and 

effective as possible. It has moreover indicated that it would not rule out any useful 

partial solutions achieved in the context of a _step-by_-step approaqh. As reg9Xds the 

Federal Republic 1 s general position in this matter I -vrould refer to my statement of 

8 April 1975 (CCD/PV.664, pp. 9-10). 
The still unresolved problems mainly relate to the definition of agents to be 

banned, and to ways and means of verification. It would seem eipedient first to clarify 

the question of what chemical warfare agents are and how they can be precisely defined 

as against other toxic substances. 

The proposal before you \oJas drafted by a Working Group in Bonn vlhich has been able 

to draw on valuable suggestions from numerous countries here represented. None of the 

basic principles of the paper are new, but what wotlid seem to be new is their combination 

and the system derived therefrom. 

The working paper does not answer the question -vrhich substances should be banned. 

In fact, its purpose is to present for discussion a method making it possible to 

determine by a largely quantified and thus relatively objective procedure i·Ihether or not 

a substance is suitable for use as a chemical warfare agent. To that end, toxicity has 

been chosen as the primary criterion. vie have thought it necessary~ however, to introduce 

several categories of toxicity so as to take into account the different effects produced 
I 

by chemical vrarfare agents. 

In CCD discussions, it has repeatedly been pointed out that toxici~ alone is not 

sufficient to determine the suitability of a substance for use as a warfare agent and 

that, in fact, a substance must have other properties as well to qualify for military 

use. \1le have taken up this idea and have chosen five criteria which w·e believe to be 

particularly characteristic for indicating the military suitability of a_chemical 

substance. These criteria have been quantified and combined with toxicity data through 

a simple mathematical operation. In this way -yre finally get an evaluation number 

allowing us to classify paten tial 1-rarfare agents. 
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(Mr. Schlaich 2 Federal Republic of Germany) 

The secondary criteria used in the working paper have been chosen on the principle 

of keeping their number as small as possible It would easily be possible to apply 

further criteria or to differentiate certain criteria, for instance as regards the 

boiling point in the case of a chemical substance which could be used either as a 

volatile or a persistent warfare agent. All figures, including threshold values, interval 

limits and ratings, are given as examples. They are variable and could be internationally 

agreed, should the procedure meet with approval. 

Since the Federal Republic of Germany is concerned exclusively 1vi th defence issues 

in the field of chemical warfare agents- as. is known, we undertook in. 1954 not to 

manufacture chemical weapons, which is an obligation vJi th binding international effect 

we have been able to include in our working paper only such data for warfare agents as 
' 

are accessible to us in literature. This is also the reason why 1ve could not deal vri th 

the definition of binary chemical weapons. 

In order to keep clear the method presented for discussion, we have not gone into 

the problems of phytotoxic substances and incapacitants. 

For the time being, in any case, the proposals for a step-by-step approach leave 

these substances out of account. 

The difficult problems arising in com1exion with dual purpose agents ultimately lie 

in the verification sector? a vie'" which appears to be shared by other delegations. The 

method suggested in our paper makes it possible, however, to reduce the problem of the 

dual purpose agents at least in numerical terms, because the application of the suggested 

secondary criteria and their processing by a mathematical operation eliminates the large 

number of toxic substances whose suitability for military use is insufficient. 

The procedure envisaged by us is flexible and ad~ptable to the joint initiative 

1-ri th respect to the "most dangerous, lethal means of chemical warfare", as considered by 

J~he l·mrld Powers, as well as to a more comprehensive approach. It is neutral as far u.s 

its purpose is concerned. Of course, vre would not claim that it represents a perfect 

solution. But perhaps the ideas put forward in this vrorking paper may, after thorough 

examination by the experts, stimulate our discussion, so that eventually we shall be able 

to make progress towards the ban on chero{cal weapons which is our aim. This would also 

be desirable in view of the mandate we were given by last year's United Nations 

General Assembly-- namely, to m~ce the ban on chemical weapons a high priority subject. 

The meeting rose at 10.45 a.m. 
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