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I. ZINTRODUCTION
1. The Committee on Disarmament submits to the thirty=seventh session of the
United Nations General Assembly its anhual report on its 1932 seésion, together with
the pertinent documenté and records. This report also includes an account of the
organization of the Committee (Part II) and of the Committee's work based on the
agenda adopted for 1982 (Part III).
IT. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE COMMITTEE
A. 1982 Session of the Committee

2. The Committee was in session from 2 February to 23 April and from 3 August to

17 September 1932. During this period, the Committee held 39 formal plenary
meetings at which member States as well as non-member States invited to participate in
the discussions set forth their views and recommendations on the various questions
before the Committee.

bR 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 with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure; the following member States
assumed the Chairmanship of the Committee: Iran for February, Italy for March,

Japan for April and the recess between the first and second parts of the 1982 session
of the Committee, Kenya for August and Mexico for September and the recess until the
1933 session of the Committee.

B. Participants in the Work of the Committee

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 Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Italy, Japan, Kenya,
Mexico, Mongolia, iorocco, Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Romania,

Sri Lanka, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zaire. The
consolidated list 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 Session and Programme of Work for the
First and Second Parts of the Session
6. At the 156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, the Chairiman submitted a

proposal on the Comiittee's provisional ager.da for the 1982 session and the programme

of work for the first part of the session, in conformity with rule 29 of ‘the rules of

procedure. In submitting that proposal, the Chairman made the following statement
(CD/PV.156):

7.
work.

"In connection with the adoption of the agenda for 1982 and the
programme of work for the first part of the session, it is understood
that the question of the non-=stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories
of States where there are no such weapons at present can be considered under
item 2 of the agenda, as was done last year.

Taking into account the views expressed, the Committee will decide
to hold informal meetings at an appropriate time to consider item 7 of the
agenda during the first part of the session. The further treatment of this
item during the second part of the session will be decided in the light of
the situation then prevailing. In considering this item the recommendations
contained in .General Assembly resolutions 36/97 C and 36/99 will be duly
taken into account."
At the same plenary meeting, the Committee adopted its agenda and programme of

Some delegationg‘maQQ statements._in that connection. The text of the agenda

and programme of work for the first part of the session (document CD/242) reads as

follows:

"The Committes on Disarmament, as the multilateral negotiating forum,
shall promotge the attainment of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control.

"The Committee, taking into account inter alia the relevant provisions
of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, will deal with the cessation of the arms race and

disarmament and other relevant measures in the following areas:
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I. HNuclear weapons in all aspects;
II. Chemical weapons;
IIT. Other weapons of mass destruction;
IV. Conventional weapons;
V. TReduction of military budgets;
VI. Reduction of armed forces;
VII. Disarmament and develovment;
VIII. Disarmament and international security;

IX. Collateral measures; confidence-building measures; effective
verification methods in relation to appropriate disarmament
measures, acceptable to all parties concerned;

X. Comprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and
comple§¢ disarmament under effective international control.
"Within the above framework, the Committee on Disarmaient adopts the
. following agenda for 1982 which includes items that, in conformity with the
provisions of section VIII of its rules of procedure, would be considered by

the Committee:
1. HNuclear test ban.
2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.
3. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapons
States amainst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
A. Chemical weapons.
5. HNew types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons;
radiological weapons.
6. Comprehensive programne of disarmament.
{. Prevention of an arms race in outer space.
8. Consideration and adoption of:
(a) the special report to the second special session of the
General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament; and
(b) the annual report to the thirty-seventh session of the
General Assembly.
"The Committee will conduct its work bearing in mind the contribution
that it should make to the success of the second special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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PROGRAMME OF WORK

"In complience with rulc 28 of its rules of procedure, the Cormittee oalso adopts

the following progremme of work for the first port of its 1982 sesgionst

2 - 16 February

17 - 23 Pebruary
24 Februery - 5 March

8 ~ 12 Msrch

15 = 19 -Msrch

22 = 26 March
29 March - 6 April
7 ~ 23 April

Statenents in the plenary. |
Considcration of the agende and progremme of work
os well as of the establishuent of subsidiery
bodies on items of the egenda.

Nuclear test ban.

Cegsetion of the nucleer erms race and nucleer
dissrmenent,

Tffective intornational crrengements to assure
non~-nuclecr-ueapon States azainst the use or
threat of use of nuclear wespons.

New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systemns of such weapons; radiol-gicel werpons.
Chemical weapons.

Cormprehensive programme of disarmament.
Consideration of the reports of the subsidiery
bodies;z/ consideration and adoption of the
speciel report to the second specisl session of
the Genersl Assenbly of the United Netions

devoted to disernenent,

"Informal meetings of the Committeec will be held et en appropriate time during the

first part of the session to consider iten 7 of the agende.

"Informal meetings of the Committee will also be held eerly during the session

to continue consideration of the modelities of the review of its me.abership, including

proposals submitted by nembers for the improved end effective Functioning of the

Conmittee.!

2/ These questions will continue to be considered subsequently, if necessary, at

informel meetings of the Comnittee.

Q/ Reports of subsidigry bodics that are reedy may be considercd earliecr.

4/ 1In sccordence with rule 44 of the rules of procedure the d¢raft report shcll
be nade evaileble tn all menber States of the Committee for consideration at leest
two weeks before the scheduled date for its adoption.
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8. it its 174th plensry meeting, the Committee decided to cloge the first part of the

1982 session on 23 April and to begin the second part of the scssion on 3 hugust 1982,

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

submitted, at the 176th plenary meeting on § Lougust 1982, a proposal on the programme

of work for the second part of the session. Lt the seme meeting, the Committee

adopted the programme of work proposed by the Chairman (GD/304). It resds as followss
"In compliance_with'rule 28 of its rules of procedure, the Cormmittee on

Disarmament adopts the following programme of work for the second part of its 1982

sessions

3 - 6 Augzust Statements in plenery meetings. Consideration of
the programme of work for the sccond part of the
1982 sessinn, as well as of the establishment of

B . additionel subsidiery bodics.

9 - 13 August Chenicel weapons.

16 ~ 20 August Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmanent.

23 ~ 27 August Maclesr test ban.-

30 hugust = 1 Septenmber ...  Prevention of an arms race in outer space,

2 — 3 September . Effective internationel arrengements to agsure
non-muclear-wezpon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons.

6 ~ 7 September New types of weapons of mess destruction end
new systens of such weapons; radiological
weapons.

8 - 9 Septeuber Couprehensive progremme of disarmanment,

10 ~ 14 Septenber Consideration of the reports of subsidiary bodies,

Consideration and edoption of the annual report

to the General Assenmbly of the United Nations.

E/ “The 4d Hoc Working Group on Chenical Weapons began its work on 20 July,

é/ Informel neetings of the Committeec shall be held during this week under
item 5 of the sgends "New Types of Weapons of Mess Destruction and New Systens of
Such Weapons'", with a view 1o exanining proposels end suggestions pertaining to this
issue. Participation of experts will be welcome in these proceedings. The informal
Beetings will he open to States not members of the Committee sand to their respective -
€xperts.,
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"Plenary neetings shall be scheduled on a weekly basis, keeping in mind the
workload of the Cormittec and its subsidiary bodies.

‘ "In accordance with previous decisions of the Cormittee (CD/292, para. 17) informgy
meetings shall be held during the second part of the session on ways end means of
enhancing the effectiveness of the Committee's operations.

"Meetings of the ad hoc working groups ﬁill be convened after consultations
between the Chairman of’the Cormittce end *the Chairmen of the ad hoc working groups
according to the circunstances and needs of the various groups.

"Ag decided by the Coumittee at its 167th plenery meeting, the Ad Hnc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider Internstionel Co—operstive Measures to Detect and
Identify Seismic Dvents shall meet from 9 to 20 lugust.

"The Cheirman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemicel Weavons will hold
consultations with dolepations on technical questions from 2 t2 & Aupust,

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

10. 4t its 187th plenary meeting, on 16 September 1982, the Cormittec decided to close
its 1982 session on 17 Septenber, '

D, Participation by Stetes not Menmbers of the Committee

11. In éonformity with rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the following Stetes not
members of the Cormittce attended plenary meetings of the Committees Austria, Demmerk,
Finland, Greece, Holy Sec, Irelsnd, iledasascer, Norway, Portugal, Senegel, Spain,
Switzerland, Tuniéie, Turkcy end Viet Non,
12, The Committee received and considered requests to participete in its work from
States not members of the Committee. In accordence with the Rjules of Procedure, the
Committee inviteds

(a) the representetives of lustria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Ncxwoy,
Senegal and Spain to participate during 1782 in the discussions on the substentive
itens on the egenda at plenary end infornsl meetings of the Cormittee, as well as in
the ﬁeetings of Ad Hoc Working Groups established for the 1982 sessionj

(b) the representative of Turkey to perticipete during 1982 in the discussions ons
the substentive items on the agende at plenery end informal mcetings of the Committee,
ss well 4s in the meetings of the 4d Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmement’

(c) the’represenﬁative of Tunisie to participate during 1982 in the neetings of
the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarnmenment and the .
Ad Hoc Working Group on Effect;ve Internationel Arrangements to Assure Hon-Nuclear—

Weopon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nucleer Weapons; and
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(@) the representative of Switzerland tn participate during 1982 in the discussions
on chemical weapons at plenary and informal neetings of the Cormittee, es well as in the
neetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group established on that item.

i, Proposal for an Addition to Rule 25 of the Rules of Procedure

13, On.13 September 198Z, the Group of 21 v gubnitted s working paper entitled

"Bgtablishment of subsidiary orgens' (CD/BBO), for possible considerstion et the

<

1983 gession of the Commithes,

£,

F,. . Congideration of the Modelities of the Review of the
Menbershin of the Comiittee and Related Matters

14« In accordance with the progremms of work adopted frr the first part of the

1982 session, the Committeec held o number of informal meetings for the consideration of
that question, including propossls for the improved and effective functioning of the
Comaittee.

15« The Substentive account of the Aiscussions on the subject since 1980, including the
first part of the 1982 session, is contained in paregraphs 14=22 of the Special ﬁcport
of the Committee on Disarmament to the second speciel session of the General Assembl&
devoted to dissrmement (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).5/ ' |

16, This subject was also dealt with in peragrsphs 55, 56 and 62 of the Concluding
Document of the second special session of the Genersl Assembly devoted o

disarmament,‘ which are of direot relevance to the subject under consideretion by the
Committeec.,

517. At the second part of its 1982 session, the Committee held a number of ihformal
neetings and consultations for the considerstion of the modelities of the review of its
nembership including aslrequested By the General Assembly the guestion of an expanaion,
consistent with the need to enhance its effectiveness. At thosehmeetings the
Committee slso considered the question of its inproved and effective functioning.

18. The Cormitbtee took into sccount the views expreased in the Final Docunent of the
first special session of the General iLssembly devoted to Disarmament to the effect that
"for maximum effectivenscss ... the negotiating body for the sake of convenience should

have a relatively smell membership", and thet there is a "continuing requirement for a

Z/ Algeris, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cubs, Ezypt, Ethiopie, India, Indcnesia,
Iran, Kenyo, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pekisten, Peru, Sri Lenka, Sweden, Venczuela,
Tugoslavia, Zaire, ’ '

§/ Also issued as QOfficisl Records of the:Gencrsl Assembly, Twelfth Speciai Session,
Upplement Mo, 2 (L/S5-12/2).

9/ A/s-12/32,

o
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single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum of limited size taking decisions on
the basis of consensus'., At the same time the interest shown by s number of States
seeking to become full members of the Committee, in particuler hustria, Bangladesh,
Finland, Ireland, Norway, Senegal, Spain, Tunisia, Turkey and Viet Nam who addressed
formal applications to the Commititee on Disermement on this issue, wes welconed, The
Committee recognizes the legitimate concern of non-member Stetes in the success of
disermement negotiations and their right t» participate in multilateral negotiatvions,
19, No objection in principle wes raised to s limited expansion of the membership,
but there are differences nf opinion over how best to deal with it in practice and in
conformity with the views oxpressed in the Finsl Document of the first special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disermanent mentioned in the preceding paragraph,
Paragraph 20 of the Committee's special report to the second special seasginn of the
Genersl Assembly devoted to disarmement indicates the different views held on this
matter.,

20, The Committee is conscious of the fact that requests for membership will be made
from time to time,. It is exanining ways snd means of dealing with the present as well
as future requests. In this coqnection proposéls were nede on the gquestion of
criteris and procedures for linited expsnsion, as well as on a possible revision of
the orgenizational structure of the negotieting forum, etc. The Committec intends to
continue its exeminstion of these matters during the 1983 session and will report on
the results to the thirty-eighth reguler gession of the United Nations General Assembly
21, The Committee also has before it several proposals concerning its inproved and
effective functioning (CD/200, €D/204, CD/330, CD/PV.150, CD/PV.186 and

Working Paper No, 45). They emb?aoe a variety of matters including procedure,
organization, duration of sessions, representation, ra*ticnalization of work programmes
fuller participstion of non-member States, strengthening of the sccretariat, etc. The
Committee intends tn continue to give active consideration during its 1983 session to
these proposals as well as others {that may be mnade, snd will proceed to implement
those that obtain consensus. It is fully aware of the nééa to exsmine periodically
its work procedures and orgsnizetion with a view to improving its perfornence as the
gsole nultilatersl negntisting body for disarmameht reasures.

22, Meanwhile, the Cormittee appreciates the participation of interested non-~nembers
and will do everything possible under its rules of procedure to facilitate their
fuller perticipation ih its work and that of its subsidiary bodies. |

Ga Comrunications from Non-Governmentael Organizetions

2%, In sccordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedurc, lists of all cormunications
from non-governmentsl orssnizations snd persons were circulated to the Cormittee

(documents CD/NGC. 5 and 6).
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ITI. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE DURING THE 1982 SESSION
24, The substantive work of the Committee during its 1982 session was based on its
agenda and programme of work adopted for the year. The list of documents issued
by the Committee, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as
Appendix IT to the report. An index of the verbatim records by country and subject,
listing the statements made by delegations during 1982, and the verbatim records of
the meetings of the Committee are attached as Appendix III to the report.
25. The Committee had before it a letter dated 1 February 1982 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 fo the Committee on

Disarmament:
56/84 "Cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons"
36/85 "mplementation of General Assembly resolution 35/145 B!
36/89 "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"
56/92 E "Nuclear weapons in all aspects"

36/92 F 'Report of the Committee on Disarmament”

36/92 K "Prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon'

36/92 M "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the
tenth special session"

36/94 "Conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening
of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear wéapons”

36/95 "Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure
non~nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons"

36/96 A  "Chemical and bacteriological (biologieal) weapons'

36/96 B "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"

36/97 B "Conclusion of an international convention prohibiting the
development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons"

36/97 ¢ "Prevention of an arms race in outer space'
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36/97 E "Non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States
where there are no such weapons at present”
36/97 G '"Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons

purposes’
36/97 J  '"Report of the Committee on Disarmament"
36/99 "Conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of
weapons of any kind in outer space"
26, In the same letter, the Secretary-General drew attention, 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 subsidia:
bodies for the effective discharge of the functions of +the Cormitieos;

(v) to support the creation by the Committee, as from the beginning of its
session 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 that the Committee may transmit

to the General Assembly at its second special session devoted to disarmament
the multilaterally negotiated text of such a treaty.

(2) In resolution 56/85, operative paragraph 5 reiterates the conviction of
the General Assembly that the Committee on Disarmament has an indispensable
role in the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear testing; operative
paragraph 6 requests the Committee on Disarmament to take the necessary steps,
including the establishment of a working group, to initiate substantive
negotiations on a comprehensive test ban treaty as a matter of the highest
priority at the beginning of its session to be held in 1982; operative
paragraph 7 also requests the Committee on Disarmament to determine, in the
context of its negotiatiors on such a treaty, the institutional and administrati
arrangements necessary for establishing, testing and operating an international
seismic monitoring network and an effective verification system; operative
paragraph 8 further requests the Commititee on Disarmament to exert all efforts
in order that the draft of such a treaty may be submitted to the General Assembl

at the earliest possible date; operative paragraph 9 urges all members of the
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Committee on Disarmament, 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 special session devoted to disarmament and at its

thirty-seventh session.

(3) In resolution 36/89, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee on
Disarmament, in the light of its existing priorities, to intensify negotiations,
with the assistance of qualified governmental experts, with a view to preparing
a draft comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the development and
mamufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons, and to draft possible agreements on particular types of such weapons;
and operative paragraph 5 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a
report on the results achieved 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 1§82, of the item on the cessation of the nuolear—arms'race and
nuclear disarmament; operative paragraph 3 calls upon the Committee on
Disarmament, as a matter of priority 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, bthe establishment of an ad hoc working group
on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament with a
clearly defined mandate; operative paragraph 4 deems it appropriate, as
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the Tenth Special Session,
that the Committee on Disarmament should proceed, as the first step, to the
consideration of stages of nuclear disarmament 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 deployment of new types and systems of nuclear
weapons; and operative paragraph € requests the Committee on Disarmament to
report on the results of those negotiations to the General Assembly at its

thirty-seventh session.



CD/335%
page 14

- (5) 1In resolution 36/92 F, operative paragraph 1 urges the Committee on
Disarmament to continue or undertake, during its session to be held in
1982, substantive negotiations on the priority questions of disarmament on
its agenda, in accordance with the provisions of the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly and the other relevant
resolutions of the Assembly on those questions and, in order to reach that

" goal, to provide the existing ad _hoc working grouvs with appropriate negotiating
mandates and to establish,; as a matter of urgency, ad hoc working groups on the
cessation-of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament and on the prohibition
of all nuclear-weapons tests; operative paragraph 2 recueste the Commititee on
Disarmament to complete, during the first part of its session in 1982, the
elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and to submit the
programme in time for consideration and adoption by the General Assembly at its
second special session devoted to disarmament, to be held from 7 June to
9 July 1982; operative paragraph 3 also requests the Committee on Disarmament
to intensify its negotiations on priority questions of diarmament, so that it may
be in a position to contribute, through concrete accomplishments, to the success
of the second special session devoted to disarmament; and operative paragraph 5
further requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit to the General Assembly
at its second special session devoted to disarmament a special report on the
state of negotiations on the various cuestions under considération by the
Committee and also to submit a report on its work to the Assembly at its
thirty-seventh session,

(6) " In resolution 36/92 K, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to start without delay negotiations in an appropriate organizational
framevork with a view to concluding a convention on the prohibition of the
production, stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons; and
operative paragraph 3 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a report
on this question to the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session.

(7) 1In resolution 36/92 M, operative paragraph 4 recommends that the
Committee on Disarmament should concentrate its work on the substantive and

priority items on its agenda with a view to achieving tangible results in order
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to contribute to the success of the second special session of the
General Assembly'devofed to disarmament and to the accomplishment of the
tasks set forth in the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade.
(8)'“in resolution %6/94, operative paragraph 2 notes with satisfaction that
in the Committee on Disarmament there is once again no objeétion, in principle,
to thé‘idea of an inteinational convention on effective international érrangements
| to assure non~-nuclear-weapon States against the use or thieat of use of nuciear
weapons;:éperative paragraph 3 requests the Committee on Disarmament to continue
the negotiations.on the question of strengthening the security guarantees fdr
non-nucleér—weapon States durihg its seésibn in 1982, and operative paragfaph 4
calls upon all States parfiéipating in these negotiations to make efforts for
the elaboration and conclusion of an international convention on this matter.
(9) 1In resolution 36/95, operative paragraph 2 notes with satisfaction that
in the Committee on Disarmament there is no objection, in principle; to the
idea of an international convention to assure non-hﬁCIear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, although the difficﬁltieSVas regards
evolving a common approach acceptable to all have also been pointed out;
operative paragraph 4 recommends that further intensive efforts éhould be
devoted to the search for a "common approach" or "common formula" and that‘
the #arious alteérnative approaches, including in particular those considered
during the session of the Committee on Disarmament held in 1981, should be
further explored in order to overcome the difficulties; and operative'
paragraph 5 recommends that the Committee on Disarmament should actively continue
negotiations with a view to reaching early agfeement and concluding effective
international arrahgements to assure non—nucleér—weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapcns, taking into account the widespread support
for the conclusion of an infernational convention and giving consideration to
any other proposals designed to secure the same objective.
(10) In resolution 3%6/96 A, operative paragraph 3 urges the Committee on
Disarmament to continue, as from the beginning of its session to be held in
1982, negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective

prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of -all chemical
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weapons and on their destruction as a matter of high priority, taking into
account all existing proposals and future initiatives, and in particular to
re-establish its Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemical Weapons with an appropriately
revised mandeie enabling the Committec fto achieve agreerient on a chemical
weapons convention at the earliest date; and operative paragraph 4 requests

the Committee on Dicarmament to report on the results of its negotiations to the
General Assembly at its second specizl session devoted to disarmament; to be
held in 1982, and at its thirty-seventh session.

(11) In resolution 36/96 B, operative paragraph % urges the Committee on
Disarmament to continue, as from the beginning of its session to be held in
1982, negotiations on a multilateral convention on the prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and on their
destruction as a matter of high priority, taking into account all existing
proposals and future initiatives, and in particular to re-establish its
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, with an appropriately revised mandate
enabling the Committee to achieve agreement on a chemical weapons convention
at the earliest date.

(12) In resolution 36/97 B, operative paragraph 1 calls upon the Committee
on Disarmament to contimue negeotiations with a view to an early conclusion
of the elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapcns, in order that it may be submitted
if possible to the General Assembly at its second special session devoted to
disarmament, to be held in 1982; and operative paragraph 2 takes note, in this
connexion, of the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Working Group, in the report
adopted by the Committee on Dicarmament, to set up at the beginning of its
gsession to be held in 1982 a further ad hoc working group, under an appropriate
mandate to be determined at that time, to continue negotiations on the
elaboration of a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons.

(13) 1In resolution 36/97 C, operative paragraph 3 requests the Committee
on Disarmament to consider, as from the beginning of its session in 1982, the
question of negotiating effective and verifiable agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in outer space, taking into account all existing and future

proposals designed to meet this objecfiVe; operative paragraph 4 requests the
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Committee on Disarmament to consider as a matter of priority the question of
negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite
systems, as an important step towards the fulfilment of the objectives set out
in paragraph 3 above; and operative paragraph 5 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to report on its consideration of this subject to the

General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session.

(14) 1In resolution 36/97 E, operative paragraph 1 requests once again the
Committee on Disarmament to proceed without delay to talks with a view to
elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons
on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at present; and
operative paragraph 4 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a report
on the question to the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session.

(15) 1In resolution 36/97 G, the operative paragraph requests the Committee
on Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of its vork on the item entitled
"Nuclear weapons in all aspects", to pursue its consideration of the question
of adequately verified cessation and prohibition of the production of
fisgionable material for nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices
and to keep the General Assembly informed of the progress of that consideration.

(16) In resolution 56/97 J, operative paragraph 2 recommends that the first
review of the membership of the Committee on Disarmament should be completed,
following appropriate consultation among Member States, during the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmaments; and
operative paragraph 3 reaffirms that States not members of the Committee on
Disarmement should, upon their request, continue to be invited by it to
participate in the work of the Committee.

(17) 1In resolution 3%6/99, operative paragraph 2 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to embark on negotiations with a view to achieving agreement
on the text of an appropriate international treaty, to prevent the spread
of the arms race to outer space.

27. By the same letter and in compliance with paragraph 7 of resolution 36/92 G
and paragraph 5 of resolution 36/97 D, the Secretary-General transmitted to the
Committee the study on the relationship between disarmament and development, as

contained in document A/36/356 and Corr.l, and the study of the institutional
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arrangements relating to the process of disarmament, as contained in

document A/3%6/%92. In accordance with General Assembly resolutions 36/89, 36/92 K,
36/97 B, 36/97 C and 36/97 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 Commitiee
conveyéd to the Committee a message from the Secretary-General at the opening

of the 1982 session (CD/234),

29, The Committee 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 (CD/300) in commection with those paragraphs of the Concluding Document
of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted fo disarmament which
are of direct relevance to the work of the Committee.

30. In addition to the documents listed under specific agenda items, the Committee
received the following documents:

(2) Document CD/235, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Messages from the President of the Socialist Republic of Romania,
Nicolae Ceausescu, addressed to Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary 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, concerning
the Geneva negotiations on the halting of the deployment in Europe and the withdrawal
from that continent of medium-range missilesg",

(b) Document CD/236, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal of the Romanian Parliament to the Parliaments, the
Governments and the peoples of the European countries, the United States of America
and Canada',

(c) Document GD/237, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal by the people of Romania, to the peoples and forward- .
looking democratic forces of the world, for'disarmaqent and peace, security,

independence and progress",
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(d) Document CD/240, dated 10 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics entitled "Excerpts from the repori on the
reception by L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of thé Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Przsident of the Presidium of the Supreme
Soviet of the USSR, of representatives of the Advisory Council of the Socialist
International on Disarmament".

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

socialist Statest®’

entitled "Considerations relating to the organization of work
of the Committee on Disarmament in the course of its 1982 session".

(f) Document CD/262, dated 17 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Scientists and Disarmament®.

(g) Document CD/267, dated 24 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Yugoslavia, entitled "A Statement issued by the Presidency of the Socialist
Faderal Republic of Yugoslavia'™.

(h) Document CD/297, dated 28 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romanria, entitled "Appeal of the Romanian pecple to the United Nations General
Accembly at its special session devoted to disarmament: for disarmament, for a
Europe without nuclear weapons, for a world of peacel'.

(1) Document CD/315, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
tae Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Averting the growing nuclear
threat and curbing the arms race: Memorandum of the USSRY,

A. Nuclear Test Ban

31. The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear Test Ban' was considered by the
Committee, in acco.dance with its programme of work, during the periods from

17 to 23 February and from 23 to 27 August.

32. The Committee had before it the progress reports on the thirteenth and
fourteenth sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Eyents, as
contained in documents CD/260 and CD/318. The Ad Hoc Group met from 1 to 12 March
and from 9 to 20 August 1982.

3. In addition, the following new documents were presented to the Committee in

connection with the item:

10/ 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 Internatlonal System for the Detectlon ‘of Airborne Radio-
activity from ‘Nuclear Exp1031ons"

(b) ~Document CD/259, dated 12 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
German’ Democratic Republic, entltled "Draft mandates for ad hoc working groups on a
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'Républics, entitled "Proposal for the establishment of an ad hoc..
working group under Item 1 of the agenda entitled ‘Nuclear Test Ban'."

(d) Document CD/310, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled
"Working paper on a prototype system for international exchange of seismolqgical
data under a comprehensive test ban treaty". » _>  _

(e) Document CD/312 and Corr.l dated 11 August 1982; submitted by the
delegation of the Netherlands, entltled "Nuclear test ban".

(f) Document CD/319, dated 23 August 1982, submltted by the delegatlon of
Japan, entitled "WMO Co—operatlon 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
disarmament made between the establishment of the United Nations and the convening

of the first special session of the General Assembly davoted to disarmament",

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

Committee (CD/PV.116).

35, At its 167th and 18%rd plenary meetings on 30 March 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-operati&e Measures.to Detect and Identify Seismic

Events. A number of delegations commented on those reports.

36. Upon the decision taken by the Committee on 31 August 1932, the Chalrman

of the Committee addressed a letter to the Secretary-General of the World
Meteorological Organization (WMO) requestlng the latter to take steps to make

necessary arrangements 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 events. 1In response to this request, the Deputy Secretary-General
of the WMO addressed a letter to the Chairman of the Committee, dated 6 September 1982,
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staulng that the question would be submltted to the Eighth Session of the WMO

Cowm1331on for Basic Systems, meeting in Geneva in January 1983, and to the ninth
WMO Congress, %0 be held in Geneva in May 1983, for consideration, and that the

Cnairman of the Committee would be informed of the decisions taken by the

appropriaté WMO bodies. )

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

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

Special Fbpopt of tha Committee uﬂ Disarmament to the second spe01al session of

the General Ausembly devoted %o dluarmament (CD/2%2 and Corr. 1m§)

38. 1In accordance with its programme of work for the period of 2-16 February

dealing with *he consideration of the guestion of the establishment of subsidiary

bodies on 1tems 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

establishment of éh ad.hoc working group on item 1, "Nuclear Test Ban",

39. Varioﬁs_pEOposals for a mandate were considered, as well as suggestions

made by the Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the
Vcrétéry-General. At its 173rd plenafy.meeting on 21 April 1982, the Committee

decided to establish an ad hoc working group with the following mandate (CD/291):

'_ "Tn thé exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
hegptiating forum in accordann~e with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the
first épeciél session of the‘General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
Committec on Disarmament decides to éstablish an ad hoc working group under
item 1 of its agenda entitled ‘Nuclear Test Ban'.

"Cons¢dar1ng that discussion of qpemflc issues in the flrst instance may
facilibate progress toward negotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee
reQuests the ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive
éxamiméﬁion, issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to
making further progress toward a nuclear test ban.

"The gg_ggg.working group will take into account all existing prOposals and
‘fugure initiatives, and will reporﬁ to'the Committee on the 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

respons1b111tleo in this regard."
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40, At its- X¥78th plenary meeting on 12 August 1982, the Committee decided to
nominate the representative of Sweden as Chairman of the WOrkihg Gféﬁp.
41. The Ad Hoé Working Group Held 10 meetingé between 13 Augusﬁ and”13 September 1982,
and the Chairman also conducted inférmal consultations during that period; ‘As a '
result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a report éo ﬁhe
Committee (€D/332). ' -
42, At its 188th plenary meeting on 17 September 1982, the Committee adopted the
report of the ‘Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integrél part of ﬁhis report and
reads as follows:
"I, INTRODUCTION
"l. At its 173rd plenary meeting, on 21.April 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
adopted the following decision relative to item 1 of its agenda:
"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Décumént‘bf
the first special session of the Cenérai'Assembly devoted to disarméméaﬁ; the
Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working.érdup‘under
item 1 of its agenda entitled 'Nuclear Test Ban’. .
Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first instance
_”may'faciiiﬁate progress toward hégotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee
requests. the ad hoc workihg group to discuss and define, through subsﬁéntive
examination, issues relating toAVerification and compliance with a'view fo
making further progress. toward a ﬁuclear test ban.
The ad hoc working group will take into account all existing proposals
and future initiatives, and will report to the Committee on the progress of its
work before the conclusion of the 1982 ééséidn. The Cbmmitﬁee will ﬁhefeafter
take a decision on subséquent courses of action ﬁith:a vieﬁ'ﬁé fuifil;ing its
résponsibilities in this regard.?’ (CD/291) A ‘
"TI. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTETION
"2. At-its'l?Sth'pfenary meeting, on 12 August:i982;“ﬁhe Cééﬁit#eé oﬁ Disarmament
appointéd Ambassador Curt Lidgard (Sweden) as Chairmaﬁ of £He Ad Hoc:WQrking:Gtoup.
In the ‘absence of Ambassador Lidgdrd; Mr. Carl-Magnus Hylteniué;ﬂDeputy Hégd éf‘the
Delegation of Sweden, acted as Chairman of the Wékking'Group. ﬁiss AidéALﬁisa Levin,

United Nations Centre for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Working Group.
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"3. At the 178th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament, on 12 August 1982,
the delegations of two nuclear-weapon States announced their decision not to participate
in the Ad Hoc Working Group. A number of delegations regretted that decision and
expressed the hope that it would be reconsidered at an early date.
"4, At their request, the Committee on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Committee to participate in
the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group: Austria, Denmmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland,
Norway, Senegal and Spain.
"5. The Working Group held 10 meetings between 13 August and 13 September 1982,
"6. In addition to the official documents of the Committee on Disarmament circulated
under item 1 of its agenda, other documents were submitted to the Ad Hoc Working Group
during the 1982 session. These documents included the following:

Working paper entitled fNuclear Test Ban', submitted by the Netherlands

(CD/NTB/WP.1 and Corr.l)

Working paper on international verification systems for a nuclear test ban,

submitted by Sweden (CD/NTB/WP.2)
In addition, the Secretariat prepared a list of documents relating to the question of
a nuclear test ban, submitted to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and the Committee on
Disarmament (CD/NTB/INF.1).
7, On 17 August 1982, the delegation of Norway demonstrated for members of the
Ad Hoc Working Group a prototype system for an international seismic data exchange
under a comprehensive test ban, using a low-cost micro-processor based system,

"III.  SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1982 SESSION

"8. 1In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group bore in mind that, in
accordance with the decision of the Committee on Disarmament referred to in paragraph
42.1 above, the Working Group should take account of all existing proposals and
future initiatives.
"9, It was generally recognized that in the examination of issues relating to
verification and compliance, consideration should be given to all relevant aspects of
a nuclear test ban. In this connection, a number of delegations argued, on the basis
of paragraph 31 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that a meaningful examination of issues

relating to verification and compliance would only be possible after agreement had been
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reached on the scope of a nuclear test ban treaty. Other delegations argued that it
was not necessary to reach agreement on scope; work could proceed on the basis of
certain broad assumptions. Different views were expréssed on various fundamental
aspects of a nuclear test ban. Some delegations were of the view that the work of
the Ad Hoc Working éroup should be based on the understanding that issues relating to
verification and compliance should be examined as épplied to a treaty which would
prohibit all test explosions of nuclear weapons in any environment, would be of unlimit
duration, would provide for a solution, acceptable to all parties, of the problem of
underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and would include among its
participants all nuclear-weapon States. Other delegations, calling attention to the
preamble of the 1963 Partial Test Ban Treaty, considered that a treaty on a nuclear
test ban should aim at the general and complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests by
all States in all environments for all time. In their view, such a treaty should be
equitable and non-discriminatory so as to attract universal adherence and should
include a verification system that guaranteed equal access to all States. Still other
delegations held that any nuclear test ban must necessarily cover both nuclear-weapon
tests and nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, and that issues of verification of
and compliance with such a ban should be examined as applied to a future treaty which
would ban all such explosions. Certain delegaﬁions considered that this ban should
apply to all nuclear explosions in all environments for all time. In this
connection, the view was also expressed that the importance of peaceful nuclear
explesions should not be underestimated. Some delegations suggested that it was -
necessary to give consideration to all possible methods for the testing and
qualitative iuprovement of nuclear weapons, such as laborator& tests and simulation
techniques. Other delegations recalled the report of the Secretary-General on a
comprehensive nuclear test ban (CD/86) in which it was stated that ‘it can be
contended that a comprehensive test ban could not cover laberatory tests because they
are contained and not verifiable'. The view was however expressed that more recent
technological advances, especially in simulation techniques, have added a new
dimension to nuclear testing and qualitative improvement of nuclear arsenals.
Laboratory tests, especially since these are not verifiable, provide an advantageous
edge to some States.

"l0. It was not possible for the Ad Hoc Working Group to reach agreement on a work
programme. A number of delegations strongly regretted this and pointed out that the
lack of a work programme had only permitted the Working Group to have a general and

largely unstructured exchange of views on the subject matter entrusted to it under
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its mandate, During the first part of the Working CGroup's proceedings, efforts were

made to reach agreement on a programme of work based on the Chairman's proposal and

o]

those from delegations. Lt the same time, there was also 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 followed 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 gquestion of verification end compliance,
including the purposes, general reguirements and effectiveness of verification, and on
various specific aspscts, such as, international seismic monitoring, the guestion of
the need to consider atmospheric detection methods, the role of national technical
means, the role of on-site inspection, committez 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 ssssion. 4 number of other delegations were of
the view that, in spite of the absence of a formal work programme, the Working Group
had been able, under the guidance of the Chairmen, 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. 7
"11. It was felt that in discharging its task, the Ad Hoc Working 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 successive nultilateral negotiating
bodies and in the trilateral negotiations.
"2, The examination of issues relating to verification and compliasnce covered
general aspects of the subject. Some delegations stated that the majority of
countries were convinced that the means of verification presently availeble vere
sufficient to provide reasonable assurance of compliance with a nuclear test ban freaty.
In this comnection, they mads reference to the statement of the United Nations
Secretary-General to the Conference of the Comniittee on Disarmament on 29 February 1972,
relating to a comprehensive test ban, in which the Secretary-General had, inter alia,
stated the following:
T believe that all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem
have been so fully explored that only a political decision is now necessary in
order to achieve £inal AgreemenTe «evecesosssrasseeeccssosonsssssoassosssssasss
When one takes into account the existing means of verification by seisnmic

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

verification such as consultation, inquiry and what has come to be known as

'verification by challenge! or 'inspection by invitation', it is difficult to

understand further delay in achieving agreement on an underground test ban.
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In the light of all these considerations,; I share the inescapable conclusion
that the potential risks of continuing undergroﬁnd nuclear weapon tests would
far outweigh any possible risks from ending such tests.' (CCD/TV.545,

29 February 1972) " :
Other delegations stated that the adequacy of verification was not simply a gquestion
of yield or detection level nor was it something that could be defined collectively.
Rather it is based on a combination of factors and is determined by each State
individually based on its national interests. |

"13. Some delegations, vhile recognizing that it was important to clarify technical
problems connected with verification of a nuclear test ban treaty, held that at some
point a political decision should be taken, for, otherwise, there would be a danger
that, as in the past, the question of verification would be used as a smoke-screen to
cover up the lack of political will and delay indefinitely the conclusion of a
comprehensive test ban treaty.

"l4. Some delegations held that those delegations which felt that there were still
obstacles to be surmounted éhouid point out what those obstacles vere. Certain
gspecific gueries were addressed to the nuclear-weapon States that had been engaged
in the trilateral negotiations relating to the existing means of verification and
those proposed under an international seismic data exchange system, in particular
the specific technical‘parameters of vhat, in their view, would constitute adequate
verification, The three nuclear-weapon States were also asked to specify what were
the 'important areas where substantial work [had] still to be done', as stated in
paragraph 23 of the 'Tripartite Repcrt to the Committee on Disarmament' (CD/130).

"15. One of the parties to thé 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 tests. It
explained that, as far as verification on a multilateral basis was concerned, agreement
had been reached in the trilateral negotiations and that the outstanding questions
were those mentioned in paragraphs 12 and 22 of the Tripartite Report.

"16. The other two participants in the trilateral negotiations reiterated the statement
contained in paragraph 23 of the Report. They also pointed out that it could not be
presuned that all technical problems had been solved. In their view, conclusions
relating ‘%o the capabilities -of the verification system 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 of nuclear exnlosions, regardless of yicld or

ostensible purpose, could provide weapons-related
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delegations, therefore, suggested that it was neither possible nor necessary to make
a general assessment of the adequacy of verification systems and that such assessment
should be made on a national basis in light of national political requirements.

The need to demonstrate the political will and Tirm commitment necessary for the
fulfilment of treaty obligations was, however, stressed.
"20. Some delegations peointed out that, due to a varicty of factors, different
countries had different possibilities to monitor compliance with a nuclear test ban
by national technical means alone and that an internationsl verification systen
should serve to even out such differences. Other delegations deemed that a
combination of national technical means, international exchange of seismic data

and other measures of international co~operation, such as, procedures for consultation
and co-operation and on-site inspection 'by challenge' in case of suspicious events,
would provide adequate means of verification. As noted earlier, some delegations
felt that the verification system of a nuclear test ban treaty should apply equally
to all States and provide equal access to all. In that connection, it was suggested
that clarification should bc provided to the points raised in document CD/iBl and

in the synthesis, prepared by the Secretariat, of the discussions in the Committee on
Disarmament on agenda items 1 and 2 during the informal meetings devoted to those
items in March and April 1981 (CD/UN.SUMM/1).
"2l. The discussion also covered specific aspects of the question of verification
and compliance, as set forth below.
“22. Reference was made to the work of the 4d Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to
consider international co-operative measures to detect and identify seisnmic events.
Mention was also made of the co-operative seismic nonitoring measures envisaged in
the trilateral negotiations, as outlined in the Tripartite Report, including the
establishment of an international exchange of seismic data and the setting up of =
committee of experts. 3ome delegations vere of the view that the establishment of
an international system for the exchange of scismic data was a task of the highest
priority. In their viecu, such = system should be in place before a comprehensive
test ban treaty entered into force. Other delegations considered that the system
should be set up in connection "ith a comprehensive test ban treaty and after such

a treaty had entered into force. Some delegations felt that in the implementation
of the system account should be taken of advanced available scientific and
technologioal developments. They pointed out that, otherwise, those countries that
would have to depend on the services of the international seismic data exchange

system, would not have equal access to all the available information. Cther delegations
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argued that for the system to be accessible to all parties it should be based on
widely used technology which all parties could afford. In addition, some delegations
maintained that there was a close relationship between political negotistions on a
nuclear test ban freaty and technical work on a verification system and that the
latter should not be carried out as if it were an open-endad exercise that could go
on indefinitely so as to take account of every scientific and technological advance.
Furthermore, these delegations felt that, as noted earlier, the basic elements of

an international system for the exchange of seismic data were already contained in
the first two reports éf the 4id Hoc Group of Scientific Experts. 4 number of
delegations suggested that consideration should be given to the institutional aspects
of an international seismic monitoring system and attention was drawn to the
illustrative list of subjects contained in document CD/95. In the cpinion of various
other delegations, it would nof be appropriate for the Working Group to undertake

the consideration of such subjects at this time.

"23. Different views wers expressed concerning the need to examine methods for the
detection of airborne radioactivity. Some delegations held that a nuclear test ban
should include an integrated international monitoring system, comprising atmospheric
as well as seismic detection methods. In that connection, it was suggested that the
mandate of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Bxperts should be broadened to include the
examination of atmospheric detection methods., Other delegations felt that there was
no need to revise the mandate of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Bxperts. In this
view, 1t was unnecessary tc devote attention to verification issues relating to tests
within the scope of the prohibitions contained in the Partial Teat Ban Treaty, since
compliance with that Treaty had not given rise to problems in the nearly 20 years it
had been in force.

"24. 1 suggestion was made that under a new snd broader mandate, the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts should be subordinated to the Ad Hoc Working Group cstablished
under item 1 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament. Some delegations stated
that the current link between the Committee on Disarmament snd the AJd Hoc Group of
Scientific Bxperts should be nmaintained.

"25. With respect to national technical means, some delegations referred to the
relevant sections of the Tripartite Report., In their opinion, national seismic
stations would actually be the basis of the whole verification system, since these
stations would provide the data on which judgments as to whether or nct 2 ban vas
being observed by the parties would be made. Ir addition to this, an international

exchange of seismic datz as well as other international co-operative measures would
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give all parties ample opportunities to take part in the verification process.
Other delegations held that national technical means alone were not adequate for

the effective verification of a nuclear test ban and that, as noted earlier, given
the differences in the national technical capabilities of States to monitor
compliance with such a ban, an international verification system that provided

equal access to all parties was necded to help reduce azymmetri~= or technical
inequalities, thus creating the requisite confidence that the ban was being complied
with by all parties.

"26, Concerning on-site inspections, some delcgations were of the view that provision
for such inspections could be made on a voluntary basis along the lines of the
procedure set forth in the Tripartite Report. At the same time, these delegations
stressed that such inspections would not add much to the capability of the
verification system. Other delegations emphasized the importance of on-site
inspection to clarify the nature of ambiguous events and contended that provision
for on-gite inspection on a voluntary basis only would be insufficient to build
confidence and to develop an effective verification system.

27. With respect to procedures for consultation and co-operation, some delegations
pointed to the procedures envisaged in the trilateral negotiations as outlined in
the Tripartite Report. A suggestiocn was made that, in addition to aprangements

for bilateral and multilateral consultations among Parties, provision should be made
in a nuclear test ban treaty for the cstablishment of two commitiees. One would be
a technical body entrusted with the task, inter alia, of overseeing the operation of
the international verification system and of solving any technical problem that
might arise in the operation of that system. The other would be a consultative
committee vhich would serve as a forum for political discussions of issues related
to the implementation of the treaty, including its verification. Another view was
expressed to the effect that experience regarding the implementaticon of existing
multilateral treaties in the field of arms limitation and disarmament indicated

that it was not necessary to set up two committees. According to this view, in the
case of a nuclear test ban treaty a committee of experis, as envisaged in the

trilateral negotiations, would suffice.
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"28. Some delegations expressed the view that the possibility of bringing complaints
to the Security Council would prdvide an additional guarantee of compliance with a
nuclear test ban treaty. Other deiegations, referring to the experience with
certain multilateral disarmament agreements, dwelt on the shortcomings of 2
complaints procedure that was limited to recourse to the Security Council.

"29. Some delegations drew attention to the possible relevance of arrangements
between two or more parties to a nuclear test ban treaty and commented that such
arrangements could provide additional assurance of éompliance and serve as a
confidence~building measure.

"30, Delegations also expressed views on the mandste of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

~ Some delegations held that the mandate was inadequate in that it did not provide
for negotiations leading to the conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty. ‘In the
view of these delegations, the Uorking Group should use the time available to it in
1982 so as to enable the Committee on Disarmement to give it a broader mandate as
envisaged in the Committee's decision on the establishment of the Working Group.
Other delégations disagreed with this view and believed that the Working Group should
proceed with substantive discussions based on its mandate without prejudice to any
future decision regardingthe mandate of the Working Group. Scome delegations
observed that, while the mendate was unsatisfactory, it provided an opportunity for
making a start féﬁards the resolution of verification problems in preparation for
future negotiations. Still other delegations expressed the view that the mandate
did not preclude negotiations leading to the conclusion of a nuclear test ban
treaty especially since the mendate directed the Working Group to take into account
all existing proposals and future initiatives. It was pointed out by one
delegation that, although it was not prepared to negotiate a comprehensive test ban
trgaty at this time, it desired {o undertake substantive discussions on
verification and compliance issues. Some delegations regretted that in the
opinion of this delegation the time was not propitious for negotiations on a
nuclear test ban and felt that the Working Group should not be used as a cover for
the unwiliingness to conclude a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests.. The attention of that particular delegation was drawn by
other delegations to the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963, in whose preamble it
is stated 'seeking to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear
weapons for all time, determined to continue negotiations %to thie end, and desiring
to put an end to the contamination of man's environment by radiocactive substances!,
and they expressed the view thet thie constituted a legal commitment.,  That
delegation was asked how it reconciled being a party to that Treaty wiith the

position it had now taken. That delegation stated that it did not accept the
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assertion that it had violated legal treaty commitments, It, therefore; stated

its intention to respond fully to that assertion. Some delcgations held the vicw
that the Working Group had completed the substantive examination of issues relating
to verification and compliancc and that, therefore, the Cormittece should revisc
without delay the mandate of the Working Group with a view to ensbling it to
negotiate on a treaty prohibiting o1l nuclear-weapon tests, having in nind that this
is @ question of the highest priority and taking into account all existing proposels
and futurc initistives, In the vievw of otber delegations, a revision of the mandate
was not called for under prescnt circumstances; considerable work still remained to
be done in resolving various issues relating to verification and compliance because,
inter alia, the Working Group hed not been able to work on the basis of a giructured
programme., Several delcgations pointed out that they had accepted the terms of the
present nandatc only because they were persuvaded thet the explicit reference to the
need to take into account existing proposals and future initiatives and to the
adoption of a decision by the Committee on Dissrmement on subscquent courses of
action, should’neccssarily be interpreted as ncaning thet the Group's mendaste should
be broasdened, as regquired by those propossls and initiatives, not in the indefinite
future but et a very carly dste."

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and MNuclear Digsrmanent

43. The iten on the agenda entitled "Cegsation of the Nuclesr Arms Rece and Nuclesar
Disarmament" was considered by the Committee, in accordence with its prograrme of
work, during the periods from 24 February to 5 Morch and from 16 to 20 August.

44. The following documents were subnitted to the Committee in connection with the
item during the 1982 sessions |

(a) Docunent CD/238, dated 4 Februery 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Venezuela, entitled "Statement on the consequences of the use of nuclesr weapons'.

(b) Document CD/256, dated 5 Ifarch 1982, submitted by the delegations of the
German Democratic Republic and Hungary, cntitled '"Working Paper: Non-stationing of
nuclear weapons on the territories of Statcs where there are no such weapons at
present'.

(¢) Document CD/259, dated 12 Msrch 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled "Draft mandetes for ad hoc working groups on a
nuclear test ban, and the cessation of the nuclear erms race end nuclear disarmenent'.

(@) Document CD/268, dated 26 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soﬁigt Socialist Republics, entitled "Pzrt of the statenent by
Mr. L.I. Brezhnev, Genersl Sccretary of the Central Cormittee of the Cormunist Perty
of the Soviet Union and President of the Presidiwa of the Supreme 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 Germany, entitled "Text of a decision taken by the
Federal German Government on 17 March, on the present state of the INF negotiations
and General Secretary Brezhnev's proposals".

(f) Document CD/273, dated 6 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of
India, entitled "Note of the Permanent Representative of India to the United Nations
in New York to the Secretary-General of the United Nations in response to
General Assembly resolutions 36/81 A and B pertaining to the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament?.

(g) Document CD/282, dated 19 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Mexico, entitled "Working paper containing the text of the opinion of the
Government of Mexico on the prevention 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 December 1981v,

(h} Document CD/293 and Corr.l, dated 1 June 1982, prepared by the secretariat
at the request of the Chairman of the Committee (CD/PV.116), entitled "Tabulation
of proposals concernlng nuclear disarmament made between the establishment of the
United Nations and the convening of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament®.

(i) Document CD/295, dated 23 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
India, entitled "Draft Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons".

(j) Document CD/309, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
India, entitled "Draft mandate for Ad Hoc Working Group on Prevention of Nuclear War,
under item 2 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament".

(k) Document CD/314, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Message from L.I. Brezhnev,
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR to
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament",

(1) Document CD/327, dated 8 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Polish People's Republic, entitled "The Dongrra ~7 Wecl-ar Wers  Docloveti-n
of th~ Pusworh Mevenont ~nd 97 Iebil Lourcatces, issued av the X2nd 2o-wash C-nference
held in Werrsaw, Doland, from 26 tec 31 Lugust 19827,
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45. In accordance with its programme of work for the peried of 2-16 February,
which included the consideration of the question of the establishment of subsidiary
todies on agenda items, the Committee neld, early in the first part of the session-
and subsequently, some informal meetings on the establishment of an ad hoc working
frouvp under--ggenda item 2, "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear
Disarmament"”, as well as proposals submitted under this item.

4C, An account of the Committce's consideration of the agenda item since 1979,
including the first part of the 1982 session, was contained in paragraphs 41-50

¢y ihe Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session
¢ the General Asscmbly devoted to disarmament. (CD/?92 and Gorr,l-B)

47 . In accordance with the programie of work for the second part of the 1982 session

4

cae Cormmittee considered the establishment of various subsidiary bodies under item 2

\

cf thp agenda between 3 and 6 August, as well as subsequently. Those proposals
Lalfore the Committee for consideration were contained in documents CD/180 tabled by
‘he Grouwp of 21, CD/219 submitied by a group of socialist countries, CD/259 tabled
v the .German Democratic Republic, and CD/309 submitted by India.

A5, The Committee considered the above-mentioned proposals and reached the
~>nclusion that there was no consensus at present for the establishment of ad hoc
vorking groups for the purpose of undertaking multilateral negotiations in
conformity with the specific proposals presented by their sponsors. However,
pocnibilities will continue to be explored for reaching agreement on a negotidating
roie {or the Committee, bearing in mind the high priority accorded by the Final
Tactzent of the first special session of he General Assemb’'y devoted to disarmament
*¢ "Cessation of the nuclear wris .act and nuclear wicarmament'.

49. There have been continued exchar.ges of views on the pre-requisites and
clerents for multilateral negotiations under this item as well as on related

~53a23 and cbncepts concerning nuclear weapons, and it is expected that these
cutacnges will be continued further. The question of prevention of nuclear war

hat besn the subject of earnest and intensive discussion, and its importance and
nisoney are readily acknowledged., No consensus was reached on a proposal to set

ur an Ad Foc Working Group on Prevention of Nuclear Uar (CD/309) under item 2 of
o Committee's agenda. The Committee agreed to hold further informal

coirsultations on this topic.
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50. A number of delegations made proposals for the commencement of multilateral
negotiations on the cessation of nuclear arms race anq_nuclear disarmament and
proposed the estab;ishment of a corresponding ad hoc working group. They proposed
to elaﬂorate and adopt a stage-by-stage nuclear disarmament programme. In this
connection they underlined that the idea of mutual freeze on nuclear arsenals,

as a fiﬁst step towards their reduction and, eventually, their complete elimination,
was close to their point of view. They advecated an approach according to which
efforts leading to nuclear disarmament should be exerted in several areas at once.
Thus they argued in favour of holding multilateral negotiations in addition to the
bilateral talks such as the negotiations now tgking place between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the limitation and
reduction of strategic arms and on the limitation and reduction of nuclear arms

in Europe. They emphasized their readiness to agree to the total elimination of
all nuclear weapons - strategic, medium~-range and tactical -~ provided, of course,
that'all the nuclear Powers participate. These States, including one nuclear-
weapon State, drew the aétention of the Committee to the unilateral pledge made

by that nuclear-weapon State not to be the first to use nuclear weapons,
reiterated the high priority of measures to prevent nuclear war, and supported

a proposal to establish an Ad Hoc Working Group to undertake negotiations on
appropriate and préctical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. In this
connection an appeal was addressed to those nuclear-weapon States which have not
yet done so to seriously consider the possibility of pledging not to be the first
to use nﬁclear weapons. These States expressed their concern over dangerous
concepts such as first strike, limited or protracted nuclear war, etc., and
pointed out that a nuclegr war could mean the destruction of human civilization
and of life on earth. In that connection they expressed their support for
prohibition of the use of the nuclear weapon as well as for banning the nuclear
neutron weapon and for non-deployuwent of nuclear weapons on the territories of
States wheré there are no such weapons at present.

51. It was considered by a nuuwber of delegations that the non-first-use
declaration made by one nuclear-weapon State at the second special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disaﬁmament, together with the similar declaration

which was made by another nuclear-weapon State nearly two decades ago and
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reiteratéed at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to‘
disarmament,’ of fer an avenue to decrease the danger of nuclear war. They also
believed that the goal of an agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear wéapons
should actively be pursued.’ '

52. A number of -delegations reaffirmed the position of their States that'nane
-of their weapons, nuclear or conventional, will ever be used ékcept in response
to armed attack. It -was considered by some delegations that the goal of an
agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear weapons could only befeffectively pursued
in connection 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 weapons
should never be used nor the threat of use of nuclear weapons be held against
non-nuclear-weapon States, ‘

54. While recognizing their special responsibility for nuclear disarmament, 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-=General 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 disarmaﬁent; 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 ameng the
nuclear-weapon States is essential for the success of negotiations on nuclear
disarmament, To that end they believe that in the first instance negotiations

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 integral part of a
general process of disarmament, including conventional weapons and armed forces.
55. ©One of 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 stratesgic systems that could one day
neutralize nuclear deterrence, and significant progress in the reduction of

conventional imbalances in Europe have created the appropriate conditions.



5€. A number of delegations, while generally endorsing the point of view stated in
paragraph 54, also stressed the urgency of their preoccupation with the question of
appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear waX. They pointed
out that the subject had to be placed in the general contexi of war prevention.

While they expressed.their preparedness to discuss the issue further, they also
underlined that substantive additional clerification, 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 on appropriate and praqtical measures for
the prevention of nuclear war was hdﬁaprojéétéd as .o substitute for multilateral
negotiations on nuclear disarmament, but rather as ‘2 means to adopt certain immediate.
and urgept 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 halt their nuclear arms racé, cease the qualitative

improvement and subsféntially reduce the quantity of their nuclear arsenals so as 0
create appropriate conditions, in which the other nuclear weapon States could
indertake 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 bosition that if would, at no time and under no circumstances, be
the first to use nuclear weapons and that it unconditibnally.undertook not to use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nucleér ﬂeapon States. It supported the
proposal for the setting up of an ad hoc Qorking group under item 2.

58, The Group of 21 is of the view that multilateral negotiétions in the Committee,

in addition to the bilateral and regional negotiating process, are essential, aé
cessation of the muclear arms race and the prevention of nuclear war are of vital
concern for the security of all 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 that multilateral ‘
Anegotiatiqnsbcould make a positive contribution to the relaxation of international
tensioné. While acknowledging the'usefulness of negotiations among nuclear weapon
States, in its opinion all States have the right to participate in negotiations on
nuclear disarmament in order to reducé aﬁd remove the danger of any war in which
nmiclear weapons might be used, Sinoe;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 disarmement, but its

proposal did not obtain the consensus of the Committee. The Group of 21



emphasized its position that the mandate for the Working Group on item 2 proposed by
the Group in document CD/180 was in no way prejudicial to the position of any of the
nuclear-weapon States and hence the opposition of certain nuclear powers to the
establishment of the Working Group was not justified at all. It has also strongly
supported the proposal (CD/309) for a working group to undertake negotiations on
appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war, since its
consideration would enable the Committee to reach agreement on concrete and urgent
measures in the context of nuclear disarmament.

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

59. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, 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/278, dated 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper on Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear
Weapon States Againgt the Use or Threat of Use of Wuclear Weapons'.

(v) Document 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”.

(¢) Document CD/321, dated 27 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
France, entitled "Working 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 French Government on the question of
negative security assurances).

61. In accordance with the Committee's decision at its 156th plenary meeting on

18 February 1982, as contained in document CD/243%, the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons was re-established on the basis of its
former mandate, to continue to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on

effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
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use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, The Committee further decided that

the Ad Hoc Working Group would report to the Committee on the progress of its

work before the conclusion of the first part of the 1982 session, in view of the’
convening of the second special session of the Generasl Assembly devoted to
disarmament.

62. At its 157th plenary meeting on 23 February 1982, the Committee decideé to
nominate the representative of Pakistan as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vorking Croup.
63. As a result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a special
report to the Committee (doéument CD/285), which contains an account of the
substantive negotiations during the 1979, 1980 and 1981 sessions, as well as the
first part of the 1982 session of the Committee. 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/290. = At its 173rd plenary meeting on-

21 April 1982 the Committee adopted the special report of the A4 Hoc Working Group,
which is an integral part of the Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament

to the second special session of the General lssembly devoted to disarmament.

64. At the commencement of the second part of the 1982 session, the representative -
of Pakistan, who is Chairman of the Working Group, recalled in a statement before
the plenary that the Group_of 21 in document CD/280 had inter alia expressed the
view "that further negotiations in the Ad Hoc Working Group on this item are
unlikely to be fruitful so long as the nuclear-weapon States do not exhibit a
genuine political will to reach a satisfactory agreement". The Group of 21 had
"therefore, urged the nuclear-weapon States concerned to review their policies

and to present revised positions on the subject to the second Special Session'.

He stated that "at the special session there was no response. at all to these
concerns of the Group of 21 from twc of the nuclear-weapon Statés concerned, and
that the work on this item had reached an impasse'.

65. Having taken note of the above-mentioned assessment of the state of -
negotiations, it was generally understood that the Working Group would not hold
any meetings during the second half of 1982.

66. One delegation disagreed with the assessment of the state of negotiations
expressed in CD/280 and with the views expressed by the repregentative of Pakistan,

and stated it héd been prepared. to resume work on the issue. .
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D. Chemical Weapons

67. The item on the.agenda entitled "Chemical Weapons" was considered by the
Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods from

22 to 26 March and from 9 to 13 August.

68. The Committee had before it the following new documents submitted during its
1982 session in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/244, dated 18 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled "Working Paper on
Verification and the Monitoring of Compliance in a Chemical Weapons Convention'.

(b) Document CD/253, dated 25 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Tass statement of 19 February 1982".

(c) Document CD/258 and Corr.l, dated 9 March 1982, submitted by the delegations
of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working Paper: Binary weapons
and the problem of effective prohibition of chemical weapons'.

(@) Document CD/263, dated 22 March 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled
"Working Paper on the Relation of Verification to the Scope of a Ban on Chemical
Warfare Agents".

(e) Document CD/264, dated 23 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
United States of America, entitled "The United States Programme to Deter Chemical
Warfare". .

(f) Document (D/265, dated 24 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Working Paper on Principles and Rules for
Verifying Compliance with a Chemical Weapons Convention'.

(g) Document Cn/266, dated 24 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Yugoslavia, entitled "Working Paper: Binary weapons and the problem of their
definition and verification'.

(h) Document (D/270, dated 31 March 1982, submitted by the delegations of
Indonesia and the Netherlands, entitled '"Destruction of about 45 tons
of mustard agent at Batujajar, West—Java, Indonesia'.

(i) “Document CD/271, dated 1 April 1982, submitted by the delegations of the
United States of America, -the United Kingdom and Australia, entitled "Technieal

evaluation of 'recover! techniques for CW verification'.
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(j) Document CD/277, dated 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of Sweden,
entitled "Working Paper: The concept 'precursor' and a suggestion for definition
for the purpose of a Chemical Weapons Convention'.

(k) Document CD/279, dated 14 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of Sweden,
entitled "Working Paper: Suggestions for measures to enhance confidence between the
Parties negotiating a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons't,

(1) Document (D/294, dated 21 July 1982, entitled "Basic provisions of a
convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and on their destruction — proposal of the USSRY.

(m) Document CD/298, dated 26 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Yugoslavia, entitled '"Working Paper: rome aspects of verification in a chemical
weapons convention". '

(n) Document (1/299, dated 29 July 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled
"Systematic Identification of Chemical Warfare Agents Identification of Nene
Phosphorus Warfare Agents'.

(o) Document CD/301, dated 4 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of Belgium,
entitled 'Memorandum on monitoring of the prohibition of the use in combat of chemical
and bacteriological (biological) or toxin weapons'.

(p) Document CD/306, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Netherlands, entitled "Working paper concerning the verification of the presence of
nerve agents, their decomposition products or starting materials downstream of
chemical production plants".

(q) Document GD/EO?, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Netherlands, entitled "Working paper concerning the verification of the presence
of nerve agents, their decomposition products or starting materials downstream of
chemical production plants'.

(r) Document C5/308, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the delegations of the
Federal Republic of Germeny and the Netherlands, entitled "Preliminary questions
concerning CD/294 submitted by the Soviet Union 'Basic Provisions of a Convention
on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Chemical Weapons
and on their Destruction''.

(s) Document CD/Bll, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled
"Working paper on verification of a chemical weapons convention — sampling and
analysis of chemical warfare agents under winter conditions“.

(t) Document CD/313, dated 16 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "A proposed verification organization for a chemical weapons

convention,
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(u) Document CD/316, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of France
entitled "Working Paper: Monitoring of the destruction of gtocks of chemical'weapons"
(v) Document CD/324, dated 6September 1982, submitted by the delegation of

" Sweden, entitled "Working ﬁapér on toxicity criteria for 'Key CW precursors''.

(w>' Documéht>CD/325, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "Working paper on monitoring destruction of stockpiles of chemical
weapons and chemical warfare agents". '

(x)° Document.GD/526, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Working Paper: Proposals on 'Declaration',
'"Verification' and the 'Consultative Committee'". A

() Document CD/333, dated 14 September 1982, entitled "Views of the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons on poésible comprémise wordings of the
elements of a future con&ention".

69. In accordance with the Committee's decision concerning subsidiary 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 elaboréte a convention.on the
complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chehical weapons and on their destruction, taking into account all existing proposals
-~ and future initiatives, with the view to enabling the Committee to achieve agreement
at the earliest date. ‘The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would report to the Committee on the progress éf its work before the conclusion of
the first pért'of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the second special
sessibn of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. ‘

70. At its 157th plenary meeting on 25 February 1982, the Committee decided to

" nominate ‘the representative of Poland.as the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group.
Tl. At its 163rd plenary meeting on 16 March 1982, the Committee decided, in
response o é request of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, to invite the
Director-General of the World Health Ofganization and the Director of the Regional
Office for Eﬁroﬁe of the United Nations Environment Progfamme, to nominate
representatives to attend certain meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical
Weapons, for the purpose of providing technical information; when it was deemed
necessary, in respect of establishing toxicities of chemicals and the international
register of pofentially toxic chemicals.

72.‘ As a result of its deliberations during the first part of the 1982 session the
Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a special report to the Committee (document GD/Zal/Rev.]

which contains an account of its consideration of the item during the 1980 and 1981
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gessions 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 spccial report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an
integral part of the Special Report of the Committee on Disermament to the second
speoiallseqsioﬁ of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. (CD/292 and Corr,1-3)
73. In accdrdance with the decision of the Comnittee at its 174th plenary meeting on
23 hpril 1982, the Ad Hoc Working Group resumed its work on 20 July 1982. During the
period 2—-6 August, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group held consultations with
delegations on technical questlions. A nuiver of experts from delegations
participated in those consultationsg.

T4 Duriﬂg the 1982 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group held 42 meetings betwcen

24 Pebruary and 15 September 1982 and the Chairmen also conducted informal
consultations during that period, As a result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc
Working Group subnitted a report to the Cormittee, as conteined in document CD/334.
T5. At its‘188th plenary meeting on 17 September 1982, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integral part of this report and

reads as followss
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nI. INTRODUCTION

1. A review of the work of the Committee on Disarmament on the question of chemical

weapons during the first part of its 1982 session is contained in the gpecial report
presented to the Second Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament (document CD/292), which also covers the work of the Committee on
Disarmament on this subject since 1979.

“"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. In accordance with the decision taken by the Committee on Disarmament at its
174th plenary meeting held on 23 April 1982, the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical
Weapons resumed its work on 20 July 1982 under the Chairmanship of

Ambassador Bogumil Sujka of Poland. Mr. A. Bensmail, Senior Political Affairs

Officer, United Nations Centre for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc
Working Group.

”3' It should be recalled that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons was

re=established for 1982 at the 156th plenary meeting of the Committee on Dlsarmament
held on 18 February 1982, with the following mandate:

... In discharging its responsibility for the negotiation and elaboration as
a matter of high priority, of a multilateral convention on the complete and
effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical
weapons and on their destruetion, the Committece on Disarmament dccides to
establish, for the duration of its 1982 session, an ad hoc working group of the
Committee to .laborate such a convention, taking intoc account all existing

proposals and future initiatives with a view to enabling the Committec to
achieve agreement at thoc earliest date. ...'.

"4, The Ad Hoc Working Group held 26 mectings from 20 July to 15 Septcember 1982.
In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal consultations with delegations.

"5. At the 177th plunary meeting of the Committce on Disarmament, the Chairman
reported on the progress of work of the Ad Hoc Working Group

"6. The representatives of the following States not members of the Committee on

Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Wcapons

Austria, Denmark, Finland, Grecce, Ireland, Norway, Spain and Switzerland.
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“7, During the second part of its 1982 session the following official documents
dealing with Chemical Weapons were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:

- Document CD/294, dated 21 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled 'Basic provisions of a convention on the
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and
on their destruction'

- Document CD/298, dated 26 July 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Working
paper on some aspects of verification in a chemical weapons convention' '

- Document CD/299, dated 29 July 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled "Letter
dated 27 July 1982, addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament from
the Chargé d'Affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of Finland, transmitting a A
document entitled "Systematic identification of chemical warfare agents; identification
of non-phosphorus warfare agents"'

- Document CD/301, dated 4 August 1982, submitted by Belgium, entitled 'Memorandum
on monitoring of the prohibition of the use.in combat of chemical and bacterioclogical
(viological) or toxin weapons'’ :

- 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 downstream of chemical production
plants'

- Document CD/%07, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Netherlénds, enti%led
'Working paper concerning the verification of the presence of nerve agents, their
decomposition products or starting materials downstream of chemical production
plants’ : : '

-~ Document CD/308, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany and the Kingdom of the Netherlands, entitled "Letter dated 9.August 1982
from the Heads of the Delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and of the
Kingdom of the Netherlands to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament
transmitting a document containing preliminary questions concerning CD/294 "

- Document CD/311, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled, *Working
paper on verification of a chemical weapons convention - sampling and analysis.of
chemical warfare agents under winter conditions’ :

- Document CD/313, dated 16 August 1982, submitted by Canada, entitled 'A proposed
verification organization for a chemical weapons ccnvention' :

- Document CD/316, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by Prance, entitled 'VWorking
paper on the monitoring of the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons" :

~ Document CD/324, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by Sweden, entitled '"Working

paper -on toxicity oriteria for "key CW precursors''! :

- Document CD/325, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Working
paper on monitoring destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons and chemical
warfare agents'
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~ Document CD/326, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by the Federal Republic
of Germany, entitled 'Chemical Weapons - Vorking paper: Proposals on "Declaration’,
"Verification®, and the "Consultative Committee"!® :

- Document CD/ZB), dated 14 September 1982, submitted by Poland, entitled
'Views of the Chairman of the Ad 4d _Hoc Yorking Group on Chemical Weapons on poss1b1c
compromise wordings of the elements of a future convention'

"8, During the second part of its 1982 session, the fellowing working papers were
circulated to the Vorkinz Group: .

- CD/CW/WP.BB submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republiocs, entitled
'Basic provisions of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production
:and}stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction' (also issued as CD/294)

- CD/uTﬁIP.Jo entitled 'Consuliations with delegations, assisted by expérts,Aby
the Chalrman of the Working Group on Chemical Veapons'

- GD/QLAE’)B/uorr 1 Dntltlpd 'Corrlgandum to the Compilation of revised
Elements and Comments thereto (CD/QZO), proposed new texts and alternative wordings
as well as comments on new texts !

- GD/CU/UP 37 submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Working paper on some aspocto
of verification in a chemical weapons convention' (also issued as UD/298)

~ CD/CW/WP.BS submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled !'Suggested alternative
definition of Chemical Veapons'

- CD/CUﬁJP 39 gubnltted by Belmlum, entitled 'Memorandum on monitoring of the
prohibition of the use in combat of chemical and bacteriological (biological) or
toxin weapons ' (also issued as CD/301)

- CD/CW/WP;4O submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany and the
Kingdom of the Netherlands, entitled "Letter dated 9 August from the Heads of the
Delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
addresged to the Chairman of -the Committee on Disarmamsnt transmitting a document
containing preliminery questions concerning CD/294' (also issusd as GD/BOG) '

- CD/CW/WP.41'and Corr.l entitled "Report of tlre Chairman to the Working Group
on Chemical ieapons on the consultations held with experts on technical issues'

- GD/CW/WP.42 submitted by Fraﬁce, entitled 'Viorking paper on the Monitoring of
the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons' (also issued as GD/316)

- CD/CW/WP.4% entitled 'Draft Report of the Ad Ad Hoc Worklng Group on Chemical
Weapons to the Commitiee on Disarmament'

- CD/CU AP .44 submitted by Poland, entitled 'Views of the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on possgible compromisc wordlngg of the elements of a future
convention' (also issued =& JD/BBJ
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«9, . The following Conference Room Papers were also submitted to the Working Group
during the seccond part of its 1982 session:

~ CD/CW/CRP.60 entitled 'Summary by the Chairmen of initial comments made with
respect to the siggested wording for Amnex IV: recommendations and guidelines
concerning the functions and organization of the national verification system
CD/CW/CRP .42) ' '

- CD/CW/CRP.61Ventit1ed 'Opening statement by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Veapons on 20 July 19827 '

.~ CD/CW/CRP.62 submitted by China, entitled 'Suggested alternative wording
for Element II and Annex I' ‘

- GD/CW/CRP.éB 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 Republic of Cermany with respect to document CD/294 (CD/CWAIP.35)"

- CD/CW/CRP.64 entitled 'Timetable for the Chairman's consultations with
experts on technical issues as presented in document CD/CW/WP.36 on 23 July 1982,
to be held 2-6 August 1982

- CD/CW/CRP.65 submitted by China, entitled "Suggested alternative wording
for Blement IX, 2(a) and (d)" )

“IIT, CHAIRMAN'S CONSULTATIONS WITH DEIEGATIONS ON TECHNICAL ISSUES

0, Following the practice introduced in 1981 by the Chairman to hold consultations
on certain technical guestions relevant to the future Convention, the Chairman,
during the second part of the 1982 session of the Group, convened consultations with
delegations on issues recommended for further examination and in his previous report
contained in document CD/CWATP.30 of 22 March 1982. These consultations were held
from 2 to 6 Lugust 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 specialized information
gathering "black boxes", including the means for transmission and processing of such
information. '

il, At its 6th meeting, held on 11 August 1982, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working
Group presented the report on his consultations as contained in

document CD/CW/WP.41 and Corr.l. The Working Croup devoted its 8th meeting to

an in-depth discussion of this report. The Group took note of this report. Vhile
the usefulness of these consultations was unanimously recognized, the need to
structure them according to the requirements of the future convention was emphasized,
bearing in mind the close link between its technical and political aspects.
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It was felt that the consultations with delegations on technical issues should be
clearly relevant to the work of the Working Group. It was agreed that in the future
the report should duly reflect the differing views expressed in these consultations.
Some delegations emphasized that Chairman's consultations with delegations on
technical issues can play a useful role only when they can contribute to the

~clarification of tochnical issues for such vprovisions of the future convention on
which agreement in principle has been achieved. Other delegations held the view that
these consultations could also help to provide a concrete basis for the consideration
of key issues on which no agreement has yet been reached,

12, It was agreed that the next Chairman's consultations on technical issues should focus
on the questions listed below. It was further agreed that during the time devoted to
these consultations, between six and eight meetings should be devoted to each item,
two meetings to the presentation of other technical issues of direct relevance to
the work of the Working Group, aimed at facilitating the negotiating process, and
four meetings Ffor discussion of the report on the consultations.

Topics to be discussed:

A, On the basis of the working hypothesis on the definition of chemical weapons
(see Annex, pages 3%-10) including the concents of precursors and kev precursors, it
is suggested that the following questions may be directed to the technical expertise
of delegations: '

(a) what are the views on the "working hypothesis" on definition of these
concepts?

(b) to what extent - and by which method - would it be possible to compose lisits
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;
(i1) ensure that they have been destroyed.

In this connection technical experts of delsgations may be asked to address the
following guestions:

(a) what technical 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?

(¢) do methods of destruction of stockpiles need to be specified, and in what
detail, in order to assure State Parties that stocks have been destroyed.and are not
capable of being diverted again to use as chemical weapons? :
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wIV, SUBSTANTIVE CONSIDERATIONS DURING THE SECOND PART OF THE 1982 SESSION

"13. During the second part of its 1982 session, the Group at the suggestion of the
Chairman, proceeded to another detailed examination of the Revised Elements and of

the Comments Thereto, contained in document CD/CW/WP.33 and Corr.l with a view to
elaborating the provisions of the future convention.

"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 convention.
These informal contact groups, which are listed below, dealt with the following
spheres of the conventions:

(a)

(o)

(c)

(@)

(e)

(£)

(g)

(h)

(1)

"15. The results of the work of these Contact Groups were reflected in the reports of

BElement I: scope of the chemical weapons convention;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. T. Melescanu, Romania)

Element II: definitions;
(Co-ordinator: Dr. J. Lundin, Sweden)

Element IV: declarationss
(Co-ordinator: Mr. T. Altaf, Pakistan)

Element V: destruction, diversion, dismantling and conversionj
(Co-ordinator: Mr. S. Duarte, Brazil) '

Element IX: general provisions on verification;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. G. Skinner, Canada)

Preamble and Final Clauses of the future chemical weapons convention;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. R. Steele, Australia)

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 XIIT: consultation and co-operation;
consultative committee,
(Co-ordinator: WMiss W. Nascimbene, Argentina)

the Co-ordinators which were discussed in-depth in the Working Group and

subsequently revised by the co-ordinators.
in the Annex,

was recognised by all delegations as fully appropriate for the present stage.
Delegations paid tribute to the Chairman, Ambassador Sujka, for his imaginative
proposals in this regard.

These repeorts are attached in-extenso
The method of work adopted by the Working Group in the second part
of its 1982 session, and in particular the functioning of open-ended contact groups,
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" ANNEX

1 2GPORT OF THE CO~-ORDINATOR OF. THD CONTACT n"’LOUD ON THE SCCPE COF THS
CHIMICAL WEAPOWS CONVINTIC

"I, Basic positiong:

"1, Text without.a prohibition of use:
'Bach State Party to this Convention undertakes, under no circumstances, to
aevelop, nroduce, othervise acquire, stockpile, retain or transfef chemical
weapons, and to destroy or dieposs for permitted r PUTPOSes cf existing stocks
of such weapons, and also to destroy or dismentle facilities and means of
production of such weapons.' _ .

2. Direct inclusion of a prohibition of the use of-ehemibal~wéapons-in
Element T:
'Bach State Party to this Convention undertakes never in any circumstances
to develop, produce, otherwise acquire, gstockpile, retain, transfer or use
chemical wegpons and to destroy or othewv1se dispose of existing stocks of
ohemioaf‘weapons end means of mroduction of such weapons.!

MII., Proposals for optional alternstives concerning the reaffirmation of the
tnon-use’ regime vrovided for in the 1925 Geneva Protocol, and its
reinforcement through one or more of the following:

(a) a preambular provision recalling the 1925 Geneva Protocol and reaffirming
the prohibition of use;

(b) a spe01flc provision prohibiting use in thuatlons not covered by the
1925 Geneva Protocol,‘

(¢) a provision stating that CW convention should rot be interpreted as

in any way limiting or detracting from the obligations assumed by any State
under the Geneva Protocol of 1925 (alonm the lines of existing Element VII);
(d) a specific article in the body of the future convention recognizing

that any use of chemloal veapons will constitute a violation of the chemlcel
weapons conventlon and utlpvlatlng that as a conoequenoe “the. 0rov131ono on
verification included in CV convention will apply to such gituations as wells
(e) a specific provision chould be included in the section dealing with the

I complaints procedure 'of the future Convention. Such a provisidén should
recognize that any use of chemical weapons dy 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 scone of the Convention. The competence

of the Consultative Committee would consequently be extended to the allegations

of use.
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(f) provisions for the verification in CV Convention will include methods
and mechanisms for the verification of the prohibition to use chemical
Weapons. '

(¢) separate mechanism for investigating suspected use of chemical weapons
and biological weapons in combat;

(h) including the prohibition of use in the definitions of the chemical
weapons conventions V

(i). in the interests of enhancing the effectiveness of the Convention,

the States Parties shall agrée in due form to prevent any actions aimed
at>de1iberately falsifying the actuel state of affairs with regard to

compliance with the Convention by other Stotes Parties.

wIII. Co~ordinator's proposals for 'a working hypothesig! :

" In the event that consensus is reached that Blement I of the future convention
may not include & reference to the prohibition of use, this question could be handle
as follows:

In the preamble of the Convéention, a paragraph will recall the
1925 Geneva Protocol and reaffirm the pfohibition to use chemieal weapons;
Element VII will also contain a réference to the Geneva Protocol stating
that” the "Convention' should not be interpreted in-any way astlimiting or
affeéting the obligations assumed by States on the basis of the
1925 Protocol;

In addition, a new article will be included in the Convention
recognizing that any use of chemical weapons will ipso jure constitute an
evidence of a violation of the CW Convention and, accordingly, the provisions
on verification included in (VW Convention will apply to such situations

as well.

" Pyohibition of the vlaring, organization and training in chemical
warfare capability

"In the last meeting of the. Group, a.shdrtlexchange of views on the possible
inclusion of the prohibition of the planning, organization and training into a
CW convention took place. It appeared that the basic positions expressed on this
subject remain the same., It was consequently agreed to postpone a discussion on
this item till after further discussions on other problems like verification or

non-~use.
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"REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON DEFINITIONS
"l, The Contact Group has considered besic definitions for the purpose of the
convention ofv'chémioal wéapons; 'precufsors' and toxicity criteria, and of
'permitted purposes'. Discussions 1Mve alsoc been held cn the possible meaning of
expressions concerning other aspeotﬁ of the convention as !production capablllty/
capacity' and 'destruction’. |
"2, In its work, the Contact Group has recognized that the possible outcome of its
deliberation could not be perceived as in any way binding for the delegations, who
took paft,. or for any oﬁhei delégations. The basic positions of delegations still
are those reflected in CD/220 and WP.,33, both in the rtelements' and in the comments
to them, and also in CD/294. '
3. The co;ordinator feels, however, that he was supported by the Contact Group
in his endeavours to present tworking hypothesis' regarding the possible content
of the definitions mentioned, at the same time accounting for the main divergent
or optional views on the suggested content. The report, therefore, presents such
working hypothesis and comments on them, and, vhen necessary, preceded by an
introduction to the subject. The introduction contains points.of view which were
offered by delegatlons as ex planatlonu for suggested parts of definitions,.
nd. Even if it is the hope that the working hypotheses might serve delegations in
their work to narrow differences of views on definitions, they should be considered
to be only basic 8pproaches. Thu~ they are not intended to reflect all the
controversial issues whlch are discussed to be included in the secpe, even if
occagionally some reference mey be made to that.
"5.  Before starting the work on definitions, the Contact Group discussed the
t purpose criterion:. It was aéreed that this concept need not be defined for the
purpose of the conventién. However, the fcllowing tentative description seemed
to be generally acceptables
(1) 1t allows a State to determine what it is allowed -to do and
what it must not do. . ‘
(2) It provides a guideline for one State to evaluate another State's
activities, .
(3) It provides, together with the quantity criterion, a starting point
for elaborating more specific criteria (e.g. toxicity, lists). Such
criteria can serve as a guide to selection and zpplication of

specific verification measures.
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”6.
(2)

Working hypathesis regarding a basic -definition of .chamival weapons.

The definition should comprise only such concepts which are necessary

for the purpose of the convention.

(0)

The definition should express the typical effects of chemical weapons,

i.e. that their effects are dve to the utilization of the toxic properties

of chemicals to cause death or cther harm.

(e)

Comments:

Veapons utilizing other properties of chemicals, e.g. radioactivity
or their content of snergy, are not to be considered as chemical
veapons even il such chemicals happen to be more or less toxic.

It may be a question of presentation where in the definition this
idea should be expressed, whether in an introductory part of the
definition or in the body of the definiticn.

Suggestions have been made that reference has to be made to the use
in war, armed conflict cr combat in this connecticn.

The formulation suggested about toxic properties of chemicals could
imply a reference to toxic effects of chemical weapons to all living
organisms.

The term fchemicsl weapons' should be aprlied to each of three different

categories of items:

(i) Toxic chemicals which meet certain criteria, and their precursors.
s . ‘. 3 ‘ - ;] . 1] - 3 .
(11) Munitions and devices vhich meet certain criteria. This category

includes binary and othér multi-component munitions or devices.

(iii) TEguipment specifically designed for use directly in connection

with the employment of such nmunitions or devices.
Commentg:
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 might be to defiﬁe "chemical wvarfare agent' and apply

the criteris referred to under (a) to such chemical warfare agents.
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(d) The general undertakings in an Article I of a future convention shall
not apply to chemicals, vhich can be shown to be produced etc. for certain
permitted purposes in quantities appropriate for such purposes. However,
such chemicals may have to be subject to certain clarifiéation'procedures
coﬁcernihg the provisions in article I, as may be expressed in appropriate
future articles on verification.
Comments
The way té express this in the convention is not agreed upon yet.
(e) The criteria for placing chemicals in tokicity categories as gupsr-toxic
lethal chemicals, other lethal chemicals, and other harmful :hemicals, could
be expressed as follows:
(1) A tsuper-toxic lethal chemical' is any toxic chemi 21 with
a median lethal dose which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/keg
(subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg—min/m3 (by inhalation),
when measured by the methotds set forth in
(ii) any ‘other lethal chemical' is any toxic chemical with a median
lethal dose which is greater than 0.5 mg/kg { subcutaneous
administration) or 2,000 mg—min/m3 (by inhalation) and which is
less than or equal to 10 mg/%g (subcutaneous admihistration) or
20,000 mg—min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by the methods
set forth in
(iii) Any 'other harmful chemical' is any toxic chemical with a median
lethal dose vhich is greater than 10 me/kg (subcutaneous adninistration)
or 20,000 mg—min/m—j (by inhalation) when measured by the methods
set forth in
Commentg:
Preliminary agreed protocols for toxicity determinations by subcutaneous
administrations and by inhalation have been worked out during technical
consultations. o |
The category 'other harmful chemical' might be subdivided into categories,
which referred t6 other toxic effects than lethal effects. This would
presume agreements on methods to measure such other harmful effects
as sensory irritant effects, mentally and physically incapavitating

" effects, skin lesion effects etc.
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No attempts have been made as yet to evaluate the possible coverage
of a definition as expressed in the present Vorking Hypothesis with
regard to toxing and tear gases. Only the possibility that it may
cover herbicides was pointed to in the last comment under (b) above.
Te Werking hypothesis regerding 2 basic definition of "permitted purposes'.
(a) Permitted purposes would consist of tvo main elements
(1) non-hostile purposes, end
(ii) military purposes not related to the use of chemical weapons.
(b) Non-hostile purposes would include research, industrial, agricultural,
medioal or other peaceful purposes, law enforcement purposes, purposes

directly comnected to protection against chemical weapons.

"3, VWorking hypothesis of a basic definiticn of 'precursor’.

(a) Introductory remarks

Tor the purpose of a chemical weapons convention there seems to bes nsed
(a) to ensure a ban on production, etc, of any chemical used for production
of chemicals to which the term chemical weapon might be applied and (b) to
determine which of these chemicals, which maey require particular attention
from the standpeint of verificetion.

The former chemicals may bhe identified in a general way in the convention
as 'precursors' to fall under the provisicns in article I, prohibiting
development, production and stockpiling chemical weapons, in order to
breclude the theoretical possibility that the convention might be
interpreted as allowing production etc. of these precursors for chemical
weapons purpose.

In order to meet the requirement under (b) it would probebly be necessary
to identify the perticular chemicals among the precursors, vhich are

in gome way critical for the production of chemical weapons, e.g. by
determining the main type of compound formed, and vhich may not have

any peaceful use. These precursors might be singled out in the convention,
e.g. as 'key precursors . Key precursor stockpiles may have to be
declared and destroyed, and these activities be subject to verification
measures, which might also apply to their future non-production. These
measures would not apply to precursors in general, becasuse these would
under the future ban only be produced etec, for permitted purposes according

to the purpose criterion.
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(b) For the purpose of the convention a general and broad definition
of 'precursor' could contain the following:

(i) ?reqursors as mentioned in s are chemicals, vhich,
when.made to react chemically form chemicals as are mentioned
in (reference to the place where super-toxic lethal, other
lethal, and other harmful chemicals firét arc mentioned in
the definition of chemical weapons).

Comment:

An alternative formulation might be:

'Precursor’ means any chemical, which may be used as a reactant
in produﬁtion of a super-toxic lethal chemical, other lethal
chemical, or other harmful chemical.
(ii) It would be prohibited under the convention to develop, produce,
stockpile, otherwise acquire, retaiﬁ or transfer precursors
_ as defined above other than for permitted purposes.
(¢) 4 definition of 'key precursor' could contain the following:
(i) 4 key precursor would be the reactant(s) in one or in a
few consecutive chemical synthesés leading to the formation of
a super-toxic lefhal, other lethal, or other harmful.chemical,
which determines the class of chemical (expressed in the
chemicel structurc) of the toxic chemicol(s) formed when the
reaction(s) is taking place
- in a-productioﬁ facility préducing super-toxic lethal,
other lethal or other harﬁfﬁl chemicals,

- in a chemical weapon werhead or other disseminating
device for chemioal_weaponé, before the dissemination
of the intended finel, 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
tdxic chemicals, Such destruction as well as non~production
of key precursors should be subject to verification as set
out in

Comments:

A definition of key precursors thus could contain the following

characteristics:

The key precursor would

~ be a precursor in the final stages of the production process,
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— be particularly important in determining the ehd product,

- be of relatively little use for non-hostile purposes,

- pose a serious risk from the standpoint of an effective ban
and therefore require particular attention with respect to
verification, '
L definition of key precursor mey also serve State Parties to a
convention as a guide for evaluation of future developments with
respect to key precursors which have not previously been generally
knowm or wvere discovered in the future.
For the latter purpose, glleged key precursors, and for which deta
proving this were lacking, could be related to any of the three
types of toxic chemicals by means of toxicity determinations on
fheir end products formed in their reactions with other precursors.
The existence of the dellnltlon would also serve as a guideline
when chemicals falling under the general definition of precursors
above may not need to be destroyed or could be diverted or produced
for permitted purposes.
Optlonal to heving an explicit defvnltlon of key precursors, it
might be possible to have only a ligt of key precursors. Such
a list could be establlohed and rev1sed as necessary by the
Consultative>Committee on the basis of agreed oriteria similar
to those discussed above. Tais might make it possible o have a
simple definition like Cefot
'Key proQursor' peans o precursor which has been identified by
the Consultative Committee, on the basis of agreed criteria, as
requiring particuiar attention from the point of yiew of
destruction, o o .
A list of key precursors could alsc be made up in addition to a
definitioh'of key precursors.
The gquestion of lists of key precursors was not thoroughly
dlscussed during the consultations but seems to be favourable to
most delegations. Nor was it discussed as to which extent they

might be revised.
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"9, A preliminary discussion was held with respect to possibly needed
definitions, for the purpose of the convention, .of !'production facility™,
‘production cepacity' and of 'destruction'. The baékground material presented
as a basis for the discussions by the co-ordinator are presented below, amended
in accordance with the few points of view there was time to obtain on these
matters during the consultations.

(a) ‘+Production facility' could mean the plant or part of plant,

where ohémical weapons be produced.

(b) !'Production cepacity! could mean the amount of chemical weapons that
might be produced during a given period of time under agreed assﬁmption,
and/or

the number of production facilities, which might produce chemical weapons
and their combined cutput during one year under agreed assumptions.

Comment:
Instead of their combined output, the cutput of each production
facility might be given.
(¢) 1Destructiont could mean one or more of the following activities to
eliminate chemical weapons and production facilities.
(i) With regard to chemicel weapons

Chemicals:

Change of the chemicael into degradation products, which may be uneconomical
to utilize for repeated producticn of the same chemicel. The process should
be performed in a way that is not detrimental to the environment.

This might include utilization of the chemical directly in a (irreversible)
production process leading to other chemicals, which could net economicelly
be utilized for production of the same chemical or facilitate production of
such chemicals. Such a change of the chemical may be referred to as diversion
or conversion instead of destruction, and would heve tc be declared and
performed according to agreed procedures, and be subject to particular
verification measures.

Munitions and devices:

Make such munitions or devices unserviceable for chemical weapons purposes,

preferably by crushing them into pleces.
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Specifically degigned ecuipment:
lMake 'such equipment unserviceable and removed from weapons systems etc.

(ii) With regard to production facilities
-  physically take apart or disintegrate the facility and remove all
parts in an unserviceable stete from the facility, leaving the site -
empty,
~ dismantle and disperse for other purposes some or all of the parts
of a production fecility. Removed parts and the purposes of their

utilization should be declared and verified.
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""Reference material:
"Document CD/112, 7 July 1980, p. 2-3, entitled
'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.'
"Document CD/220, 17 Ausust 1981, entitled

'Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons to the Committee on

Disarmament.'
nDocument WP.33, 28 april 1982, p. 5-11, entitled

‘Compilation of revised Elements and Comments thereto (CD/220), proposed new

texts and alternative wordings as well as comments on new texts.'
n Document CD/266, 24 March 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, sntitled

t Working paper, Binary weapons and the problem of their definition and
verification.!

"Document CD/294, 21 July 1982, submitted by the USSR, entitled
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! Basic provisions of a convention on thc prohibition of the development,; production

and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction, Proposal of the
USSR.!
"Document CD/CW/CRP.62, 26 July 1982, suomitted by China, entitled

'Suggested alternative wording for Element II and innex I.!
"Document CD/CW/WP.30, 22 March 1982, fAnnexes III and IV, entitled

'"Report of the Chairman to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons on the

consultations held on issues relating to toxicity determinations.'

"Document CD/CW/WP.38, 28 July 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled

'Suggested alternative definitions of Chemical Weapons.'

"Document CD/CW/CRP.31, CD/CW/CTC/1l3, 19 March 1982, submitted by United States of

America, entitled

' Precursors. '

"Document CD/CW/CTC/15, 26 July 1982, submitted by Sweden, entitled

'Chairman's Consultations on Toxicity Criteria.’

vDocument CD/CW/CTC/1S, 5 August 1982, submitted by Cninz, entitied

! hairmcn’'s Censulsations on Yoxieity CUriteria.'

"Document CD/CW/CTC/27, 9 .ugust 1982, subnitted by USSP, entitled

'Some wroblems associated with the peohibiticon of binary woanons and tne

verification of compliance wita sucn prohibition.

4 numoer of written suggestions from delesations, as well as many earlier

contributions to the Working Group, have not been list=d here.
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"REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON ELEMENT IV (DECLARATIONS)
"1. POSSESSION OR NON-POSSESSION

Possession or non-possession of ‘Chemical Weapons' (as defined in the relevant

element of CW Convention including all components) and production facilities in use

or inoperative whether on State's own property or abroad or belonging to other

State(s) on one‘'s own property including those whose ownership is not well defined.

Timings:

Not later than 30 days after the Convention's entry

into force or the State Party's adherence to it.

(A} 1Chemical Wecapons, Stocks

(a) Agents:

Alternative I

Alternative I

Description by weight in metric tons including quantities
in bulk and filled into munitions and

Description bgrtoxigity category:

Supertoxic lethal nerve gases (G-gases, V-gases);
Supertoxic lethal blister gases (H-gases);

Other supertoxic¢ lethal chemicals;

Other lethal chemicals;

Other harmful chemicals including incapacitants,
psychotropic chemicals, Convulsants and disabling
chemicals; irritants including those meant for law
enforcement purposes.

Descriptionby toxicity category (supertoxic lethal, ofher

lethal and other harmful) and by chemical names.

(b) Precursors:

Alternative 1

Alternative IT

Precursors including those of binary type and individual

chemicals in accordance with the categories mentioned in

. (a) dlternative I above.

Description by weight in metric tons filled and unfilled

and by chemical names.

{(¢) Munitions and devices

Alternative I

Alternative I1

As described through toxicity categories quantities of agents
and precursors.
(i) Types, weight and number of unfilled.

(ii) Types, weight and number of filled.
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(d) 'Equipment specifically designed for use in CW!

Alternative I

Alternative II

Location:
Alternative I
Alternative Il

Timing:

Ls described through toxicity categories quantities of
agents and precursors.

Types and number including of auxiliary filling equipment.

No declaratiouns.
Exact description of location by precise geographic co-ordinates.
Not later than 30 days after the convention's entry into

force or the State Party's adherence to it.

Production Facilities:

(a) Type
Alternative I

Declaration for purposes of destruction

Alternative II

{i) Agent production and key precursor production
facilities including types of products.
(ii) Filling facilities.
(iii) Key precursor production facilities.

Declaration for purposes of destruction as well as

Confidence Bullding Measures

(i) Agent production and key precursor production
facilities including types of products.
(ii) Filling facilities.
(1ii) 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 Facilities

Alternative I

Types, weight and/or quantity in terms of time as follows:
(i)} Capacities for production of chemicals are
declared directly in units of chemicals weight.
(ii) Capacities 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 in combat use.
(iv) Capacities for production of unfilled munition of
binary or multicomponent charges are declared in units
of weight of the chemicals which could be formed after

filling the munitions.
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Alternative 11 Types, weight and/or quantity in terms of time.

Location: Exact geographical location of facilities will be declared
in degrees, minutes and seconds, -
Declarations will also include descripﬁion of follewing-
types of facilities:
(i) Existing facilities: Last date of operation,’
(ii) Converted; present use; last date used for CW.
(iii) Dual purpose facilites:

Alternative I No declaration of dual purpose facilites.

Alternétive IT Dual purpose facilities whlch are sp901flcally de51gned or

used in part for production of any chemical which is
primarily used for CW.

Alternative TIX Dual purpose faCllltleb which are capable of conversion to

proper CW faCillulésg

Alternative IV The number and louatzon of all industrial facilities for

the productioi: of organophouphorous substances.

Timings: ‘

Alternative I (i) Possession of f10111+1es 30 days after the Conventlon s
entry into force. or the State Party's adherence to it.

(ii) Capa01ty or f901;1t1es not later than 30 days after

the Convention's entry into force or the State Party's
adherence to it.

Location: Not later tnan Ql. ytial veiore aestruction.

Alternative 11 All declarations.regarding possession, capacity and

location of facilities be made not later than 30 days
after the Convention‘s entry into force or the State
Party's adherence to it.

Stocks and production facilities bzlonging to other States

(a) Total quantity [in units of weight] according to each
type of chemical [super-toxic lethal, other lethal and other
harmful cheaicals];

(b) Facilities for the production of chemical weapons or
any of their elements, controlled by any other State, group
of States, organization or private individual [indication of
capacity of such facilities].

Possible nced for cdeclaration of findings of old stocks

of chemical weapons, which were not known to a Party itself,
when the convention entered into force, and of plans for the

destruction of such.stocks.
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“2.  PLANS FOR DESTRUCTION OF STOCKS
Declarations regarding plans and time frames for destruction of stocks will

cover 'Chemical Weapons' as defined in the relevant element of the Convention.

Description of destruction process will cover the following:

(1)

Type of operation.

(ii) Time schedule including percentage quantities planned
for destruction in specific time framzs.
(iii) What is being destroyed and at what location.
(iv) Aimed at end production.
Alternative I Not later than 30 days after the Convention’s entry
into force or the State Party's adherence to it.
Alternative II1 Within 90 days after the Convention‘s entry intp force

or the State Partyis adherence to it.

Alternative III Within six months after the Convention'’s entry into

force or the State Party's adherence to it.

3, PLANS FOR ELIMINATION OF PRODUCTION FACILITIES

Declarations regarding plans and time frames for elimination of production

facilities will cover the following:

(i)
(ii)

(iii)

Location of facilities.
Plans for {(a) dismantling; and (b) destruction.
Time frames for completion of separate stages of elimination

(if necessary)

Description_of destruction process will cover the following:

(i)

Type of operation.

(ii) Time schedule.
(1iii) What is being destroyed and at what location.
(iv) Aimed at end product (if any including description of equipment
elements for peaceful purposes).
Timings:
Alternative I Within 30 days after the Convention’s ‘entry into force
, or the State Party's adherence to it.
Alternative II1 Within six months after the Convention'’s entry into force

or the State Party‘s adherence to it.

Alternative III  Within seven years after the Convention's entry into force

or the State Party'®s adherence to it.
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"5'

and

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PLANS FOR DESTRUCTION OF STOCKS
(1) Progress report of stocks destroyed during last year/period
_ . including details of types, quantiﬁies and destruction methods.
—(ii) Flans for destruction during next year/period including details
of types, quantities and destruction methods.

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PLANS FOR DISMANTLING/DESTRUCTICN OF PRODUCTION
FACILITIES '

(i) Progress report of facilities disméntled/destroyed duringl
last year/period including type and iocation and elimination
method.
(ii) Plans for dismantling/destruction of facilities during hext year
period inciuding location, type and elimination method.
Timings: Annual/Periodical.
COMPLETION OF ELIMINATION ACTIVITIES
Declaration of combletion of elimination activitics of all 'Chemical Weaponst!
production facilities.
Timings: Not later than 10 years.

STOCKS OF SUPERMTOXIC‘LETHALlCHEMICALS FOR PERMITTED PURPOSES AND
THE FACILITIES FOR PRODUCTION OF SUCH CHEMICALS

(a) Super-toxic lethal chemicals produced, diverted from stocks, acquired

or used:

Altgrnative I . (1) For purposes directly connected with protection
against cheéical weapons;

(ii) For industrial, agricultural, reszarch, medical
or other peaceful purposes and for militar}
purposes not connected with the use of chemical
weapons.

Alternative 1T - (i) For purposes directly connected.with protection

against chemical weapons.
(b) Location and capacity of the specialized facility for
the production of super~toxic lethal chemical for
protective/permitted purposes.
Timings: - ' Within 30 days - (for stocks held at entry into force)

Annual/Periodic = (subsequently).
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“8. Alternative I Production and use of other lethal chemicals
for permitted purposes.
Alternative II Production and use of commercial chemicals which pose

a special risk.

Llternative TII Production of organophosphorous substances.

Other lethal chemicals and precursors produced, acquired retained or used for
permitted purposes including their quantities, total production, chemical names,
uses and: location and capacity of facilities where produced.

Timings: (i) Within 30 days - (for stocks held)

(ii) Anhual/Periodic - (subsequently);
9. TRANSFERS

Alternative I (i) Volume of transfers since 1 dJdanuary 1946.

(a) Quantities of chemicals transferred/super=-toxic,
lethal, other lethal and other harmful chemicals.

(b) Quantities of transferred munitions and other
means of combat use/weight of the chemicals filled
in those munitions:

(¢c) Technological equipment for the production of
chemical weapons and cOrresbonﬁing technical
documentation/in units of wéight of the chemicals
whicn could have been produced as a result of
such transfers.

(i1) Declare type and quantity of super-toxic lethal
chemicals transferred for permitted purpoées and

names of recipient State(s).

Alternative II Declare type and quantity of super-toxic lethal chemicals

transferred for protective purposes and names of recipient
State(s).

Timings: For flternative I (i)

Not later than 30 days after the Convention®s entry into
force or the State Party's adherence to it.

For fAlternative I (ii) and Alternative IT

30 days in advance of transfer.
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w10, DIVERSION OF STOCKS
Details of £ypes, quantity and intended use.

Timings: Alternative 1

Along with/as part of the déclaration of ‘plans for
destruction of the stocks.

Alternative I1

Along with/as part of the declaration of impleméntation

of destruction of stocks.

"11. CONVERSION OF PRODUCTION FACILITIES TO DESTRUCTION FACILITIES

Details including location, type, capacity.

Timingsé Alternative I

Along with/as part of plans for elimination of facilities.

Alternative II

At the time of declaration of plans for destruction of .stocks.
12. CESSATIONOF ACTIVITIES RELATED TO POSSIBLE USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

(a) 1Issue an open general order to the effect that planning, organization

and training intended to enable the utilization of toxic properties
of chemicals as weapon in combat should not take place;

(b) Ascertain that all organization charts, plans, manuals etc. containing
provisions intended to enable the utilization of toxic properties of
chemicals as weapon in combat, are withdrawn or revised;

(c) Declare the composition of equipment intended to protect against

chemical weapons-.

Timings: Not later than 10 years.
OPTIQ: No such declaration.

SUBMISSION OF DECLARATIONS

All declarations will be submitted to the Consultative Committee who will

inform all States Parties.
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" REPORT OF THE CO~ORDINATOR OF THE -CONTACT GROUP ON ELEMENT V
(DESTRUCTION, DIVERSION, DISMANTLING AND CONVERSION)
"A - DESTRUCTION OF STOCKS:
I - ARTICLE: Agreed sub-elements to be included
(a) generalebligation to destroy all existing stocks of chemical
weapons;ﬁ
(b) possibility of diversion of stocks for peaceful purposes, subject
_tq_conditicns and circumstances 3=t forth in the Annex;
(é) ﬁdbiigation to utilize sage methods of destruction that will avoid
harm to the environment and to populations;ii
(d) provision on international co-operation to facilitate implementation
of the Convention,ffi/ including the possibility of transfar of
chemical weapons to another State Party for the purpose of destruction:
(e) indication of the over-all duration of the process of destruction, to
be counted from the time the Convention enters into force for each
State Party (suggestion: 10 years):
= time of start of actual destruction (alternatives):
(i) not later than six months after the Convention enters
into force for each State Party;
(ii) not later than two years after the Convention enters
_ into force for each State Party.
Other sub-elements proposed by some Delegations:
(a) obligation to destroy preoursors that may be used for binary weapons;f
(b) placement of all stocks under international supervision at the time
the Convention enters into force for each State Party;

(c) obligation to utilizs methods of destruction that permit adequate

verification.
“/ Suggested addition: #This includes all items defined as 'chemical weapons’',
1nclud1ng all types of precursors®. If under the Element "Definitions", all

precursors fall within the definition of ‘chemical weapons', this addition would
render unnécaessary the proposed sub-element (a) for the Articla.

**/ This obligation could be stated in a separatc Article applying to the
destruction of both stocks and facilities,

R#%/ This provision could be stated in an appr‘oprlatp place so as to apply
both to the destruction of stocks and of facilities
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"II - ANNEX: Agreed sub-elements to be included:
(a) conditions and circumstances for permitted diyersion of stocks for
peaceful purposes (to be furthar elaborated);i/
(b) procedures and operations to be accomplished during the over-all

’

period of destruction:
= initial stage (from the time the Convention enters into force

for each State Party to the time of start of actual destruction):
- submission of plans for destruction of stocks; such plans
should include:
+ quantities and types of agents to be destroyed;
+ time scheduled for the process of destruction;
+ description, in general terms, of method(s) to be employed
for destruction;
+ indication of place(s) of facility(ies) used for destruction.
- destruction stage (from the start of actual destruction to the
end of over-all period of destruction):
+ (to be seen in connection with the declarations required from
Parties relating to destruction of stocks).
Other sub-elements proposed by some Delegations:
(a) provisions for ensuring adequate balance during destruction stage
80 as to avoid the acquisition of military advantage by one
State Party over another (p.ex., agreed rates of destrﬁction);
(b) provisions for ensuring minimization of economic damage and fér
avoiding unnecassary or burdensome interferénce with peaceful

chemical industry.

¥/ Suggested conditions and circumstances: (a) list of agents the diversion
of which would be permitted; (b) international supervision of diversion;
(¢) diversion to be carried out in an irreversible manner, so as to prevent the
re-~utilization of component agents as weapons.
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"B ~ DESTRUCTION OF FACILITIES
"I - ARTICLE: Agrced sub-eglements to b: included:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(&)

general obligation to destroy and dismantle facilities,i/ and not
to construct new ones;
obligation to close down such facilities at the time the Convention
entars into force for =ach State Party, and to cease production of
chemical weapons at chat timsg
provision for temporary convarsion of production facilitizs into
facilities for the purposc of destruction of stocks;
obligation not to reconvert such convorted facilities, and to destroy
or dismantle them as soon as fthey are no longer needed for the
purpose of destruction of stocks;
indication of over-all maximum duration of the process of destruction,
to be countad from the time the Convention enters into force for each
Statz Party (sugzestion: 10 years)
-~ time of start of actual destruction:

(alternative suggestions)

(i) six monkhs after the Convention enters into force for

~ each State Party;

(ii) not later than eight years after the Convention enters

into forcz fur >ach State Partv.

Other sub-clements proposcd by some Delegations:

(a)

(b)

(c)

provision for the possibility of building special facilities for

the purpose of destruction of stocks;

provision for the possibility of re-utilization in peaceful industry
of certain types and categories of equipment, according to
specification to bz szt forth in the Annex.

obligation to utilize methods of destruction that permit adequate

verification.

#/ The term 'facility' should be understood as defined in Element II. The
following definition was suggested by some Delegations: ' Facilities and/or
equipment designed or used for the production of any chemical which is primarily
useful for chemical weapons purposes, or for filling chemical munitions',
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"II - ANNEX: Agread sub-elcments to be included:
(a) elaboration of procadures and operations to be ‘accomplished
during the over-all-period of destruction:

(i) initial stage (from the time tha Convention enters into force
for ecach State Party to thz time of the start of actual
dastruction) - | |
- immediate cessation of production and closing down of

facilitiaes: ' o
- submission of datailed plans for destruction of facilities:
- such plans should includu: ' '
+ location of facilitv(ies):
+ description of method(s) to be employad for destruction;
+ indication‘of facility to be tenporariiy converted for
destruction of stocks; '
+ plans for destruction of such converted facility.
(ii) dastruction stage® (from the start of actual destruction to
the and of the over-all pariod):
(to be seen in éonnaction with the declarations requiraed from
Pﬁrtiés relating to the dastruction of facilities).
Other sub=clsments propnsed by somz Delegations:
(a) specification of types and categories of squipmant that could be

rsused in peaccful industry; V

(b) provizions for ensuring adequate balanca during the destruction
stage, s0 as to avoid the acquisition of military advantage by

one State Party over another (p.ex., agreed rates of destruction).
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" C - QUESTIONS BEARING ON ELEMENT V THAT SHOULD BE DEALT WITH
ELSEWHERE IN THE CONVENTION

(a)

(b)

(e)

(d)

issues pertaining to 'Definitionsry:

definition of weapons a.d ageonts prohibited under the Convention
and which should thus ba destroyed -(see S2ction A on ’Destruc@ion
of Stocks '.and nota %o =zgr-ad sub-element {(a) of the Article and
to proposed sub=cloment (a));

definition of facilities and/or sguipment for the peroduction of
chemical weapons, which should thus be dastroycd (ses Section B
on "Destruction of Facilitiuws« and note to agread sub-clement (a)
of the Article);

dafinition of the concept of dsstruction/dismantling, both with

regard to stocks and with rogard to facilities.

issues pertaining to ‘Declaration':

specification of all declarations to be required from States Parties
relating to th: process of destruction/dismantling, both of stocks
and facilities, including periodical declarations {suggestion:
annual declarations during the dastruction stage): ]
specification of the authority to which plans for destruction of
stocks and facilities should be submitted (suggestion: the

Consultative Committee):

issues pertaining to Werification':

=

adequate procedures for the verification of compliance with the

obligations set forth in Element V.

issues pertaining to the prohibition of transfer, of chemical weapons:

P

exception to the obligation not to transfer chemical weapons, soO
as to permit the transfer of stocks for destruction purposes as
set forth in the Article on stocks (see Section A, "Destruction of

Stocks ', sub-element (4) of the Article).
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wREPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR.OF THE CCNTACT GROUP OF ELEMENT IX
(GENERAL FROVISIONS ON VERIFICATION)

nELEMENT IX - MIGHT CONTAIN THE FOLLOWLIG PCIHTSﬁ

Wl,

172.

"z,

Purpose of verification: . to provide assurance of compliance with the

provigiong of the Convention (¢o 220).

Scope of verification: appropriate and agreed verification measures should be

applied on the basis of the principle of reciprocity to, inter alia:

(a)

(a)

Elements I-IV, concerning prohibition of development, production,
other acquisition, stockpiling, retention and transfer of chemical
yeanons;

Elements I and V, concerning destruction or otherwise dispogal of
existing stocks of chemical weapons end their means of production;
over an agreed veriod of time; _

Flement VI concerning super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile
military purposes;

Enquiry into facts, including on-site verification on an agreed basis,
on questions related to alleped contravention of the terms of the

convention.

Meang of verification:

(=)

(b)

Technical means of verification: DBlement IX could indicate that agreed
techniques of verification appropriate to the task required are identified

under each subctentive head (now contained in Elements II-VI);

- Qrganizational means of Verification: Element IX could nrovide for the

establishment of a Consultative Committee to act as a permanent body for
the monitoring of the. implementation of and compliance with the terms of

he Convention.
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"REFORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR CF THE CONTACT GROUTr OF THE FREAIBLE AND
FTIAT CLAUZES OF THD FUTURD CHEMICAL WEATCNS CONVIAITION

SoCTION A:  CONCEFTS AWD OPTIONS

"PREAMBLE
Concepts

(1)
(ii)
(iii)

(iv)
(v)
(vi)
(vii)

(viii)

Options

Bringing about general aond complete disarmament

CU ban as a necegsary disarmament step

Determination to exclude possibility of use: o uge repugnant to the
conagcience of mankind

Strengthening peaceful co-operation in ceientific fields

Bl Convention undertalting on G negotiations

Recognizing significance of 1925 rrotecol and DU Convention

Charter of the United Nations

Gl convention important for social and economic development

inclugion of prohibition of use in first preambular paregraph
chemistry for the benefit of mankind

L. . e \
principle of non-diminished security (at lower levels of armaments)
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SECTION B: VARIOUS SPRCIFIC PROPOSAL
"PREAMBLE
(i) Disarmament

Reaffirming their adherence to the objectives of general and complete
disarmament, including the prohibition and elimination of all types of -
weapons of mass degtruction:

(i1) o
Convinced that the prohibition of the developuent, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and their destruction represent a necessary
step tovards the achievement of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control;

(iii) Uge
Determined, for the sake of all mankind to exclude completely the
possibility of chemicel agents being used as veapons; convinced that such
use would be repugnant to the conccience of mankind and that no effort
should be spared to minimize this risk;

(iv) Peaceful co-operation

Considering that peaceful co-operation among States should strengthen
international co-operation in scientific fields, especially in that
of chenistry;
Alternative Considering that the achievements in the field of chemistry should be
used exclusively for the benefit of mankind

(v) BY Convention

In conformity with the undertaking contained in the Convention on the
Frohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin 'Yeapons and on Their Destruction, to continue
negotiations in good faith with a view to reaching early agreement on
effective measures for the prohibition of the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction;

(vi) 1925 Protocol

Recognizing the important significance of the Geneva Protocol for the

Prohibition of the Use in Wer of Lsphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gages and
of Bacteriological Methods of Varfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925

and also of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developnment,
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
Weapons and on Their Destruction, in force since 26 March 1975, and calling

upon all States to comply strictly with the said agreements;
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(vii) United Fations Charter

Desiring also to contribute to the realization of the purposes and
principles of the Charter of the United flations;

(viii) Social and Economic Development

Recognizing the important contribution that the Convention can meke through
its implementation to the social and economic develomnment of States,
especially developing countries.
Option
Guided by the wrinciple of non-diminiched security of any State or group
of Stater.
'ELEMENT VII -~ RELATICHSHIP VITH OTHER TREATTES
o limiting or detracting from the obligations assumed under 1925 Protocol
or any other international treaties.
Options
~ apecific reference to obligatinng under Biological Veapouns Convention
- gpecific reference to cbligations under LIMOD
- possibility of linking CV convention to 1925 Protocol.
"ELEMZIT VIL - RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER TREATTES

Draft Element

Nothing i this Convertion should be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from the obligntions assumed by States TFarties tc the Protoeol for
the Prohibition of the Use in VYar of Asphyxiating, Poisonouc or Other Gases,
and of RBactericlogical lMethods of Verfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
or any other international itreaty or any existing rules of international law
coverning armed conflicts,

Reference to BY

Nothing in thiz Convention should be interpreted asg in any way limiting owv
detracting from the obligations assumed by States Parties to the Frotocol for
the Prohibition of the Use in Var of Acphyxiating, Peisonous or Other Gases,
and of Bacteriological Methods of Yarfare, signed at Geneve on 17 June 1925,
or under the Convention on the Frohibition of the Developnent, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Veepons and on Theixr

)

Destruction, opened for signature on 10 April 1972, or any other international

treaty or any existine rules of international law governing armed conflicts.



CD/335.:
page T8 -

Reference to ENMOD

Nothing in this Convention should be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from the obligations assumud by States Parties to the Protocol for
the Prohibition of the Use in Var of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or :Other Gases, -
and of Baeteriological Methods of Varfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
or under the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
Their Destruction, opened for signature on 10 April 1972, and the Convention
on Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental
Modification Techniques (ENMOD), or any other international treaty or any
existing rules of international law governing armed conflicts,
*ELEMENT VIII - INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION
Concepts _
(i) Avoidance of hampering lnternatlonal co—operatlon in peaceful and protective
chemical activities;
(ii) Undertaking to f80111tate, promote and Dartlolpate in exchange of materials
~ and information '
(iii) Undertaking to allocate any savings as a result of CV convention.
Options
-~ facilitate iﬁterﬂational co~operation in peaceful chemical aetivities
- paiticipate in fullest possible exchange (includihg co-operation on
training and equipping with prbteétive measures)
- undertakihg'to assist other Parties on request.
"ELEMENT XIV - AMENDMENTS
(1) Ameﬁdments proposed by any Party; submitted to Depositary; circulated
to other Parties;
(ii) Entry into force of amendments for each Party accepting amendments upon
accebtahce by majority of Farties; thereafter for each remaining Party on

date of acceptance by it.

Options
- Amendments considered at Review Conference
- Party'after entry into force, failing expression of a different intention,

considered as party to tfeaty as amended.
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t ELEMENT VIII - INTERNATIOWAL CO-OPERATION
Draft Element

(1)

(2)

(3)

This Convention should be implemented in a manner designed to avoid hampering
the economic or technological development of Statee Parties to the Convention
or international co-operation in the field of peaceful and protective chemical
activities, including the international exchange of chemicals and equipment for
production, processing or use of chemieal agents for peaceful and protective
purposes in accordance with the provisions of the Convention., '
Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to facilitate, vpromote
and participate in, the Ifullest possible exechange of equipment, materials and
scientific and technoldgieal information for the use of chemieals for peaceful
and protective purposes consonant with the ains of this Convention.

Each State Party to this Convention should undertake to allocate a substantial
part of possible savings in military expenditures as a result of disarmament
measures agreed upon in this Convention to economic and social development,

particularly of the developing countries.

Fullest possible exchange

Each State Party to this Convention should undertake to facilitate, promote
and have the right to participate in, the fullegt vossible exchange of
equipment, materials and scientific and technological information for the
use of chemicals for peaceful purposes consonant with the aims of this
Convention. Where appropriate such exchange should extend toc co-operation

on protective measures.,

Aggistance to Parties

Bach State Party to this Convention undertakes to provide or suppert ascistance,
in accordance with the United Mationg Charter, to any Farty to the Convention
vhich so requests, if the Security Council decides that such Party has been

exposed to danger as a result of violation of the Convention.

"ELEMENT XV - REVIEW CONFERENCE

Councepts
(i) Review after five years if majority of Parties agree

(ii) TFive year intervals.
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"ELEMENT XVI - DURATION AND WITHDRAWALS
Concepts
(1) Unlimited duration;
(i1) leht of withdravwel; three monthe notice to Depositary; statement of
extraordinary events jeopardizing supreme interests;
(iii) Wotification to Security Couacil,
"ELEMENT XIV - ANENDHENTS

Draft Element

(1) Any State Pérty to this Convention may propose. amendments to the Convention.

The text of any proposed amendment chall be submitted to the Dep051tary, who
. shall promgtlj 01rcu1at° it to all States larties=.

(2) An amendmea? shall enter into force for all States Parties to this-Convention
wvhich have accepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of instruments
of acceptance by a majority of States Parties. Thereafter it shall enter
into force for any remaining States Party on the date of deposit of ite
iﬁstrument of acbeptance(

"ELEMENT XV - REVIEY CONFERENCE

Draft Element

(1) Five years after the entry'into force of this Convention, or earlier if it is
requested by a majority of Parties to the Convention by submitting a proposal
to this effect to the Depositary, a conference of Stateg Partiecs to the
Convention should be held at Geneva, Switzerland, to review the operation of
the Convention, with a view to assuring that the purposes of the Convention
are being realized. Such review should take into account any new scientific and
technological develovments relevant to the Convention.

(2) Fuxther_review conferences should be held at intervals of five years thereafter,
‘and at other timeé if requested by a majority of the Stetes Parties to this
Convéntion. o

" ELEMENT XVI - DURA&ION AND VITHDRAWALS

Draft Element

(1) This Convention should be of unlimited durstion.

(2) Each State Party to this Convention should in exercising its national sovereignty
have the right to withdraw from the Convention, if it decides that extraordinary
events related to the subject matter of the Convention, have jeopardized its
supreme interests, It should give notice of such withdrawl to the Depositary
three months in advance. Such notice should include a statement of the

extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests.
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(%) The Depositary on its part should immediately inform the Security Council
of the United Mations of the submission of a notice of withdrawal from a
State Party to the Counvention.

"ELEMENT XVII - SIGNATURE, RATIPICATION, ACCESSION

Draft Element

(1) This Convention should be open to all States for simmature. Any State vhich
does not sign the Convention before its entry into force in accordance with
paragraph 3 of this Llement could accede to it at any time.

(2) Thig Convention should be subject to ratifiéation by signator States.
Instruments of ratification or accessicn should be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Fations,.

(3) Thig Convention should enter into force upon the deposit of inctruments
of ratification by ... Governmente, in accordance with paragraph 2 of this
Element.

(4) For those Stetes whose instruments of ratification or accession are deposited
after the entry into force of thig Convention, it should enter into force
on the date of the deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession.

(5) The Devositary should promptly inform ~ll signatory ‘States and States Parties
of the date of each cimmature, the date of devocit of each instrument of
ratification or accession and the date of the entry into force of this
Convention and of any smendments thersto, asz well as of the receipt of other
notices.

(6) This Convention should be registered by the Depositary in accordance with
Article 102 of the Cherter of the United Nations.

(7) Amexes of the Convention should be considered an integral part of this
Convention.

" BLEMEI'T XVIT - SIGUATUREG, RATIFICATION, ACCTSSICI
Concents
(i) Open to all States; accesgsion =t any time
(ii) Subject to ratification; deposited vith United Nations Secretary-General
(iii) Dntry into force with specified rumber of ratifications
(iv) Patry iunto force for late accession
(v) Depositery %o notify all Parties of each signature, ratification or accession
(vi) Registered in accordance with United Mations Charter
(vii) Annexes of convention integral,
Options
- tventy ratifications for entry iuto force
- entry inte force recuires ratification by all permanent members of

Security Council.
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"ELEMENT XVIII - DISTRIBUTION CFF THE CONVENTION

Texts, in all United Nations languages, distributed by Depositary.

Options

Twenty Ratificaticus

This Convention
- ratification by
Element.

All Security Council

should enter into force upon the denosit of instruments of

20 Governments, in accordsnce vith paragraph 2 of this

TMemoers

This Convention

ratification by

chall enter into force upon the deposit of instruments of

«se Govermments, including the Governments of the States

permanent members of the United Nations Security Council.
"ELEMENT XVIIL - DISTRIBUTION OF THE CONVENTIOWN

Draft Element

This Convention, of which the Avabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and

Spanish texts are equally authentic, should be deposited with the

Secretary-General of the United I'ationg, who should send duly certified copies

thereof to the Governmen%s>6f States members of the United Mations and its

specialized agencies,
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# REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GRCUP ON ELEMENT X-
n(NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES)

al, Article on national measures

Working hypothesis:

Bach State'Party should take any measures it considers necessary in accordance
with its constitutional processes to implement the Convention, and in particular to
prohibit and prevent any activity in violation of the Convention anywhere under its
jurisdiction or control.

Each State Party would also inform the €onsultative Committee of what legislative
and administrative measures it hed takén with respect to the implementation of the

Convention.

"2, Pogsible article on national body

Qptions:

- Bach State Party would designate a central authority and point of
contact having responsibility with regard to oversecing the
implementation of the Convention and. to co~operating with the
Consultative Committee and the central authorities of other States
Parties. Guidelines concerning the functions of this central
authority could be set out in Annex ...

- Fach State Party would identify its point of contact being responsible
for the co-operation with the Consultative Committee.

~ DNo special reference to national body, since this question could be
regarded as covered by the article on national measures.

“%3. Possible Annex containing guidelines concerning the functions of the national body

In case there will be agreement on the first option in paragraph 2 such an Annex
could be necessary. The contents of this Annex should be further discussed. The
following ideas with regard to possible guidelines are quoted from different Working
papers and serve only illustrative purposes:

(a) The central 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) ‘mational aspéct": .
-~ to oversee the implementation of the obligations concerning
- 7prohibition of development; production, other acquisition, stockpiling,
retention and transfer of chemical weapons;
- destruction of stocks of chemical weapons;
~ destruction or dismantling of means of production of chemical
weapons ;
-~ temporary conversion of means of production of chemical weapons
for the purpose of destroying stocks of such weapons;
~ super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes;
(This list would be specified in accordance with the final agreement
on the scope of prohibition.)
~ to oversee the implementation of the above mentioned obligations the
central éuthority 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 with the Convention;
~ %o examine reports on development activities as well as the
productive and commercial activities of enterprises of the chemical
industry and related fields, including productive commercial
documentations of the enterprises of industrial firms engaged in the
manufacture of chemical and 6ther 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;
- = %o sample probes of vaste gases, waste water and soil; o
- to install in thewabove.méﬁtioned enterprises sensing devices and
make the necessary measurements;
~ to get the financial means necessary for the -implementation of its
functions;
— to submit to the government concerned reports on its activities

which would be publicized,
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(o) tinternational co-operative aspect?:

- 1o provide the Consultative Committee with all data necessary to the
execution of the task of the Committee with respect to verification of
compliance with the Convention;

~ to extend in case of international inspections all assistance requssted
including technical assistance and the provision of datag

~ to have access to a selection of inspecticn personnel both technical and
non~technical;

~ to bc prepared to maintain documentation of the type required to satisfy
international verification reguirements;

~ to co-operate in providing expertise to the Consultative Committee;

- to co-operate with the centpral 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 ELEMENT XI
" (NATIONAL TSCHNICAL MBANS OF VERIFICATION)

1. Paragraph on the compatibility of the use of NTM with international law
Optionss

~ Any use of national technical means of verification for the purpose of

monitoring compliance by other States with the provisions of the Convention
nust be consistent with generally recognized principles of international law.

— TRach State Party to the Convention may use national technical means of
verification at its disposal for the purpose of monitoring compliance with
the provisions of the Convention in a mamner coasistent with generally
recognized principles of international law.

o, Paragraph on assistance and the provision of information
Options:

~ Verification pursuant to naragraph 1 of this article may be undertaken by

any State Party using its own national technical means of verification, or
vith the full or partial assistance of any other Statc Party.

- Any State Party vhich 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
purnoses of the Convention.

~ Any information so obtainecd should be confidential to the State Party
vhich 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
guch informstion would place it.

w3, Paregraph on non-interference with NTM

Working hvpothesis:

Dach State Party to the convention should undertake not to impede, including
through the use of deliberate concealment measures or in any other manner, the
national technical means of verification of other States Parties operating in

accordance with paragraph 1.
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(In the view of some delegations provision on non~-interference with NTM
should depend on a paragraph on the provision of information along the lines of the
fourth option in paragraph 2. The question of non- concealment should be further
clarified.)

Alternative to Blement XI on the lines of Article ITI, paragraph 5 of the

Sea~bed Treaty:

'Verification pursuant to this article may be undertaken by any State Party
using its own means, or with the full or partial assistance of any other State
Party, or through appropriate international procedures within the framework of
the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter:s.

(Wote: - first part may be regarded as covered by the first option in
paragraph 2 of this paper:

- second part may be regarded as covered by Element 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

oY, It was generally agreed that the Convention should include a provisiodn

regarding normal consultations and co-oOperation according to the foilowing

lines:

(a) 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
Committec. (It was generally agreed to include a specific reference
to the Consultative Committee underscoring its special role).

(c) Substance of consultations and co-operation: any matter in relation
to the objectives of, or in the application of, the provisions of
the Convention.

For further consideration:

- Specific reference to the United Nations General Assembly and/or
Security Council.
"IT. 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 request a specific activity to be carried out
by the Consultative Committee (e.g. on-site inspections).

(¢) 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.

(f) 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 containing a strong commitment by States parties to
co~operate with the Consultative Committee .in its.inwestigations.

~ Action the Consultative Committee might take after a refusal by
a State party to an on-site inspection:

- request further information
- request a reconsideration of the 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 othér States parties.

"ELEMENT XIIT: Consultative Committee
A, ORGANIZATIONAL QUESTIONS’
"1, CHAPEAU
It was agreed that there should be a general fbrﬁulation stating the purposes
of the Consultative Committee, i.e.: ﬂ
- to carry out broader interna.ional consultation and co=~operation
- to ensure the availability of international data
- to provide expert advice
- to oversee the implementation of the Convention
- to promote the verification of the continued compIiance with
the provisions of the Convention
., TIMING FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT
- Consultative Committee: shortly, e.g. 30 days, after entry into force
of the Convention.
-~ It was generally agreed that some preparatory work before the establishment
of the Consultative Committee would be needed.

For further consideration:

Preparatory Committee
- temporary body

~ established after X number of signatures of the Convention
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= open to every signatory
= functions: to carry out preparatory technical work, make
recommendations to the Consultative Committee
"3,  COMPOSITION -
= 1 representative by each State party -
- advisers by each State party

For further consideration:

-~ President.=Options:
- Depositary (United Nations Secretary-General or his
personal representative)
- elected by the States parties
~ .rotative presidency
- collective presidency
- Right 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 sub-organs of a reduced membership to operate on a
permanent basis

For further consideration:

-~ DMembersnip of the sub-organ(s}. It was sugsested:
- equitab;e geographical distribution
- renewed every X years
= 8some permanent members

= Functions

Suggested additions:

- Fact-finding panel: operational body composed of political representatives
with appropriate technical support of a reduced number of States parties
tp carry out, at the request of a State party, a fact-finding procedure
cbncerning alleged ambiguities'in or violations of the compliance with
the Convention .

- Exﬁert study groups: to be created on aﬁ ad hoc basis to elaborate
specific studies on matters of importance for the implementation of the
Convention |

= Verification teams: for carrying out systematic on-site inspections

under the aegis of the technical secretariat.
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"5,  MEETINGS
- Extraordinary meetings.- Options:
- at the request of one State party
- at the requezst of an X number of States parties
-~ at the request of the sub-organ(s)
- at the request of the depositary

For further consideration:

- Regular meetings.- Options:
- every year
- at longer intervals, e.g. depending on the need to appoint

members of the secretariat or of the sub-organ(s)
"6, RULES OF PROCEDURE

= On questions of substance: no voting. If the Committee 1s unable
to provide for a unanimous report it shall present the different
views involved.

For further consideration:

~ On questions relative to the organization of its work.
It was suggested that the Committee should work where
possible by consensus but otherwise by a majority of
votes
- Decision on a request by a State party for a fact-finding
procedure concerning alleged ambiguities in or violation
of the compliance with the Corvention
"7.  CO-~OPERATION OF STATES PARTIES WITH THE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE

For further consideration:

"8, EXPENSES .- It was sugpested: - borne by States parties
w9, Specific provision stating the right of the Consultative Committee to
REQUEST ASSISTANCE OR INFORMATIONM TO APPROPRIATE INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

e ————————

Note: The final placement of thelsubeelements listed above in an article or
in an annex will depend on the decision to be taken with regard to the general
structure of the Convention.
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-8

FUNCTIONS OF THE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE

Generally agreed functions:

Wl.

?72
.

?v3.

1?4.

To carry out broader international consultatiop

closely co-operate with the States parties [authorities responsible

for Mational Verification/Implementation]

provide the States parties with the necessary technical assistance.

To receive, request and distribute data relevant to the provisions

of the Convention which may be available‘by States pértieé

[authorities responsible for National Verification/Implementation]

and to analyse such information. .

To elaborate technical questions relevant to the imglementation of

the Convention, e.g. drawing up and revising lists of precursors,

agreed technical proccdures.

To carry out and/or participate in systematic on-site inspections

in order to:

- monitor destruction of Cil stockpiles

- monitor the single facility for small-scale production of
super-toxic lethal chemicals [for non-hostile military purposes]
[for permitted purposes].

Suggested additions:

= monitor the inactive status of CW production and filling
facilities

- monitor destruction/dismantling of ClI production and
filling facilities

= monitor production of certain commercial chemicals which
are agreed to pose a special risk )

= monitor the inactive status of CU stockpiles

For further consideration:

= The role of the Consultative Committec in the systematic onesite
inspections:
- 380le responsibility
- shared responsibility, e.g. with the State party concerned

= The characteristics of the systematic on-site inspections

(permanent basis=periodicity-random selection = agreed procedures).
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To receive a request of a State party for a fact-finding procedure
in'casg ofkgllegeq_a@biguities in or-violations of the compliance
with the Convention

- To request further information as appropriate

- To carry out and/or participate in a challenge on-site inspection

Suggested addition:

= to carry out a challenge on-site inspection concerning
allegations of use of chemical weapons by or with the
assistance of a State party
To present an annual{ger@odic report of all its activities prepared,

if appropriate, by the secretariat or by the sub-organ(s).
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n APPENDIX
It was generally agreed that it should be elaborated in an annex containing:

"T. Technical procedures for systematic and challenge on-=site inspections

- Rights and functions of the inspectors

= Rights and functions of Ehe host-State personnel

= General kinds of inspection procedures

-~ General kinds of equipment to be utilized in the- inspections—and
who provides it.

For further consideration:

- Sources of inspection personnel.

"II. General frameworlk for the activities to be carried out durins ths
inspections to. be performed, e.g.

- for the regular nonitoring of the destruction of CW stockpiles
- for the regular monitoring of the single facility for small-scale
production of super-toxic lethal chemicals

= 1in the course of fact-finding procedures.”

Note: The elements listed above could be separated in two different annexes
depending on the final decision to be talten with regard to the general structure
of the Convention.
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E. New Types of Veapons of Mass Destruction and New Systems
.of Such Weapons: Radiological Weapons

76. The. item on the agenda entitled "New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons" was considered by the
Ccmmittee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods from
15 to 19 March and from 6 to 7 September.

77. The Committee had before it the following documents submitted during'its
1982 sésgsirn in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/261, dated 15 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Hungary, entitled "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types
of weapons of mass -destruction and new systems of such weapons".

. ‘(3) Document CD/323 and Corr.l dated 13 September 1982, submitted by the
delegation of Japan, entitled "Working Paper -~ Prohibition of Attacks against
Nuclear Facilities'.

(c) Document CD/331, dated 13 September 1982, submifted by the Federal Republic
cof Germeny, entitled "Working Paper - Issues relating to a prohibition of attacks
against nuclear facilities in the framework of a Radiological Weapons Treaty".
78. In accordance with the Committee's decision concerning subsidiary bodies at
its 156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, as contained in document CD/243,
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiclogical Weapons was re-established on the basis'vv
of ité former mandate, with a view to reaching agreement on a convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons. The Committee further decided thet the Ad Hoc Working Group would
report to the Committee on the progress of its work before the conclusion of the
first part of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the second spécial
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement.

79. At its 157th plenary meeting on 25 February 1982, the Commlttee decided to
nominate the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany as the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Working Group.

80. During the 1982-session, the Ad Hoe Working Group held 14 meetinés between
20 February to 21 April and between 2 to 8 September 1982, and the Chairman also
conducted informal consultations during that period.

8l. As a result. of its deliberations during the first part of 1982 session, the
Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a report févthe Committee (document CD/284/Rev.l),
which contains an account of its workAduring the 1980 and 1981 sessions as well
as the first part of 1982 session.'fThe'stafemeﬁt made by the Chairman of fhe

Ad _Hoc Working Group on the occasion of” the submission of the report is contained

in document CD/289. At its 173rd nlenary meeting on 21 April 1982 the Committee
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adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Warking'Grouﬁ, wﬁich is an integral part of the
Special Report of the Commiftee on Disarmement to the second special seséion of
the Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/292 and Corr.l-3).

82. In addition, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted an annual report to the
Committee, as contained in document CD/328.

83. At its 188th plenary meeting on 17 September 1982, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integral part of this report and

reads as follows:
"I. INTRODUCTICN

"l. At its 156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
decided to re-establish the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons on the
basis of its former mandate, with a view to reaching agreement on a convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons. The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group would report
to the Committee on the progress of its work before the conclusion of the first
part of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would also report to the Committee before the conclusion of the second part of its
1982 session.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2. At its 157th plenary meeting on 23 February 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Dr. Henning Wegener, representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Mr. Guennady Efimov and

Dr. Lin Kuo~Chung of the United Nations Centre for Disarmament served as Secretary
of the Working Group during the first and second parts of the 1982 session
respectively.

"%3. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 14 meetings between 20 February and 21 April and
between 2 and 8 September 1982,

"4. At their request, representatives of the following States, not members of
the Committee on Disarmament, were invited to participate in the meetings of the
Ad Hoc Working Group during the 1982 session: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece,
Ireland, Norway, Senegal and Spain.

"5. In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group took into account
paragraph 76 of the Pinal Document of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to .disarmament. It also took into consideration the
relevant recommendations of the United Nations Disarmement Commission, in particular
those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament Decade in 1980, In
addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the subject

at its previous sessions, the Working Group further took into account

resolution 36/97 B of the General Assembly, by which the Committee on Disarmament
was called upon 'to continue negotiations with a view to an early conclusion of
the elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling
and use of radiological weapons, in order that it may be submitted if possible

to the General Assembly at its second special session devoted to disarmaement,

to be held in 1982.'
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During the 1982 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group had before it the following
additional documents for consideration:

CD/RW /WP .25

CD/RVW/WP . 25/4d4.1
and Add.1l/Rev.l

CD/RU /P . 26
CD/RWAP .27

CD/RW/WP . 28

CD/RW/WP .29
CD/RY/WP .30

CD/RW/WP .31 and Add.l

CD/RV/WP .32

CD/RW/WP .33

CD/RWAP .34

CD/RY/WP .55

CD/RV/WP .35/Add.1

CD/RW/WP .36

Chairman's Statement (9 March 1982)

Chairman's Amended Proposal for the organization of
work during the opening session (adopted by the
Working Group on 15 March 1982)

Chairman's Working Paper: Positive formulations
of an RV Definition (Synopsis) (10 March 1982)

Tentative Programme of Work (Suggested by the
Chairman) (15 March 1982)

Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulation
of the provision on scope of the Radiological
Weapons Treaty (15 March 1982)

Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulations
of the provisions on peaceful uses (22 March 1982)

Yugoslavias Definition of Radiologicel Weapons ~
Article IT (18 March 1982)

ALustralia: Proposal on Definition and Scope of

. Prohibition (giving two alternative texts) (19 March

and 2 April 1982)

Cheirman's Working Paper: Suggested mechanism of
corpliance and verification (following on
Document CD/RVW/WP.20) (22 March 1982)

Chairman's Summary of suggested issues of initial
relevance relating to protection of nuclear
facilities for discussion during Working Group
neetings on 26 March and 2 April 1982 (30 March 1982)

Swedens 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 Sesgion devoted to
Disarmament: submitted by the Chairman -
(Introduction) (Parts A and ¢) (15 April 1982)

Discussions on the provisions of the Draft Treaty
on Radiological Veapons ("traditional" RW subject-
matter): submitted by the Chairman (Part B)

(16 4pril 1982)

Group of 21: Text proposed for an Article in the

Draft Treaty on Radiological Weaponsg
14 April 1982)
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(15) CD/RW/WP.37 and Corr.l - Japan: Proposal on Prohibition of Attacks Against
Nuclear Facilities (1 September 1982)

(16) cp/RW/WP.38 ' - Chairman's Statement (6 September 1982)

(17) c/RW/WP .59 ~ Chairman's Working Paper: Compilation of
- ' Radiological Weapons Treaty Provisions

(18) cp/RW/wWP.40 ~ Federal Republic of Cermany: Issues Relating to a
‘ Prohibition of Attacks Against Nuclear Facilities
in the framework of a Radiological Weapons Treaty

"III. SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS

"A. TPFirst Part of 1982 Session

"f.  Pursuant to the appeal contained in the General Asgembly resolution 36/97 B, the
Ad Hoc Working Group, in addition to informal consultations and infermal meetings of
a drafting group, held 12 meetings during the first part of the 1982 session with a
view to submitting a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and
use of radiological weapons to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

"8. The Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a special report to the

Committee on Disarmament, as contained in Document CD/284/Rev.1l, which contains a
summary account of the negotiations during the 1980 and 1981 sessions as well as the
iirst part of the 1982 session. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982 the
Committee "adopted the special report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an
integral part of tae Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the

second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament

(Document CD/292 and Corr. 1-3). #/

"B. Second Part of 1982 Session

9.  In view of the difficulties encountered in the firs+ part of the 1982 session and
taeking into account the fact that the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament had not taken action in this field, the Chairman of the
Working Group took the initiative to exchange views with delegabions through a letter
and attached questionnaire with a view to facilitating the future work of the

Working Group. The questionnaire concentrated on the relationship between the
'traditional' radiological weapons subject-matter and the problems inherent in the
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities, which, inter alia, had threatened
to bring the negotiations in the Working Group to a deadlock &t an earlier point. ‘

0. At the 1st meeting of the Working 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 well as various views expressed by delegations during

his informal consultations. A summary account of those replies z2nd views is contained

Y3

%

It was also issued as Official Records of the General Assembly,
Twelfth Special Session, Supplement No. 2 (A/S-12/2). ‘
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in the Chairman's statement (Document CD/RW/WP.38). In the presentation of his
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 by delegations.

"11. At the same meeting, confirming developments to which the Chairman had drawn
attention in his statement, a certain flexibility of positions of some delegations
was revealed in connection with the organization of the future work 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
Chairman, especially those to which refervence is made in paragraph 83.10 above, and the
new positions 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 governments as to a
certain number of other issues of a substantive nature under negotiation in the
Working Group, which had not been considered in detail in the second part of the
1982 session. :

"12. During the same meeting the representatives of Japan and the Federal Republic
of Germany introduced working papers as contained in CD/RW/WP.37 and Corr.l and
CD/RV/WP .40, respectively.

"13. 1In spite of differences of opinion, there was a general recognition that
negotiations on an international convention prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons within the framework of the Committee
on Disarmement should be continued with a view to attaining rapid progress, taking
also into account the consultations and discussions held during the second part of
the 1982 session., Several delegations expressed the view that progress on the
'traditional' radiological weapons subject-matter might be facilitated by basing
future negotiations in this respect on the Compilation of Radiological Weapons Treaty
Provisions submitted by the Chairman as contained in document CD/RW/HP.39. Certain
delegations expressed the view that this issue should be negotiated simultaneously
with the question of prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities.  Other
delegations had reserved their position on this subject.

"14. The Ad Hoc Working Group agreed to recommend to the Committee on Disarmament
that an ad hoc working group should be established at the beginning of its
1983 session to continue negotiations on the prohibition of radiological weapons.'

84. At the initiative of the delegation of Hungary and in accordance with its
programme of work for the second part of its 1982 session, the Committee held two
informal meetings under item 5 of the agenda "New Types of Weapons of Mass
Destruction and New Systems of Such Weapons", with a view to examining proposals

and suggestions pertaining to this issue.
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85, The Committee considered this question at plenary and informal meetings,

with the participation of experts from some member States, during its 1982 session;
A summary of the treatment previously given to this item is available in
paragraphs 70-75 of the Special Report of the Committee to the second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).
There continues to be two mein approaches to the prevention of the emergesncy of new
types and systems of weapons of mass destruction. _

86. Some delegations prefer a general agreement prohibiting the development and
production of all new types of weapons of mass destruction, to be exemplified

in an attached list, and which would also enable separate agreements o be
concluded for banning specific weapons. As a first step, in their view, the
permanent members of the Security Council and other militarily significant States
should make identical declarations pledging not to develop any new weapons of

mass destruction. They have also proposed the establishment by the Committee

of an ad hoc group of gualified governmental experts in order to elaborate a

draft géneral agreement as well as separate‘agreements for banning particular
weapons. In this connection, they have drawn attention to the danger that may
stem from a variety of weapons possibilities based on scientific cum technological
developments.

87. A view was expressed that those governmental experts could be assigned with
the task of prebaring a study on the subject matter.

88. Some other delegations stated that in their view it would be more appropriate
to negotiate agreements to ban potential new weapons of mass destruction only

on a case by case basis as such weapons may be identified., They pointéd out that
no such weapon has been identified so far. A general prohibitory agreement would
be too ambiguous to be useful in concrete situations and would not permit the
definition 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 identify any cases which might
require particular consideration and which would justify the opening of specific
negotiations.

89. The view was also expressed that scientists could be associated to the work
of the Committee, for example by the creation of an ad hoc group of scientific
experts, in order to contribute to the adoption of concrete measures for preventing

the use of scientific and technological achievements for military purposes.
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¥. 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 25 March to 6 April and from 8 to 9 September.

91. The Committee had before it the following new documents submitted during

its 1982 session in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/229, dated 27 January 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Wbrkiﬁg péper'on the chapter entitled 'Objectives' of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmanent'.

(b) Document CD/230, dated 27 January 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitléd "Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Priorities' of the Comprehensive
Programme_of.Disarmanent“. )

(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 Comprchensive Programme of Disarmament”.

(d) Document CD/233, 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 'Priovities’ of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament®.

(e) Document CD/239, dated 8 February 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 V
entitled 'Principles! of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament'. '

(f) Document CD/245, dated 19 February 1982, submitted by the delegations of
Buigaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper on the agenda item
entitled 'Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament'".

(&) Dﬁcument CD/255, dated 3 March 1982, submitted by the Group of 21, entitled
"orking paper on the chapter entitled 'Machinery and Procedures' of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament™. .

(h) Document CD/296, dated 28 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitle@ ”Considérations of the Grand National Assembly, of the
President of the Socialist Republic of Romania, Nicolae Ceausescu, presented to
the second special session of the General Assembly of the United Nations devoted

to disarmament'.
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92, In accordance with the Committee's decision at its 69th plenary meeting on

17 March 1980, the Ad Hoc Working Croup on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament was established to initiate negotiations on the éomprehensive

programme of disarmament, envisaged inAparagraph 109 of the Final Document ofAthe
first special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament
with a view to completing its elaboration before {hé Seéond special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Accordingly, thelgg_ggg.Working Group
met during the second pért of the 1980 session and during the whole 1981 session.
In pursuance of the Committee's decision at its 148th plenary meeting on

20 August 1981, the_éii@gg Working Group resumed its work on 11 January 1982.

© 93. ‘As a result of its.deiiberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a report
to the Committee as contained in document CD/283. 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/286. At its 173rd plenary meeting on

21 April 1982, the Committee adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group which
is an integral part of the Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).
- 24. By paragraph 63'of the Concluding Document of the Twenfth 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 subject at the special session. In addition, the
General Assembiy requested the Committee to submit a revised draft Comprehensive
Trogramme of Disarmament at the Aésémbly's thirty-eighth session.

95. At its 176th plenary meeting, on 5 August 1982, the Committee decided o
re-establish the Ad Hoc Working CGroup on a Comprehensive Prdgrémme of Disarmament,
envisaged in pafagfaph 109 of the Final Document of the first special segsion of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, with a view to submitting a revised
draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to the General Assembly at its
ﬁhirty-eighth session, "taking into account the views expressed>and the progress
achioved on the subject at the second special session" of the General Assémbly ;
devoted to disarmament. It was understood that the Ad Hoc Working Group ﬁduld not
conduct formal meetings during the remainder of the session, but.fhat infdrmél
consultations or meetings of an exploratory character would be held .

96, At the same meeting, the Committee re—appointéd the representétive of Mexico

as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group.
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G. Prevention of an Arms Race in Cuter Space

97. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an Arms Race in Oufter Spaoé” vas
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during |

the period from 30 August to 1 September. The Committee also held informal meetings
on the subject on 30 March and 7 April.

98. The Committee had before it the following documents submitted during its

1982 session in connection with the item: .

(a) . Document CD/272, dated 5 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled "Working paper on the preveﬁtion of an arms race in outer space'.

(b) Document CD/274, dated 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Draft treaty on the prohibition of
the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space’,

(¢) Document GD/BZO, dated 26 August 1932, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "Arms Control and Quter Space'. o

(d) Document GD/522, dated 1 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Message of greetings from
L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party 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) Docunent CD/329, dated 1% September 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Draft Mandate for Ad Hoc Working Group on Item 7 of tne 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, vas confained in paragraphs 80-83 of the Special
Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of the

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

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-gatelliﬁe systems
in the context of agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space.
According to this approach the negotiation of an agrgement 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 fhe most urgent

task to undertake.  Another proposal was on the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting
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the stationing 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 %o achieve the same goals. Still another proposal, submitted by the

Group of 21, stated that the aim of the negotiations should 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 this 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 account all.
existing proposals and future initiatives (CD/272). Several members supported this
proposal and drew attention to General Assembly resolution 36/99. Other delegations
suggested that a Working 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 this pfoposal.

The Group of 21 proposed a draft mandate for an ad hoc working group "reaffirming

the principle that outer space —- the common heritage of mankind —— ghould be
preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes', which would undertake negotiations,
taking into account all existing proposals and future initiatives, in order to
prevent the extension of an arms race to outer space and prohibit its use for
hostile purposes (CD/329).

10%. 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 immense 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 that all possible steps should be taken to ensure that
outer space is preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes, especially in view of

the possibilities of using outer space also for hostile purposes.

105. Some delegations referred to existing multilateral-and bilateral sgreeménts
concerning outer space which they regarded as containing significant arms contrdl
provisions. They suggested that the Committee should review the existing body ofA
international law in further considering the question of negotiating'additional arms
control measures for outer space. But some other delegations are of the opinion that
the existing international instruments are capable of divergent interpretations.and
that technological evolution has revealed in them some deficiencies and loopholes.
Some délegations consider it necessary therefore to conclude égreements bamning all

kinds of weapons in outer space, and not only to exclude activities or devices of an
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aggressive or offensive character, such as. anti-satellite systems. Some other
delegations consider it necessary to establish priorltles and suggest that, as a first
step, the Commlttee ghould con81der the questlon of negotlatlng an effective and
verlflable agreement prohlbltlng antl—satelllte systemn. _

106. The proposal to setupa working group has not secured the consensus of the
Committee at present. Some delegatlons 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 decision regarding the establishment of a
working group and its mandate. Other delegations consider that a working group

might be established without further delay for commenoingﬂnegotiations'as“proposeduin'
CD/?72 Still other delegations feel that General Assembly resclution 36/97 C should
‘be taken as a basis to formulate an appropriate mandate for a working group to be
establlshed under item 7. The Group of 21 also maintains that,a worklng group should
be set up soon to undertake the negotlatlons recommended in GD/529

H. Consideration of Other Areas Dealing with the Cessation of
the Arms Race and Disarmament and Other Relevant Measures

107. During its 1982 session, the Committee had before it anqtlrer document
which dealt with,the cessation of the arms race and disarmament and other relevant
measures in other areas:

Document CD/275, dated 7 April 1982, subunitted by the delegatﬂon.of Canadn,
entitled "Compendium of Arms Control Verification Proposals —- Second Edition".
108. One delegation recalled that the First Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Prohibition of the Implacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other leapons of
Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof
recognized the need to keep major technological developments vhich affect the operation
of the Treaty under continuing review and invited the CCD, in consultation with the
States Parties to the Treaty, to consider establishing an ad hoc expert group under
ite 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 view of this, the aforementioned delegation suggested 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 Annual Report of the
Committee and any other Report as appropriate to the
United Nations General Assembly

(a) Consideration and Adoption of the Special Report of the Commiftee to
the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament

109, The item on the agenda entitled "Consideration and adoption of the Special Report
to the Second Special Session of the General Assembly of the United Nations Devoted

to Disarmament" was considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of
work, from 7 to 12 April 1982,

110 . At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982, the Committee adopted the

Special Report to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted %o
disarmament, as contained in document CD/292 and Corr.l-3.

(b) Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report to the thirty-seventh gession
of the General /ssembly of the United Nations

i11. In accordance with the Committee's programme of work for the second part of its
1982 session, the item on the agenda entitled "Consideration and adoption of the
annual report to the General Assembly of the United Nations" was considered by the
Committee from 10 to 14 September 1982.

112, The present report is transmitted by the Chairman on behalf of ¥he Committee

on Disarmament,

(Signed)

Al fonso Garcia Robles
Mexico
Chairman of the Committee
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APPENDIX T

CONSOLIDATED LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK OF THE COMMITTER
(1982 Session)

Chairman of the Committee for February:

Chairman of the Committee for March:

Chairman of the Committee for April
and the in-session recess: ‘

Chairman of the Committee for August:

Chairman of the Committee for September
and the intersessional recess:

Secretary of the Committee and
Pergonal Representative of the
Secretary-Generals

Deputy Secretary of the Committee:

Delegation of Algeria

Ambassador Mohammad Jafar Mahallati (Iran)

Ambassador Mario Alessi (Italy)"

Imbassador Yoshio Okawa (Japan)

Ambassador Charles Gatere Maina (Kenya)

Ambassador Alfonso Garcis Robles (Mexico)

Mr. Rikhi Jaipal

Mr., Vicente Berasategui

Address: 308 Route de Lausanne, 1293 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel.No. 74.19.85

*Mr. Anisse Salah-Bey

*Mr. Messaoud Mati
*Mr., Abdelkader Taffar

*Mr. Mohamed Masohi

*Mr, Mohamed Medkour

* Spouse present

Ambassador

Permanent Representative to the
United Netions Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Algeria to the
United Nations Cffice at Geneva
Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Algeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Ministry of National Defence

Ministry of National Defence
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Delegation of Argentina

Address: 110 avenue Louis-Casai, 1216.Geneva. Tel.No. 98.19.52

Mr. Julio C. Carasales

Mr., Santos N. Martinez

Mr. Victor E. Beauge

Mr. Vicente Espeche Gil

Mr. Roberto Garcia Moritan

Miss Norma Nascimbene

Delegation of Australia

Ambassador

Special Representative for Disarmament Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Buenos Aires
Head of Delegation

Minister Plenipotentiary

Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Minister Plenipotentiary

Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations in New York

Alternate Representative

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Address: 56-58 Tue de Moillebeau, Petit-Saconnex, Geneva. Tel.No. 34.62.00

*Mr. David Sadleir

*Mr. Rory Steele

Miss Sue Boyd

Mr. Trevor Findlay

Mr. Peter McGregor

Anbassador

Permanent Representative to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Australia fto the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations, New York

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Expert (Seismic)
Bureau of Mineral Resources
Australia
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Address: 58 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel.No. 33.81150

Mr. A. Onkelinx

Mr., J. Raeymaeckers

Mr. Ch. Raulier

Mr. J.M. Noirfalisse

Miss de Clerg

Captain H, de Bisschop

Mr., J.M, Van Gils

Delegation of Brazil

Ambassador

~ Permanent Representative of Belgium to’ the

United Nations Office at Geneva
Ambassador at large for disarmament questions

Minister Plenipotentiary
Director of Disarmament Service
Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Brussels

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Lttaché
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Chief, Seismological Service of the
Royal Observatory of Belgium

Address: 17 rue Alfred Vincent, 1201 Geneva. Tel.No. 32.25.56/7

Mr., Celso Antonio de Souza e Silva

Mr., Sergio de Queiroz Duarte

Anmbassador B
Representative to the Committee on Disarmament,
Head of Delegation

Minister
Deputy Representative
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Delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria

Address: 16 Chemin des Créts-de-Pregny, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva., Tel.No. 98,03.00

*Mr. Konstantin Tellalov

Mr. Baruh Grinberg

*Mr. Ivan Sotirov

¥Mr, Radoslav Deyanov

Mr. Peter Popchev

*Mr, Kliment Pramov

Lieutenant-Colonel Nikola Mikhailov

Dr. L. Christozkov

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Ambassador

Deputy Chief of Department
Ministry of Foreign [ffairs, Sofia
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the

People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
TUnited Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia

Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia

Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of the

People's Republic of Bulgaria to- the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Expert (Chewmical Weapons)
Ministry of National Defence
Sofis

Expert (Seismic Events)
Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, Sofia



CD/335
Appendix T

page 5

Delegation of the Socialist Republic of the Union of Burma
Address: 47 avenue Blanc, 1202 Geneva. Tel.Ne., 31.75:40

U. Maung Maung Gyi Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*U Tin Kyaw Hlaing Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nationsg Office at Geneva

U Ngwe Win Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Ceneva

*U Aung Than Second. Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*J Zaw Min Second Secretary
’ Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*U Than Tun Second Secretary
Perman=nt Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Canada
Mdress: 10A avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel.No. 34.19.50

*Mr, D.3. McPhail Ambassador and Permanent Representative
of Canada to the Committee on Disarmament

*Mr. Gerdald R. Skinner Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Representative

Mr. J. Gaudreau First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mr, D, Dhavernas First Secretéry
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the People's Republic of China

Address: 11, chemin de Surville, 121?'Petit—Lancy, Geneva. Tel. No. 92.25.48

#Mr., Tian Jin

*Mr. Yu Mengjia

Mr. Yang Mingliang

Mrs. Wang Zhiyun

Mr. Lin Cheng

Mr. Feng Zhenyao

Mr. Hu Xiaodi

Mr. Li Weimin

Mr. Suo Kaiming

Mr. Yu Zhongzhou

Minister

Chargé 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 the PeoOple’s Republic
of China at Geneva

Deputy Head 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
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Address: 149H Route de Ferney, 1218 Geneva. Tel. No. 98.03.33

Dr. Luis-Sola Vila

Mr. Pedro Nunez Mosquera

Mr. Angzl Victor Gonzdlez

Captain Jorge Luis Garcia Hernddez

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Cuba to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanant Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary, Delegate
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegate

Delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic

Address: 9, chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No. 98.91.82

#Mp. Milo$ Ve jvoda

Mr. Jdn Strudka

#Dp, Evien Zdpotocky

*Mr. Andrej Cima

. OV
*Mr. Jan Jirusek

*Mr. Ludgk Stavinoha

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Minister Counsellor

Deputy Head of Department of
International Organizations

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Alternate Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Head of Delegation

Deputy Head of Disarmament Section
Faderal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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Delegation of Egypt

Address: T2 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No, 31:65,30

*Mp. El Sayed Abdel Raouf El Reedy

*Mpy, Ibrahim Ali Hassan

¥Mr. Mohamed Nabil Fahmy

#Mr., Waguih Hanafi

Miss Wafaa Bassim.

Delegation of Ethiopia

Ambassaor
Permanent Representative of Egypt to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Hgypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to.the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 .Geneva. Tel. No. 33.07.50

#Mp. Tadesse Terrefe

Miss Kongit Sinegiorgis

*Mp. Fesseha Yohannes

Delegation of France

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary

Permanent Representative of Ethippia 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

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Address: . 36 route de Pregny, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva. Tel. No. 58.21.23

*Mr, Francois de la Gorce

¥Mr, Jacques de Beausse
Mr. Benoit d'Aboville

Colonel Gesbert
Miss Lydie Ghazerian

#*Mr. Michel Couthures

Ambassador
Representative of France to the Committee
on Disarmament

First Counsellor
Deputy Representative

Deputy Director of Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Paris

Ministry of Defence

Deputy Director of Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Paris

First Secretary
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Delegation of the German Democratic Republic N o
Address: 49 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.67.50

¥Dr. Gerhard Herder Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Dr. Hubert Thielicke First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Lieutenant-Colonel Manfred Kaulfuss Ministry of National Defence
Lieutenant-Colonel Friederich Sayatz Ministry of National Defence

Mr. Jlirgen Dembski Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Jirgen Moepert Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Ralf Trapp Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Academy of Sciences

Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany
Address: 238C chemin du Petit Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.97.70

*Dr. Henning Wegener Ambassador
Head of Delegation

¥Dr. Norbert Klingler Counsellor
Alternate Representative

Mr. Wolf-Eberhard von dem Hagen Colonel
Military Adviser

Dr. Wolfgang R&hr . Second Secretary

Professor Dr. Johannes Pfirschke Adviser
Federal Ministry of Defence



CD/335
Appendix I

page 10

Delegation of the Hungarian People's Republic o
Address: 81 avenus de Champel, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No. 46.03.23

#Dr,. Imre Kdmives Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Hungarian People's Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

#Mr, Ferenc Gajda Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

#Mpr. Csaba Gydriffy Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr. Tibor Téth Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Ede Bisztricsdny Professor of Seismology
Head of the Seismological Observatory
of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences -

Dr. Elek Sebdk Expert
Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Dr. Gybrgy Szentesi Expert
Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Delegation of India
Address: 9 rue du Valais, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 32.,08.59

*Mr. A.P. Venkateswaran Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Leader of Delegation

*Mr. Shyam Saran First Secratary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

*Mps. Lakshmi Puri First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser
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Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia
Address: 16 rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. Tel. No. 45.33.50

Mr. Ch. Anwar Sani Ambassador
Special Advisor to the Minister
for Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative/Head of Delegation .

#¥Mr, Nana S. Sutresna Ambassador, Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Indonesia to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Representative/Head of Delegation

Mr. Boer Mauna Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Indonesia to the United Nations, New York
Representative

#Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Indonesis
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Representative

Mr. Enny Soeprapto Directorate for International Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti Directorate for International Treaties
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Mr. Indra Damanik Official, Directorate for International
Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Mr. Hidayat Kartahadimadja Official, Directorate of International
Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Brigadier General Haryomataram Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Colonel Fauzy Qasim Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Lieutenant-Colonel Karyono Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Major B. Simanjuntak Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Miss Djudju Djubaedah Attaché

Permanent Mission of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser
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Delegation of the Islamic Republic of TIran
Address: 28 Chemin du Petit Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.30.04

Mr. Mohammad Jafar Mahallati‘ P2ad of Delesation
Dr. M. Nosrati Expert
Mr. Shahrockhe Mohammadi Third Secrcetary

Perman=nt Mission of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the
Office of the United Nations
New York

Mr. Jalil Zahirnia Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the
Office of the United Nations
Geneva

Delegation of Italy
Address: 10 chemin de 1'Impératrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva. Tel. No. 33.47.50

#Mr, Mario Alessi Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Italy to
the Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

¥Mr. Bruno Cabras Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Italy to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mr. Carlo Maria Oliva First Secretary
P:rmanent Mission of Italy to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mr. Ettore Di Giovanni Captain (Navy), Military Counsellor
Minigtry of Defence

Mr. Roberto Di Carlo Captain, Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Ministry of Defence
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Delegation of Japan
Address: 35 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.04.03
#Mr. Yoshio Okawa Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiar

Leader of the Delegation

¥Mr. Masaji Takahashi Counsellor
Permanent Delegation of Japan to the .
Committee on Disarmament
Deputy Leader of the Delegation

#*Mr. Teruo Kawakita First Secretary
Permanent Delegation of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

*Mp, Kenji Tanaka First Secretary
Permanent Delegation of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

hr; Masahiro Yamamoto Expert
Japan Meteorological Agency, Tokyo

Dr. Ichiro Akiyama Expert
Defence Agency, Tokyo

#Mr. Tsutomu Arai Attaché
Permanent Mission of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

Delegation of Kenya . )
Address: Hotel Longchamp, 7 rue Butini, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 31.92.28

Mr. Charles Gatere Maina Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Kenya to the
United Nations, New York
Leader of the Delegation

Dr. Daniel David Caroli Don Nanjira First Secretary
Permanent Mission of. Kenya to the
United Nations, New York

Mr. John Muriu Kiboi ' Senior Assistant Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. George Njoroge Muniu First Secretary
Kenyan Embassy, Bonn
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Delegation of Mexico

Address: 13 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva.

#Mpr. Alfonso Garcia Robles

Mrs. Zadalinda Gonzdlez y Reynero
Miss Maria de los Angeles Romero

Miss Luz Marfa Chablais Garcia

Tel. No.: 34.57.40
Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Mexico to the
Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation
Counsellor, Alternate Representative

Second Secretary, Adviser

Secretary to the Delegation

Delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic

Address: 4 Chemin des Mollies, 1295 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel. No.: 74.19.74

Mr. Dugersurengiin Erdembileg

Mr. Luvsandorjiin Bayart

Mr. Sukh=Ochir Bold

Delegation of the Kingdom of Morocco

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

Address: 22 Chemin Frangois=Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.’

Tel. No.: 98.15.35

#Mp,. Ali Skalli

Mr. Sidi Mohammed Rahhali

Mr. Mohamed Chraibi

Mr. Mustapha Halfaoui

#Mpr. Mahmoud Rmiki

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the Kingdonm 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 Netherlands
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.73.50

#Dr, Frans van Dongen Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of
the Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Hendrik Wagenmakers Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Mr. Robert Jan Akkerman Disarmament and International Peace
Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague

Mr. Pieter de Klerk Disarmament and International Peace
' Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague

Dr, A.J.J. Ooms Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Director, Prins Maurits Lahoratorium TNO
Delft, The Netherlands
Mr. B. ter Haar Disarmament and International Peace
Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague
Dr. A.R. Ritsema

Mr. G. Houtgast
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Delegation of Nigeria
Address: 32 chemin des Collombettes, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.21.40/49

#Dr. G.0. Ijewere Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Mr., M.B. Brimah Minister/Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

¥Mpr. W.0. Akinsanya Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

#Mp, T. Aguiyi-Ironsi First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Mr. A.A. Adepoju Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Miss I.E.C. Ukeje Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. A.U. Abubakar Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegatioglpf Pakistan
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.77.60

#Mr, Mansur Ahmad Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Pakistan to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mr. Munir Akram Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mp. Tariq Altafl First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Salman Bashir Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of Peru
Address: 63 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 31.11.30/31.11.39

Mr. Felipe Valdivieso Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Peter Cannock Ambassador
( Alternate Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Mr. Jorge Benavides de la Sotta First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mr, Vicente Rojas Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Augqéto Thornberry Third Secretary
' Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of the Polish People's Republic
Address: 15 Chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No.: 98.11.61

*Dr. Bogumil Sujka Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of the Delegation

#Mpr., Jerzy Zawalonka “ounsellor. Minister Plenipotentiary
Depucy Pernanent Representative of Poland
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

“Mr. Bogdan Russin Counsellor o
Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations at Geneva

Mr. Stanislaw Konik Adviser to the Minister for Foreign Affairs,
Warsaw

Col. Janusz Cialowicz Ministry of Defence, Warsaw

*Mr. Tadeusz Strojwas First Secrcatary

Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania
Address: ©6 Chemin de la Perriére, 1223 Cologny, Geneva. Tel, No.: 52.10.90

5Mp, Mircea Malitza Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

#Mp., Ion Datcu Ambassador, Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Republic of Romania to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Mr. Teodor Melescanu Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

#Mp. Mihail Bichir First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Mr. Panait Tache Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Col. Dr. Ing. Mihai Stefan Dogaru Counsellor, Ministry of National Defence

Delegation of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.93.40

Mr. A.T. Jayakoddy Ambassador
Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of the Democratic
Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mpr. H.M.,G.S. Palihakkara Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Democratic Socialist
Republic of Sri Lanka to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr. A.C. Clarke Adviser



Delegation of Sweden

Address: 62 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva.

Mrs. Inga Thorsson

#Mr. Curt Lidgard

#Mp. Carl-Magnus Hyltenius

Mr. Georg Andersson
Mr. Sture Ericson
Mrs. Gunnel Joning
Mrs. Ingrid Sundberg
Mr. Rune Angstrom

#Mr. Hans Berglund

*Dr. Johan Lundin

Mr. Gustav Ekholm

Mr. Ulf Ericsson

Mr. Sture Theolin

Dr. Jan Prawitz

Dr. Ola Dahlman

Mr. Lars Eric De Geer
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Tel.:No.: 34,%6.00
Under-Secretary of State
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Head of Delegation until 6 August
Ambassador
Deputy Head of Delegation
Head of Delegation from 6 August

Counsellor
Deputy Head of Delegation from 6 August

Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
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

Minister
Swedish Embassy, Vienna’
Scientific Adviser

First Secretary
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Ministry of Defence
Scientific Adviser

Director of Research
National Defence Research Institpte
Scientific Adviser

National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviser
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Address: 4 chemin du Champ du Blé, 1292 Chambesy, Geneva. Tel. No.: 58.10.03

#Mp, V.L. Issraelyan Head of Delegation, Ambassador
Member of Collegium of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, Representative of the USSR
to the Committee on Disarmament

Mr. Y.K. Nazarkin Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreigh Affairsg-

Mr. B.P. Prokofiev Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. R.M. Timerbaev Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr, L.A. Naumov Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr., V.M. Ganja Adviser, Colonel, Ministry of Defence
“Mp, V,V. Loshchinine Counsellor, Permanent Representation

of the USSR to the 0ffice of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

“Mr. G.V. Berdennikov Second Secretary, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

“Mr. V.A. Evdokoushin Second Secretary, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Mr. V.F. Priachin Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.L. Gai Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairé
Mr. E.N. Golovko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. G.M. Polianitchko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.E..thchinsky Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. M.M. Ippolitov Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Y.V. Kostenko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. S.B. Batsanov Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics {(cont‘'d)

Mr. V.M. Tcherednichenko Expert
Mr. A.P. Koutepov Expert
Mr. B.T. Surikov Expert
Mr. V.L. Kotjujansky Expert

Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
Address: 37-39 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.33.00

#Mp, David M. Summerhayes, CMG Ambassador
Head of Delegation

“Mr. Lawrence J. Middleton Counsellor
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Mr. John S. Chick Head of Arms Control and Disarmament
Department, Foreign and Commonwealth Office

“Mp. Barry P, Noble Counaellor
' Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mps. Joan I. Link First Secretary .
United Xingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Miss Joanna E.F. Wright Third Secretary
" United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Dr. T. Inch Ministry of Defence
Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Delegation of the United States of America
Address: Botanic Building, 1-3 Avenue de la Paix, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 32.09.70

Mr. Eugene V. Rostow Director, Arms Control and Disarmament Agency
Chairman Ex Officio of the Delegation when
in attendance

The Honourable Louis G. Fields Ambassador, United States Representative to
the Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

“Mr. Morris D. Busby United States Deputy Representative to the
Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Ms. Susan F. Burk Adviser
0ffice of Under=Secretary of Defence
Department of Defence
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Delegation ofxthe United States of America (cont'd)

Mr. Pierce S. Corden Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau

Arms Control and Disarmament Agency .
Ms. Katharine Crittenberger Adviser, Arms Control and Disarmament Agency
Mr. Jon Gundersen Adviser, Bureau on International Organization

Affairs, Department of State
(2 February=-28 February 1982)

Mr. James J. Hogan Colonel, USAF, Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

Mr. James Leonard Colonel, USA, Adviser
Bureau of Politico=Military Affairs
Department of State

Mr. John Martin Adviser
Bureau of International Organigzation Affairs
Department of State
(from 23 February 1982)

Mr. Robert Mikulak Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Mr. Richard Milton Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Mr. John Miskel Adviser
Department of Energy

Mr. Charles Pearcy Colonel, USA, Adviser
Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

*Mp, John Puckett Adviser
Department of Energy

Mr. Roger F. Scott Adviser, Colonel, USMC, Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence
(2 February-28 February 1982)

Ms. Laurel M. Shea Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Ms., Marianne Winston Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency



Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela
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Address: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No.: 98,26.21

“Mr., Reinaléo Rodriguez Navarro
*Mrs. Maria Esperanza Ruesta
*Mr. Hugo Sudrez Mora

Mr. Oscar Andrés Aguilar Pardo
Mr. Oscar Garcia Garcia

Mr. Jesds Zdrraga

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Venezuela to th
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United dations 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

Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia

Address: 5 Chemin Thury, 1206 Geneva.

Mr. Kazimir Vidas

Dr. Marko Vrhunec

Mr. Miodrag Mihajlovié

Mr. Milutin Civié
Mr. Dragomir Djokid

Mr. Vliado Vojvodid

Professor Milorad Radotid

Tel. No.: 46.44.33

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiar:
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 Zaire
Address: 32 rue de 1'Athénée, 1200 Geneva. Tel. No.: 47.83.22

“Mp, Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Zaire to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

“Mrs. Eéaki=Ekanga Kabeya First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Zaire
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mp. 0sil Gnok Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Zaire
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
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